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merick,  against  the  Collection  of  Ministers'  Money  (Ire- 
land); and  from  the  Liroericli  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
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them  {torn.  Stanratioo. 

IRISH  POOR  IN  LIVERPOOL. 

EARL  FITZWILLIAM  said,  that, 
with  the  leave  of  their  Lordships,  he 
would  hring  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
some  information  which  he  had  that  day 
received  upon  the  subject  of  the  great  in- 
flux of  the  Irish  paupers  into  the  toim  of 
Liverpool.  A  Manchester  paper  had  been 
sent  to  him,  which  contained  a  long  account 
of  the  results  of  the  measures  which  had 
been  taken  to  meet  the  exigency.  Their 
Lordships  would  recollect  that  by  the  pa- 
pers which  were  yesterday  laid  on  the 
Table,  it  appeared  that  in  one  day  of 
January,  upwards  of  24,000  Irish  paupers 
irere  relieved  in  the  town  of  LiYeq)ool. 
VOL.XC.    {2-} 


The  pressure  of  this  was  felt  to  be  so  great 
that  inquiries  were  at  length  instituted, 
which  inquiries  were  followed  by  a  consid- 
erable diminution.  But  in  addition  to  that, 
the  assistant  poor-law  commissioner  of 
the  district,  Mr.  Austin,  who  had  been 
directing  his  attention  to  the  Irish  paupers 
in  Liverpool  for  some  days,  made  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  select  vestry;  and  in  con- 
sequence the  following  analysis  was  pre- 
pared of  the  immigrants  and  persons  re- 
lieved in  Liverpool  during  the  previous  ten 
days.  It  appeared  from  this  that  the  ar- 
rivals were,  of  men  4,498,  and  that  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  men  relieved  was 
2,631 ;  that  the  arrivals  of  women  were 
1,755,  and  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
women  relieved  was  2,811,  or  about  1,200 
beyond  the  number  of  immigrants;  and 
that  of  children  the  immigration  w-as  1 ,1 50, 
and  the  increase  in  the  number  relieved 
8,814.  Now  it  was  quite  clear  from  these 
figures  that  the  increase  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  numbers  relieved  was  not  oc- 
casioned solely  by  the  arrivals  of  immi- 
grants. The  result  of  the  alteration  in  the 
mode  of  giving  relief  was  as  follows :  The 
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Ia6t  «lay  oa  whick  aoY  great  nvmber  were 
nJievcd  wa^  on  M(Hkiia¥»  he  sa{^»086d  the 
I&t  uf  Februau-v»  whaMt  tlie  nnmher  was 
22,348;  but  hvl  th^  ae^  daj,  under  the 
opcratiou  af  the  aev  srstem,  which  had 
blsju  in  Uk^  lir)»fi  toAlaiiee  instituted  hj  the 
idiect  ve«iry^  tuki  aftenrards  carried  further 
in  i^HM*^(«il^lw^e  of  the  representations  of 
Mr.  xV^ii»^iiu  the  number  was  as  low  as 
\^^.  Tld»  was  attributable  merely  to 
]|M^«^  activn^  measures  baring  been  adopted 
9>t  IW  poipose  of  ascertaining  whether 
fflorlMS  had  a  just  daim  to  relief.  It  was 
iK^«ih  tbeir  lordships'  while  to  make  an 
iiK^ttirj  into  the  cause  of  this  extensive  im- 
•M^pration;  because  much  was  said  with 
itffard  to  the  immigration  into  Lirerpool, 
and  the  great  burden  which  that  immigra- 
tion had  inflicted  upon  the  town,  and  also 
with  regard  to  the  circumstance  of  4,000 
^eetments  haying  been  brought  in  the 
county  Majo.  And  the  inference  which 
the  public  would  be  disposed  to  draw  from 
these  two  facts  was,  that  the  ejectments 
in  the  county  of  Mayo  and  the  relief  of 
Irish  paupers  in  Lirerpool,  had  some  con- 
nexion one  with  the  other.  But  it  was  oh- 
yious,  he  thought,  that  nothing  could  be 
more  erroneous — if  it  were  not  an  uncivil 
word  he  should  say  that  nothing  could  be 
more  untrue — than  such  a  conclusion, 
which  was  arrived  at  without  the  tronUe 
of  first  instituting  an  inquiry  into  the  facts. 
The  truth  was,  that  what  were  termed 
ejectments  in  the  county  Mayo  were  not 
ejectments ;  and  the  propagation  of  such 
reports  must  have  the  injurious  effect  of 
deterring  the  public  of  England  from  doing 
their  duty — not  towards  the  landed  pro- 
prietors, but  the  destitute  and  suffering 
people  of  Ireland.  lie  had  deemed  it  right 
to  bring  this  subject  under  their  Lordships* 
attention,  in  order  that  they  might  see 
that  the  vast  number  of  persons  receiving 
relief  in  Liverpool  was  not  so  much  owing 
to  the  influx  ot  Irish  paupers,  as  it  was  to 
the  circumstance  that  the  parochial  autho- 
rities of  Liverpool  did  not  in  the  flrst  in- 
stance take  those  efficient  measures  which 
they  subsequently  adopted  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  the  impositions  which  had 
been  practised  upon  the  funds  of  that  town. 

THE  CASTLEBAR  UNION. 
The  Earl  of  LUCAN,  after  thanking 
the  noble  Earl  for  his  remark  in  reference 
to  the  Mayo  ejectments,  proceeded  to  ob- 
serve, that  ho  (the  Earl  of  Lucan)  had 
been  made  the  subject  of  an  attack,  or 
charge,  or  accusation,  in  what  was  called  in 


Parliamentary  language  "another  place." 
It  was  the  practice  in  their  Lordships* 
House,  and  he  believed  it  used  to  be  so  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  not  to  attack  indi- 
viduals without  giving  them  such  a  notice 
that  they  should  be  enabled  either  to  de- 
fend themselves,  or,  if  absent,  furnish  ma- 
terials to  their  friends  for  their  defence; 
but  he  had  met  with  no  such  courtesy. 
He  never  heard  that  any  such  attack  upon 
him  was  intended;  he  was  never  asked 
what  defence  he  had  to  make :  on  the  con- 
trary, he  had  been  treated  wiUi  the  great* 
est  discourtesy.  He  would  say  no  more 
respecting  it  tnan  that  he  believed  discour- 
tesy to  be  more  natural  and  more  congenial 
than  anything  else  to  the  habits  and  feel- 
ings of  a  certain  noble  Lord  who  had 
thousht  it  right  to  make  this  attack.  He 
(the  Eari  of  Lucan)  did  not  regret  not  hav- 
ing made  his  statement  on  the  prerious 
night,  as  it  gave  him  an  opportunity  of  re- 
plying to  another  remark  of  the  same  no- 
ble I^rd.  He  (the  Eari  of  Lucan)  under- 
stood that  he  was  now  about  to  be  indicted; 
perhaps,  under  such  circumstances,  it 
would  be  more  prudent  to  withhold  his  de- 
fence; but  he  should  do  no  such  thing — 
the  noble  Lord  might  have  the  benefit  of 
the  explanation  he  was  now  about  to  make. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Lucan)  was  charged  with 
three  thbgs:  first  of  all — almost  the  last 
charge  he  was  prepared  to  hear — that  he 
was  a  debtor  to  the  union,  inasmuch  as  he 
had  not  paid  his  poor-rates;  next,  that  he 
shut  up  the  poorfaouse,  and  kept  it  closed 
against  the  admission  of  paupers;  and, 
thirdly,  that  he  refused  to  strike  a  rate, 
and  thereby  prevented  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  Now,  during  the  time  he  was  in  the 
countT,  it  was  his  invariable  practice  to 
attend  the  board  of  guardians  as  chairman; 
and  if  he  was  a  debtor  for  rates,  he  had  cer- 
tainly been  treated  with  extraordinary  for- 
bearance. Tbe  press  had  not  always  been 
very  readv  to  ffive  him  credit  when  credit  was 
not  due;  but  he  did  not  recollect  being  ever 
attacked  for  non-payment  of  rates.  At  the 
very  time  in  question,  too,  he  was  threat- 
ening to  remove  the  rate-coUeetor;  and  by 
his  (the  Eari  of  Lucan 's)  positive  instruc- 
tions, there  were  100  distress-warrants  out 
in  the  town  of  Castlebar  for  rates,  he  hav- 
ing, in  each  instance,  initialled  the  instruc- 
tions. On  the  22nd  of  January,  when  the 
Oovemment  was  about  to  lay  before  Par- 
liament certain  P^f^"^  relating  to  union 
workhouses  in  iroand,  tlM  Home  Secre- 
tary was  good  enough  to  send  kim  some  of 
them  relating  to  the  CattMwr  i 
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he  hasteood  down  io  the  Home  Office,  and 
stated  to  Sir  6.  Grey  that  the  statements 
in  the  letter  which  he  proposed  to  lay  he- 
fore  Parliament  were  totally  untrue,  and 
the  letter  itself  lihellous.  Sir  G.  Grey, 
koweyer,  said  he  was  so  far  committed  hy 
tune  pledge  he  had  given  to  Mr.  P. 
Serope  or  some  other  Memher  of  Paiiia- 
me&i,  that  every  paper  must  he  produced^ 
and  this  among  the  rest;  hut  that  any  let* 
i&r  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Lucan)  might 
send  to  the  Home  Office  should  he  added 
to  the  papers  produced.  He  accordingly 
wrote  very  hastily  the  following  letter  to 
Sir  G.  Grey  :— 

**  I  haT«  just  had  the  honour  of  receiving  the 
Mpen  OB  the  tabjeot  of  the  Castlehar  union,  and 
Ithank  jou  for  allowing  me  their  perusal. 
Though  chainnan  of  that  board  of  guaraians,  I 
am  very  hr  from  holding  myself  responsible  for 
the  way  thai  its  affsira  are  conducted.  I  have  too 
little  influence  in  the  selection  of  the  officers,  and 
can  exercise  but  too  little  control  over  them  when 
appointed,  to  enable  me  to  enforce  a  proper  and 
eflknent  ^achai^  of  their  duties.  I  know  that 
theff«  has  been  gross  neglect  on  the  part  of  the 
rate-collectors ;  and  I  did  everything  in  my  power, 
by  remfonstranoe  and  menaces,  to  induce  and  urge 
them  to  compel,  by  all  the  power  of  the  law,  the 
payment  of  the  rates,  a  very  Inrge  proportion 
eC  which  I  knew  could  and  Qught  to  be  col- 
]0cted«  At  the  expiration  of  the  contracts  for 
provisioos  in  September  last,  no  tender  was  made, 
in  cooaequenee  of  the  state  of  the  markets  and 
the  financial  situation  of  the  union ;  and  from 
that  time  to  the  present,  the  house  has  been  en- 
tirely provided  by  myself.  I  regret  that  any  ac- 
eadental  disappointment  should  have  been  experi- 
caeed,  of  which  I  am  only  now  informed  ;  and  I 
can  only  account  for  it  bv  the  severe  illness  dur- 
ing the  kst  six  weeks  of  my  agent,  and  through 
the  great  diflUmlty  that  has  occasionally  existed 
in  purchaaing  meal  and  flour  in  the  markets.  It 
was  communicated  to  me  that  the  contractor  for 
fhel  had  most  unexpectedly  fiuled  in  the  perform- 
ance of  his  contract,  and  my  asent  received  my 
directions  to  provide  fuel.  Coals  are  not  now  to 
be  porchased  in  this  country  ;  and  I  am  assured 
that  he  found  it  most  difficult  to  procure  turf. 
Why  the  sick  did  not  receive  the  bread  ordered 
thcm«  I  am  ignorant,  but  I  shall  make  inquiries. 
It  is  quite  true,  that  on  the  21st  of  November  last, 
I  did,  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Otway,  state  my  ob- 
jactioDS  to  striking  a  new  rate  at  that  time.  These 
w&n  founded  on  the  fiust  of  so  large  a  proportion 
as  1,10(W!.  or  1,200/.  of  the  old  rate  being  uncol- 
lected (and  chiefly  from  solvent  parties),  and  a 
consideration  that  such  a  course  would  not  only 
be  OMMt  unjust  towards  the  ratepayers  generally, 
Vat  most  unwise  and  impolitic,  as  it  would  most 
assuredly  in  the  end  discourage,  if  not  stop,  all 
Tolnatary  payment  of  this  tax,  already  very  unpo- 
pular. I  confidently  expected  that  ere  this  much 
ef  the  arrears  would  have  been  received ;  and  I 
iadalfsd  in  a  hope  and  belief-^  belief  that  had 
Bot  becQ  discouraged  by  the  assistant  poor-law 
roimnisriftnpr — ^that  the  Government  would  see 
tkt  ezpediency  and  necessity  of  making  advancea 
ea  tiM  very  unexceptionable  security  of  the  rates 
ef  lbs  diftrent  anioBS  requiring  them,  and  so^ 


at  a  time  of  such  urgency,  enable  the  boards  to 
give  the  most  extended  operation  to  the  Poor  Re- 
lief Act.  I  am  satisfied  that  very  shortly  the 
Crovemment  will  find  itself  compelled,  from  the 
overwhelming  difficulties  attending  the  financial 
condition  of  Uie  unions  in  the  west  of  Ireland,  to 
give  such  assistance.  I  am,  too,  unprepared  po- 
sitively to  contradict  Mr.  Otway,  when  he  states 
that  two-thirds  of  the  arrears  are  owing  by  im- 
mediate lessors,  amongst  whom  he  names  Sir 
Samuel  O'Malley,  Mr.  Kearney,  and  myself;  but 
I  totally  disbelieve  that  they  are  really  due  by 
any  of  us.  This  assistant  poor-law  commissioner 
has  most  uncandidly  withheld  that  the  rate-books 
are  generally  most  fitulty  in  this  particular,  and 
that  the  landlords  are  constantly,  by  design  or 
mistake,  made  chargeable  when  the  tenant  holds 
by  lease,  or  when  there  is  an  intermediate  lessor. 
Lately,  in  the  Westport  union,  I  found,  on  exami- 
nation, that  I  was  not  liable,  in  a  single  instance, 
to  some  hundred  occupations  that  had  been  placed 
against  me.  The  collectors  of  the  Castlebar 
union  received  positive  directions  to  furnish  every 
lessor  with  a  detailed  list  of  the  claims  against 
him,  and  to  insist  upon  payment,  or  the  cause  of 
objection  in  each  case.  You  will  admit  that  such 
a  course  would  have  obviated  the  irregularity 
complained  of,  and  which,  I  believe,  has  been 
most  extravagantly  overstated  by  Mr.  Otway,  if 
he  has  not  been  altogether  misinformed,  as  I  sup- 
pose Knowing  it  to  be  the  intention  to  include 
these  papers  with  the  others  to  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament this  day,  I  think  it  due  to  others,  as  well 
as  to  myself,  to  protest  against  giving  publicity  to 
such  a  letter  as  Mr.  Otwa/s,  when  the  animut  of 
this  writer  is  so  undisguised,  without  first  allow- 
ing the  parties  charged,  and,  I  believe,  traduced, 
an  opportunity  of  explanation  and  defence.  Should 
this  circumstance  be  as  stated,  the  assistant  poor- 
law  commissioner  has  most  signally  foiled  in  his 
duty  in  never  having  by  statement  or  remonstrance 
endeavoured  to  bring  the  board  of  guardians  to  a 
proper  sense  of  their  duties.  At  this  late  hour,  I 
am  unable  to  offer  other  observations." 

He  was  satisfied  that  of  60^  due,  or  al- 
leged to  be  due,  by  under-tenants  of  his, 
there  was  no  more  than  12^  that  could 
be  said  to  be  by  implication  charge- 
able through  others  to  him;  and  of  that 
121.,  not  one-third  could  be  claimed  from 
him.  He  was  a  large  occupier  of  land 
himself,  and  therefore,  paid  a  good  deal  of 
rate;  but  there  was  not  one  farthing  due 
from  him  for  any  lands  in  his  possession 
whatever;  neither  had  there  been  a  far- 
thing due  for  months,  for  all  on  his  account 
was  paid  a  short  time  after  the  rate  was 
struck.  The  next  charge  against  him  re- 
lated to  the  shutting  of  Uie  workhouse.  He 
had  been  requested  to  come  over  here  to 
make  a  representation  to  the  Government 
of  the  state  of  the  country;  and  after  his 
return  to  Ireland,  he  attended  the  board  of 
guardians  at  Castlebar,  on  the  28th  of 
September.  On  that  day  every  contract 
had  stopped.  On  taking  the  chair,  he  was 
told  that  all  the  contracts  for  provisions 
had  expired — that  there  was  not  a  singlo 
B2 
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tender  before  the  board — nor  was  there 
likely  to  be  one,  inasmuch  as  there  was 
not  a  farthing  of  money  to  pay  for  the  pro- 
visions supplied.  In  short,  such  was  the 
state  of  things,  that  it  was  mentioned  by 
some  of  the  members  of  the  board,  that  it 
would  be  not  only  necessary  not  to  receive 
further  applicants  for  admission,  but  that 
it  would  be  positively  necessary  to  put  out 
of  the  imion-house  many  who  were  in  it. 
When  there  was  not  a  farthing  of  money 
to  be  had,  and  when,  in  consequence  of 
the  state  of  the  country,  no  person  would 
furnish  supplies  without  ready  money  pay- 
ment, be  should  like  to  know  what  would 
have  happened  had  he  not  come  forward 
and  told  the  guardians  he  would  relieve 
them  from  the  difficulty  by  himself  keeping 
the  workhouse  open  for  them?  All  he 
could  say  from  his  own  experience  was, 
that  never  had  he  been  present  at  the  board 
of  guardians,  and  seen  a  single  applicant 
deserving  of  relief  refused  it.  Therefore,  he 
did  not  understand  what  Mr.  Otway  meant 
when  he  talked  of  inadequate  relief ;  and 
he  gave  a  fiat  denial  to  that  assertion. 
The  Castlebar  workhouse  received  every 
proper  applicant  from  the  time  of  its  open- 
ing. It  was  true,  that  it  was  capable  of 
holding  600  persons;  but,  until  this  famine 
occurred,  there  were  only  90  or  100  per- 
sons in  the  house,  and  then  only  170,  be- 
cause it  was  something  distasteful  to  the 
Irish  poor  to  make  such  applications  for 
relief.  The  workhouses  in  Ireland  always 
afforded  double  the  accommodation  re- 
quired, and  therefore  a  false  impression 
would  be  created  if  it  were  to  be  supposed, 
because  the  Castlebar  house  was  not  full, 
that  therefore  the  guardians  were  in  the 
habit  of  refusing  relief.  Such  was  not 
the  fact.  When  he  undertook  to  supply 
the  workhouse,  there  were  1,200^.  of  the 
rate  not  paid.  This  was  owing  solely  to 
the  neglect  of  the  rate-collectors,  and  he 
recommended  the  board  of  guardians  to 
compel  these  rate-collectors  to  do  their 
duty ;  promising,  in  the  meantmie,  to  sup- 
ply the  workhouse.  lie  also  advised  an 
application  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  en- 
ablo  the  board  of  guardians  to  borrow 
money.  On  the  24th  of  October,  a  reso- 
lution was  proposed  at  the  board  of  guar- 
dians, to  which  he  was  no  party,  and  of 
which  ho  had  no  previous  notice,  to  the 
effect,  that  as  the  treasurer  of  the  union, 
not  being  able  to  collect  the  rates,  refused 
to  advance  money,  the  Government  should 
be  applied  to  for  assistance  or  advice  how 
to  act;  and  that  from  that  day  the  board 


would  not  feel  themselves  justified  in  ad- 
mitting any  more  paupers,  it  being  only 
owing  to  Iford  Lucan's  aid  in  furnishing 
supplies  for  the  last  four  weeks,  that  the 
workhouse  had  been  kept  open.  He  was 
now  defending  himself  more  than  the 
board  of  guardians,  because  he  thought 
that  the  rates  onght  to  have  been  col- 
lected, and  that  in  this  respect  the  guar* 
dians  were  wrong.  The  workhouse  was 
closed,  not  from  any  feeling  of  inhumanity 
on  the  part  of  the  guardians;  but  it  was 
done  in  the  hope  that  the  Government,  or 
the  Poor  Law  Oonmiission,  would  in  some 
way  or  other  afford  assistance.  In  the 
course  of  a  week,  he  certainly  expected  to 
hear  from  the  Poor  Law  Commission  either 
some  disapprobation  of  the  step  which  had 
been  taken,  or  some  advice  to  some  other 
course;  but  their  Lordships  would  be  sur- 
prised to  learn  that  it  was  not  until  about 
a  fortnight  after  that  the  guardians  re- 
ceived from  that  body  a  milk-and-water 
letter,  expressing  regret  for  the  step  taken, 
and  a  hope  that  it  might  be  retracted.  On 
the  21st  of  November,  Mr.  Otway  arrived, 
and  favoured  the  guardians  with  a  decla- 
mation about  the  horrors  of  starvation, 
and  their  duty  ;  and  said  that  the  doors  of 
the  workhouse  should  be  opened  instantly. 
After  listening  to  him,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Lucan)  begged  him  to  give  the  guardians 
some  practical  advice  as  to  how  the  people 
were  to  be  fed,  if  the  doors  of  the  work- 
house should  be  opened.  Mr.  Otwav  re- 
plied that  they  should  strike  a  rate.  Now, 
It  was  perfectly  well  known  to  many  of 
their  Lordships,  that  this  operation  of 
striking  a  rate  in  Ireland,  was  not  like 
striking  a  rate  in  England,  on  account  of 
the  subdivisions  of  property,  and  the  num- 
ber of  occupations  in  the  former  countiy* 
where  there  was  consequently  great  diffi- 
culty in  collecting  it.  The  advice,  there- 
fore, as  far  as  regarded  the  immediate  re- 
lief of  the  poor,  was  ridiculous.  lie  told 
Mr.  Otway,  with  respect  to  opening  the 
workhouse,  that  until  he  told  the  guar- 
dians how  the  poor  were  to  be  fed,  he  (the 
Earl  of  Lucan)  could  not  consent  to  it; 
because,  if  it  were  merely  a  question  whe- 
ther the  poor  should  starve  within  or  with- 
out the  House,  he  would  rather  that  it 
should  be  out  of  the  House.  He  (the  Earl 
of  Lucan)  also  observed,  with  respect  to 
striking  a  rate,  that  the  guardians  con- 
ceived that  it  would  be  unjust  and  impoli- 
tic to  strike  a  new  rate,  while  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  old  rate  was  outstandmg; 
and  that  the  having  done  to  «o  »  fonner 
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occasion,  had,  ia  their  opinion,  deterred 
the  people  from  paying.  The  first  thing 
to  be  done,  was  to  collect  the  rates  which 
were  due;  and  if  he  (the  Earl  of  Luean) 
had  been  able  to  remain  in  the  country,  he 
was  satisfied  they  would  have  been  paid. 
The  noble  Lord  to  whom  he  had  alluded 
(A^lscount  Duncan),  seemed  anxious  to 
know  the  present  condition  of  the  Castle- 
bar  union;  and  he  could  inform  that  noble 
Lord  that  the  board  of  guardians  was  dis' 
solved;  but  before  there  could  be  a  paid 
board,  which  the  noble  Lord  seemed  anx- 
ious for,  a  second  board  must  be  dissolved. 
What  the  noble  Lord's  object  was,  he  did 
not  know.  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  was 
looking  out  for  the  honourable  dignity  of 
paid  chairman  to  a  paid  board.  One  was 
scarcely  prepared  to  be  lectured  by  a 
Scotchman  on  a  question  relating  to  the 
grant  of  relief.  He  did  not  believe  that 
in  Scotland  there  was  such  a  thing  as  a 
workhouse;  but,  at  all  events,  this  was  not 
a  topic  for  a  Scotchman  to  lecture  any 
other  person  on.  Instances  of  the  most 
niggardly  relief  were  to  be  foimdin  Scot- 
land. He  believed  that  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  hon.  Colleague,  had  greatly  mis- 
taken the  feelings  of  their  constituents. 
They  seemed  to  rival  each  other  in  abusing 
Ireland,  and  the  Irish  proprietors.  Now, 
he  (the  Earl  of  Lucan)  did  not  think  so  ill 
of  the  constituency  of  Bath,  as  to  believe 
that  to  be  the  way  to  gain  their  good  will. 
The  vilification  of  Ireland,  and  the  misre- 
presentation and  misconstruction  of  every 
act  of  the  Irish  landlords,  would  not  se- 
cure, he  believed,  to  those  gentlemen  their 
re-election  at  the  ensuing  contest.  He 
(the  Earl  of  Lucan)  was  prepared  to  ad- 
mit that  some  of  the  proprietors  in  Ireland 
— ^though  he  could  scarcely  call  them  pro- 
prietors— ^had  not  done  their  duty ;  but  he 
could  state  confideutly  that  the  general 
body  of  landed  proprietors  in  that  country 
were  making  every  possible  sacnfice,  and 
exerting  all  their  energies  in  order  to  co- 
operate with  the  Government  in  affording 
reUef  to  the  people.  He  must  take  this 
opportunity  of  observing,  that  he  very 
much  lamented  that  the  tone  and  language 
which  were  constantly  used  towards  Ire- 
land, and  the  people  of  Ireland,  by  the 
friends  and  supporters  of  the  Government, 
did  not  meet  with  discouragement  from 
the  Government.  He  was  convinced  that 
when  the  calamity  which  now  afflicted  Ire- 
land had  passed  away — and  God  knew  when 
it  would  pass  away — the  language  and  con- 
dnet  to  which  he  referred,  if  it  were  con- 
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tinned,  would  awaken  a  feeling  of  enmity, 
of  animosity,  and  of  detestation,  that  could 
not  fail  to  lead  to  consequences  the  most 
disastrous. 

Earl  GREY  could  assure  their  Lord- 
ships that  he  was  not  going  to  advert  to 
what  a  noble  Friend  of  his  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  had  said,  whose 
speech  had  called  forth  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down.  He 
would  not  do  so,  first  of  all,  because  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  this  practice 
of  answering  in  one  House  what  was 
stated  in  the  other — and  that  not  even  un- 
der that  sort  of  veil  or  disguise  which 
used,  in  former  times,  to  be  thrown  over 
such  a  proceeding — but  directly  and  avow- 
edly, as  if  it  was  a  speech  from  one  side 
to  a  speech  from  the  other  side  of  the  same 
House  of  Parliament — he  could  not,  he 
said,  help  thinking,  that  this  practice  was 
most  inconvenient,  and  calculated  to  lower 
the  credit  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
But  there  was  another  reason  why  he 
would  not  advert  to  the  speech  in  question, 
which  was  this,  that  it  did  so  happen  that 
he  had  not  read  the  speech  of  the  noblo 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bath,  which  had 
caused  the  observations  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite.  But  he  did  think,  and  he  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  so,  that  the  cen- 
sure which  he  had  so  unsparingly  dealt 
upon  a  person  whom  he  (Earl  Grey)  be- 
lieved to  be  a  most  meritorious  servant  of 
the  public,  had  been  altogether  uncalled 
for,  and  was  most  unjust.  The  noble 
Lord  had  spoken  in  very  severe  language 
of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Otway,  the  assistant 
poor-law  commissioner,  for  having  brought 
forward  against  him  charges  which  tho 
noble  Earl  treated  as  calumnious  and  un- 
founded. Now  ho  (Earl  Grey)  must  say, 
that  having  read  the  papers  which  had 
been  referred  to,  and  having  also  heard 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
sat  down,  ho  was  bound  most  unwillingly 
to  admit — and  with  great  pain  to  himself, 
but  he  was  bound  to  state  his  honest  and 
sincere  opinion — that  Mr.  Otway *s  censure 
of  the  board  of  guardians  of  the  Castle- 
bar  union  was,  in  no  one  point,  and  in  no 
one  respect,  more  severe  than  the  circum- 
stances justly  required.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  Mr.  Otway  had  applied  any  of 
his  expressions  to  the  personal  conduct  of 
the  noble  Earl  ;  ho  had  no  doubt  himself 
that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  had  been 
guided  in  his  conduct  by  a  sincere  desire 
to  do  his  duty  to  Ireland,  and  to  that  part 
of  the  country  in  which  his  estate  lay;  but 


II 


2^  Coitlehar  Unum. 


{LORDS} 


lU  CatlUhar  Unum. 


19 


bj  the  noble  Earl's  own  statement — ^he 
wished  to  go  no  further  than  that — ^it  did 
appear  that  the  grarest  censure  ou^t  to 
be  passed  upon  the  members  of  the  Caatle- 
bar  union  board  of  gpiardians.  The  noble 
Earl  had  stated  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
hold  himself  responiible  for  the  proceed- 
ings  of  that  board;  and  he  (Earl  Grej) 
begged  to  observe  that  the  censure  fell,  in 
the  correspondence  of  Mr.  Otwaj,  upon 
them  exolusivelj,  and  not  at  all  upon  the 
noble  Earl.  Now,  without  going  into  the 
frightful  details  of  this  dreadful  case,  there 
were  two  or  three  facts  which  he  thought 
•ondusiTelj  established  that  censure  of  the 
board  of  guardians,  and  that  the  measure 
recently  fuiopted  bj  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners dissolring  that  board,  was  im- 
peratirelj  required.  What  were  the  facts 
that  were  admitted?  First  of  all,  that 
during  a  period  of  the  most  appalling 
distress,  the  workhouse  of  the  Castlebar 
union,  which  ought,  under  such  circum- 
•tances,  to  hare  been  filled  to  the  rerj 
last  comer  in  which  the  poor  could  be 
placed,  was  not  allowed  to  be  filled,  or 
nearly  filled,  with  the  distressed  applicants 
to  nearly  the  number  of  persons  it  was  in- 
tended to  accommodate;  that  admission 
which  might  hare  been  granted,  was  posi- 
tiyely  refused;  and,  fur^er,  that  for  thoee 
who  were  admitted  into  the  house,  provi- 
sion of  the  most  scandalous  and  inadequate 
kind  was  made.  It  was  admitted  that 
during  a  portion  of  the  last  winter  and 
the  autumn,  the  inmates  of  the  workhouse 
were  not  supplied  with  provisions,  with 
clothing,  or  bedding,  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  ouffht  to  have  been,  and  which 
the  law  made  it  the  duty  of  the  board  of 
ffuardians  to  take  care  should  have  been 
done.  But  he  was  told  that  the  reason  of 
that  was,  that  there  were  not  funds;  that 
the  board  of  guardians  deeply  condoled 
with  all  the  misery,  but  that  Uiey  were  to- 
taUy  unable  to  raise  funds  to  relieve  it. 
Now,  under  such  circumstances,  the  board 
of  guardians  ought,  in  attempting  to  ez- 
culnate  themselves,  to  show  that  due  efforts 
haa  been  made  to  raise  the  ratea,  and  to 
place  funds  in  the  hands  of  their  treasurer 
to  meet  those  expenses  which  by  the  law 
they  were  bound  to  incur.  Now,  upon 
that  point,  what  was  stated?  The  noble 
Earl  who  had  just  sat  down,  had  himself 
told  the  House  that  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  arrears  were  due  from  solvent 
landed  proprietors.  The  great  fault  of  the 
board  of  guardians  was,  therefore,  in 
their  allowing  such  a  state  of  things.     lie 


(Earl  Grey)  thought  that  no  hesitation 
could  be  felt  upon  the  subject — ^the  fault 
was  entirely  that  of  the  board  of  g^uar- 
dians — they  had  the  remedy  in  their  own 
hands — ^they  might  have  dismissed  the  rate- 
collectors  and  appointed  new  ones.  It  was 
their  duty  to  take  care  that  the  rate  was 
properly  and  efficiently  collected ;  but,  more 
than  that,  why  was  no  new  rate  struck  f 
Application  was  made,  and  recommenda- 
tions were  addressed,  over  and  over  again, 
to  the  board  of  guardians  by  the  assist- 
ant poor-law  oommissioner,  that  a  new 
rate  should  be  struck,  but  without  effeet. 
Why,  the  noble  Earl  himself,  in  the  state- 
ment which  he  had  just  made  to  the  Houae, 
had  mentioned  one  instance,  on  the  2 1st  of 
October,  when  a  new  rate  was  distinctly 
recommended. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  :  The  1st  of  No- 
vember. 

Earl  OREY  :  On  the  1st  of  November, 
he  meant.  If  their  Lordships  would  look 
over  the  papers  before  them,  they  would 
see  that  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  had 
two  or  three  times  repeated  their  recom- 
mendation that  a  new  rate  should  be 
leried,  but  without  effeet  The  noUo 
Earl— 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN :  Reeottect  this 
defence  of  mine  is  more  in  the  nature  of  a 
personal  defence  than  of  that  of  the  board 
of  guardians. 

Earl  GREY  :  He  wished  to  make  no 
personal  charge  whatever  against  the 
noble  Earl ;  it  was  only  his  character 
of  chairman  of  the  board  of  guardians 
which  was  inculpated.  Well,  then,  he 
(Earl  Grey)  cont^ided  that  a  new  rate 
ought  to  be  struck.  They  had  the  power  of 
doing  so.  Those  who  had  had  any  expe- 
rience in  the  administration  of  the  poor  law 
in  this  country  knew  very  well  that  the  ordi- 
nary and  constant  practiee  was,  in  dia- 
tressing  timea,  to  hisve  rates  repeatedly 
levied.  He  remembered  perfectly  that  in 
1842 — ^that  period  of  extreme  distreii — 
new  rates  were  levied  frequently  m  the 
same  vear,  each  rate  being  larger  ihaa  the 
preceding  one;  that  persons,  by  the  levy- 
mg  of  those  rates,  were  conttntially  dxitcm 
from  the  class  of  ratepayers  to  that  of 
rate-receivers,  and  the  rate  becaaie  more 
and  more  difficult  to  eoUeei.  But  it  was 
not  a  reason  for  declining  to  impose  the 
new  rates,  to  say  that  the  ratqpiMrers  were 
not  able  to  pay.  When  it  waa  found  that 
obtain  parties  eoold  not  pay  the  rate,  a 
new  rate  was  levied,  and  those  that  were 
able  to  pay  were  conpeUed  to  pay  the  re- 
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miired  amount  for  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
Their  LordahipB  would  recollect  the  great 
efforts  that  were  made  during  the  last 
great  diatresa  of  this  country  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  Now,  hefore  the  Castlebar 
board  of  guardians  could  take  shelter  un- 
der Uie  excuses  which  they  had  made,  they 
ahould  have  exerted  themselres  as  proprie* 
tors  had  done  in  this  country  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  Now,  he  found  a  very  re- 
markabie  fact  stated  in  the  correspondence 
before  the  House,  and  which  was  not  de- 
nied. It  was  stated  therein  that  the  work- 
house in  the  Castlebar  union  was  opened 
in  August,  1842,  hut  that  two  rates  only 
had  b^n  struck  since  that  period.  The 
first  was  struck  on  the  2nd  of  October, 
1842,  to  the  amount  of  1,06H.;  and  the 
other  in  July,  1845,  to  the  amount  of 
S,362{.  The  greatest  difficulty  had  been 
experienced  in  the  attempt  to  strike  the 
last  rate :  it  was  not  untU  after  repeated 
and  urgent  remonstrances  on  the  part  of 
the  Commissioners  that  the  rate  was  struck. 
Well,  then,  it  thus  appeared  that  in  this 
district,  in  which  many  m^yiduals  of  great 
wealth  were  resident,  during  two  consecu- 
tive aeaaons  of  very  great  distress  but  one 
rat^  had  been  struck,  and  that  the  rate 
only  amounted  to  little  more  than  3,0002. 
Now,  he  happened  to  remember  that  dur- 
ing ihe  years  1840  and  1841,  when  great 
distress  prevailed  in  such  towns  as  Stock- 
port, when  he  represented  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  the  town  of  Sunder- 
land, the  owners  of  property  were  rated 
at  20«.  in  the  pound  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  What  a  contrast  did  the  3,0002.- 
rate  only,  struck  at  the  Castlebar  union, 
ahow!  He  doubted  whether  the  rate  at 
Castlebar  amounted  to  3s.  in  the  pound ; 
and  that  was  the  only  rate  that  had  been 
atniek  there  for  a  period  of  some  years; 
and  it  further  appeared,  by  the  noble  EarPs 
admission,  that  even  that  rate  had  not 
been  efficiently  collected  even  from  solvent 
parties.  Now,  he  (Earl  Grey)  asked  their 
Lordships  whether,  under  circumstances 
like  these,  they  could  assert  that  Mr.  Ot- 
way's  language  with  regard  to  the  board 
<tf  guardians  was  unduly  severe?  The 
noble  Earl  seemed  to  throw  great  blame 
npofn  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  not 
having  come  forward  to  the  assistance  of 
the  board  of  guardians.  Now,  he  asked 
how,  with  these  facts  before  the  House, 
would  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼omment  have  been  justified  in  so  coming 
forward?  Was  it  not  clear  that  when  the 
coodnet  of  the  board  of  guardians  had  been 


condemned,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  come  forward  to  aid  them,  it  would 
have  been  a  direct  encouragement  to  those 
boards  of  guardians  which  were  not  dis« 
posed  efficiently  to  perform  their  duty,  and 
a  discouragement  to  those  who  had  made 
▼wy  great  efforts  to  relieve  the  distressed 
in  Ireland  ?  for  some  of  the  boards,  he  was 
glad  to  admit,  had  by  some  means  or  other 
raised  the  money  that  was  required,  and 
did  keep  their  workhouses  as  full  as  they 
would  hold.  But  he  contended  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  come  forward 
in  defence  of  the  board  of  guardians,  it 
would  have  been  a  direct  encouragement 
and  a  premium  for  misconduct;  and  he 
contended  that  Mr.  Otway  was  not  only 
justified  in  doing  what  he  had  done,  but 
that  it  was  his  positive  duty  to  express  the 
opinion  which  he  did  as  to  the  conduct  of 
this  board  of  guardians.  He  could  not  sit 
down  without  saying  one  word  upon  what 
fell  from  the  noble  Earl  who  sat  close  to 
him  (Eari  Fitzwilliam).  He  (Earl  Grey) 
did  not  happen  to  be  in  the  House  at  the 
commencement  of  public  business  that  even- 
ing, and  therefore  did  not  hear  the  com- 
mencement of  his  noble  Friend's  speech. 
But  he  heard  him  comment  upon  the  state- 
ments which  had  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  number  of  legal  processes  which 
had  been  Served  in  the  west  of  Ireland — 
statements  which  were  to  the  effect  that 
those  processes  had  a  connexion  with  the 
number  of  Irish  immigrants  into  Liverpool. 
Now,  he  (Earl  Grey)  was  bound  to  say, 
that  he  believed  there  was  a  considerable 
connexion  between  those  processes  and  the 
number  of  immigrants.  From  what  he  had 
been  told,  he  did  believe  that  a  very  large 
number  of  persons  had  not  waited  until 
they  were  forced  to  leave  their  properties 
by  these  processes,  but  had  converted  what 
little  effects  they  possessed  into  money, 
and  had  emigrated  from  Ireland  to  Liver- 
pool. That  was  the  statement ;  it  was  a 
very  natural  one,  and  he  believed  that  their 
Lordships  would  find  it  to  be  strictly  correct. 
But  what  he  principally  wished  to  refer  to 
was  an  observation  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  made  in  connexion  with  those  state- 
ments, and  which  he  was  convinced  he  had 
made  inadvertently.  The  noble  Earl  said 
that  those  statements  were  evidently  in- 
tended to  indispose  the  public  mind  in 
England  towards  the  Irish  people,  and  to 
prevent  England  doing  its  duty  to  Ireland. 
Now,  considering  who  made  that  state- 
ment, namely,  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  a  very 
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near  friend  and  relation  of  his  own,  who 
was  utterly  incapable  of  any  such  conduct, 
he  felt  persuaded  that  when  his  noble 
Friend  used  the  word  '*  intended,"  he  must 
have  done  so  inadyertently ;  if  otherwise, 
he  (Earl  Grey)  most  indignantly,  on  his 
part  and  on  his  own,  disclaimed  any  such 
intention.  But  it  was  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  most  imperative  duty  not  to  be 
deterred  by  the  painful  nature  of  the  facts 
and  statements  which  he  had  to  make  to 
the  House — it  was  his  duty,  considering 
his  responsibility  for  the  financial  admin- 
istration of  this  country,  to  state  all  those 
important  facts  which  might  come  within 
his  knowledge,  and  which  had  an  impor- 
tant bearing  upon  the  question  which  was 
then  under  discussion.  It  was  stated 
by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Lucan), 
and  the  expression  was  cheered  by  his 
noble  Friend  who  sat  at  the  head  of  the 
bench  near  him  (Earl  Fitzwilliam),  that 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  had  not  dis- 
couraged, as  they  ought  to  have  done, 
language  inculpating  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land. 

Earl    FITZWILLIAM    (and    sereral 
other  noble  Lords)  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Earl  GREY  deeply  regretted  to  hear 
his  noble  Friend  again  adhere  to  that 
statement ;  but  he  thought  if  any  Gentle- 
man would  take  the  pains  to  road  carefully 
the  papers  which  had  been  presented  to 
Parliament — to  read  the  rolume  which  he 
held  in  his  hand — to  read  the  series  of  pa- 
pers relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  boards 
of  guardians,  the  boards  of  works,  and  the 
commissariat — if  he  would  take  the  trou- 
ble to  read  through  the  two  Tolumes  then 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  ho  (Earl  Grey) 
thought  that  he  would  find  thai  Her  Ma- 
jesty 8  GoTomment  had,  under  the  circum- 
stances in  which  they  were  placed,  done 
much  to  throw  a  shield  of  protection  oyer 
the  proprietors  of  Ireland*  and  to  saye 
them  from  the  censure  which  had  been 
cast  upon  them.  He  (Earl  Grey)  would, 
however,  say  this,  that  that  man  was  no 
true  friend,  either  to  the  proprietors  or  to 
the  population  of  Ireland,  who,  in  the  fear- 
ful state  in  which  the  country  was  now 
placed,  would  conceal  from  them  the  truth. 
The  truth,  disagreeable  as  it  might  be, 
must  be  spoken ;  for  it  was  better  that 
they  should  know  the  truth  now,  than  that, 
some  months  or  years  hence,  they  should 
•uffer  from  the  consequences  of  present 
ciroumsUinros.  His  noble  Friend  well  knew 
1  ind  could  not  remain  for  any  con- 
lime  iu  a  situation   dependent 


upon  the  assistance  of  England ;  tliat  she 
must  help  herself ;  that  she  must  put  forth 
her  own  strength  and  energies ;  and  that 
she  must  not  look  constantly  to  this  coun- 
try; for  if  she  did  so,  the  time  would  come, 
and  speedily,  when  public  opinion  in  Eng- 
land would  be  far  too  strong  for  any  Minis- 
try, no  matter  of  whom  it  was  composed, 
and  when  this  system  must  cease.  In 
many  instances,  the  proprietors  of  Ireland 
had  nobly  done  their  duty;  but  he  (Earl 
Grey)  must  repeat,  what  he  had  before 
stated,  that  this  was  by  no  means  uni- 
formly the  case.  There  had  been  much 
inexperience  and  want  of  knowledge  —  a 
failure  on  the  part  of  all  ranks  in  Ireland 
to  assist  and  co-operate  with  the  Goyem- 
ment, as  they  ought  to  have  done,  in  en- 
deavourmg  to  surmount  this  period  of  se- 
vere afiUction.  This  was  a  truth  of  which 
he  (Earl  Grey)  was  painfully  convinced, 
and,  entertaining  such  a  conviction,  he 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  avow  it.  But  at 
the  same  time,  he  would  appeal  to  their 
Lordships,  and  to  those  who  had  watched 
the  progress  of  the  debates  in  the  other 
House,  whether  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  used  one  word  in  censure 
of  Ireland,  without  expressing  the  pain 
with  which  he  uttered  such  language? 
whether  they  had  not  gone  as  far  as  troth 
and  their  consciences  would  allow  them  to 
do,  in  defending  and  upholding  what  had 
been  done  by  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  and 
whether  they  had  not  gone  as  far  as  their 
duty  to  the  empire  at  large  would  permit 
them,  in  asking  Parliament  to  be  most 
liberal  and  generous  in  the  relief  of  Irish 
distress  ? 

Lord  MOXTEAGLE  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down,  had  not, 
in  the  whole  course  of  his  observations, 
addressed  himself  to  the  charge  of  which 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Eari  of  Lucan)  had 
complamed — a  charge,  by  the  way,  which 
was  one  of  the  most  cruel  and  unjust  thai 
was  ever  contained  in  a  **  blue  book,** 
whether  of  that  House  or  elsewhere,  against 
any  individual.  The  noble  and  gallant 
Officer  would  have  been  leas  than  a  man  if 
he  had  submitted  to  be  held  up  to  poblie 
obloquy  in  the  way  in  which  he  had  been, 
without  coming  forward  to  do  justice  to 
himself.  The  noble  Eari  who  had  just  sat 
down,  had  most  truly  said  that  it  was  ex- 
tremdy  inconvenient  to  refer  in  one  House 
of  Pariiamont  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
I  other  House:  if  the  old  usage  of  Parlia- 
ment refiuireil,  that  the  Members  of  either 
House  shouhl  abstain  from  noticing  each 
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other's  debates,  the  old  usage  of  Parlia- 
ment  also  required  that  if  personal  imputa- 
tions were  intended  to  be  cast  upon  any 
man,  he  should  receive  notice  of  such 
charges,  in  order  to  be  prepared  for  his  de- 
fence. The  Government  should  not  allow 
any  correspondence  or  documents  to  ap- 
pear in  the  "blue  books"  without  having 
previously  inquired  into  the  truth  of  the 
charges  which  they  contained.  There 
were  seyeral  documents  and  private  letters 
which  ought  never  to  have  found  admis- 
Bion  into  a  Parliamentary  *' blue  book.** 
In  the  publication  of  them,  the  Government 
had  been  guilty  of  great  injustice  to  the 
parties  charged— charged  as  they  had  been 
without  having  the  slightest  opportunity  of 
rebutting  the  calumnies  of  the  officers  of 
the  Government.  He  regretted  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
omitted  to  clear  the  noble  and  gallant 
Officer  (the  Earl  of  Lucan)  from  the  impu- 
tations that  had  been  made  against  him. 
Why  did  he  not  state  to  the  House,  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  not  only  paid  the  whole 
of  his  rates,  but  likewise  been  the  main 
support  of  the  poor  in  his  district,  and  ad- 
vanced funds  to  the  Castlehar  board  of 
guardians  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them 
to  keep  open  the  workhouse  in  that  dis- 
trict ?  The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  he 
did  not  mean  to  impeach  the  noble  and 
gallant  Officer*s  personal  conduct  ;  he 
merely  found  fault  with  his  conduct  as 
chairman  of  the  board  of  guardians.  Why, 
would  any  one  assert  that  if  his  noble 
Friend's  conduct,  as  chairman,  was  im- 
peached, his  individual  character  was  not 
injured  at  the  same  time  ?  The  noble 
Earl  had  said  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  thrown  their  shield  over  the  pro- 
prietors of  Ireland;  but  he  (Lord  Monteagle) 
could  not  allow  that  observation  to  be 
made  without  telling  his  noble  Friend,  and 
without  telling  the  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  that  he,  for  one,  be- 
lieved, and  he  spoke  in  the  name  of  those 
who  were  better  connected  with  Ireland, 
that  they  did  not  require  their  shield.  Let 
their  actions  be  their  only  defence.  But 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  extend  their  benevolent  and  sym- 
pathetic shield  over  them,  he  must  say  that 
the  most  ungenerous  thing  which  they 
conld  do  was  to  tell  the  people  of  England 
— ••  We  have  extended  this  generous  shield 
over  the  misconduct  of  the  Irish  landlords. " 
He  would  much  prefer  to  have  a  distinct 
mad  clear  statement  of  the  charges  that 
thej  had  to  bring  against  them.   What  was 


called  "  evidence  "  against  the  Irish  land- 
lords, had  been  put  in  the  **blue  books," 
without  affording  those  that  were  charged 
the  least  chance  of  a  reply.  Such  conduct 
was  inconsistent  with  the  first  principles 
of  justice.  Evidence  ought  not  to  be  re- 
ceived by  mere  officials,  and  submitted  to 
Parliament  by  Her  Majesty's  command, 
without  affording  an  opportunity  of  defence 
to  the  individual  whose  character  was  in- 
volved. Charges  were  made  in  these  blue 
books  against  some  of  the  most  humane 
and  praiseworthy  officers  in  the  kingdom. 
Those  charges  were  of  the  gravest  kind; 
they  were  to  the  effect  that  those  officers 
had  hallooed  or  incited  a  turbulent  mob  to 
commit  assassination,  although  they  were 
themselves  magistrates  bound  by  oath  to 
preserve  the  peace.  He  most  deeply  re- 
gretted that  such  statements  should  have 
been  printed  in  the  **  blue  books,"  without 
affording  an  opportunity  of  reply.  State- 
ments had  been  also  printed  in  them  with 
respect  to  that  man  who  had  rendered  such 
signal  services  to  the  people  of  Ireland — 
who  was  one  of  the  most  excellent  men  of 
modern  times — he  meant  Father  Mathew. 
The  letters  of  that  gentleman,  which  were 
strictly  private  and  confidential,  and  never 
intended  for  the  public,  were  inserted  in 
the  **  blue  books  '  without  sanction.  He 
thought  more  care  should  have  been  exer- 
cised in  preparing  such  matter  for  publica- 
tion; but,  at  the  same  time,  he  Avillingly 
bore  testimony  to  the  zeal,  industry,  and 
benevolence  displayed  by  the  Treasuiy,  and 
particularly  by  Mr.  Trevelyan  throughout 
the  correspondence. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH, 
after  the  eloquent  speech  which  had  been 
addressed  to  their  Lordships,  would  not 
rise  to  trouble  them,  were  it  not  for  one 
point  on  the  subject  of  ejectments  which 
had  not  been  sufficiently  touched  on.  When 
an  accusation  went  forth  to  the  world,  and 
remained  uncontradicted,  it  often  took  such 
a  deep  root  in  the  minds  of  people  as  to 
make  it  very  difficult  to  remove  the  false 
impressions  arising  from  it.  It  had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  (Earl  Grey)  that 
the  ejectments  issued  in  the  county  of 
Mayo  against  certain  persons  had  driven 
them  from  the  country,  and  that  they  had 
emigrated  to  Liverpool ;  but  it  ought  to 
be  known  that  the  persons  who  had  so 
left  the  country,  had  carried  with  them 
what  money  they  possessed — money  which 
would  have  paid  their  rents;  they,  at  the 
same  time,  omitting  to  give  up  the  pos- 
session of  the  tenements  they  held.     The 
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T«:»T  '  iffiirnvf micf  nf  jiiTHonK  Imvin;;  acted 
...  i,fx»\i  »  WAV.  nlMiwod  II  ^ri'nt  diHliuiiCfttv 
^A  tiriri/fi|Jr*.  Wliiit  cuiilcl  bo  tiiorc  HO  tliun 
it.'iiri'lM«i«  (o  li'iivi*  (ill*  riiuiitry,  Htill  hold- 
f i.£  j#»,«w«iii/iii  ft  i»riM'«Mlun'  wliicli  threir  a 
fti^t  f|"<kl  of  (roiibif  iiri  tin'  injured  party 
ii.  uytim'mn  iioHHrnNioii  of  pruiK^rtv  thus 
iU^ti^M  If  fNTMiiiM  of  such  a  character 
Ht  \hf  rountry  with  money  in  their  porket:*, 
ftfafj  yrt!4PnU'*\  thoiniMdveii  olfiewhcre  as  ub- 
ii^«  '/f  «oiiipftMion,  Huch  conduct  should 
i^A  b?  attrihutnl  to  the  proprietors  of  that 
•V.)  Of!  which  thry  had  resided,  and  which 
1>^  hafJ  deserted. 

iHKWJ.V;  FKOM  SUdAR  BILL  — DISTIL- 
LING FROM  SUGAR  HILL. 
Tb«  Eaiil  of  CLARKNDON  laid  two 
?.  .J  on  their  Lordships'  Table— the  one 
M  Brewinj;^  from  Sucrar  Bill,  which  had 
ven  r«ad  the  first  time  on  Friday  last;  the 
/,ih«r  the  Distillin^r  fn.ni  Sup^ar  Bill,  whieh 
VIS  •)Ii1t  now  received  fn)m  the  nt)use  of 
I  .,inin*>ns.  Considerinu:  that  the  two  Bills 
1^  pretty  similar  in  character,  as  well  as 
in  iheir  provisions,  pn»hably  their  Lord- 
jiiips  would  consider  both  toprether.  Last 
niirn  it  was  concede^l  that  they  niijrht  be 
2f«il  vr<L>  f'oniui,  allowini:  the  diseussinn  to 
nr;c«ed  when  the  Hills  wen*  in  C'uinmittee. 
He  hoped.  beftMV  .i:«»i»j:  into  Committee  on 
tliiMtf  Bills,  to  be  able  to  prove  tti  their 
Lonl»hii>s  that  their  pmvisioiii  eniiferml 
joW  an  »*»^^  of  justice  i>n  their  West  Indian 
t-iIuBics.  without  intlietin";  any  injury  ..n 
tbe  a;;rioultural  interest.  In  times  liki' 
the  iin-sent.  when  ^lain  wa-*  srarei-  and 
IuuJW'**  *****  niea!*uie.-i  before  their  Lt»rd- 
sililM  ii'uld  not  bf  bulked  npnii  us  wholly 
'iHHH'niti^e,  a^  by  inereji^iiiij  tin*  nir.inn  of 
^l^54li.iK*e   the  iiirann  of   n-lirf  woidd  be 

^  !iici\«a'****l 

LoRO  S  r.\M.l-V  :    It    in  ipiite   tnii- lui 
nfi^iutsiient  bii^  been  riiti-U'd  iiiti»  that  ni> 


K^.Q^mn  ilioubl  liilii'  pliiei'  on  llii' 
^^IH  •  of  tbeif  liill"i.  At  thr  iiinii'  liini' 
I  tbo4ii;hi  UM  iiobli-  riu-iid  iiIm'  Karl  iif 
ihu%'aMi*nt  uoulil  iuwv  on  tbi-i  oirittioii  iib 
^AtUiHl  li«»*t  'ilaliiiL^  tin-  >.'iiinndn  on  Hliieli 
uropit'X'd  lii  iioiiiiiiiin  itinl  ■in|ipiirt 
Iples  uf  tloiNK  hill-*  If  ibonr  IhiU 
II  limujibl  In  foi  ibi'  idijiTtn  Hlatfd 
iding  iibnifrvuliiint  of  ni)  nobli* 
Iv,  f«ir  lliii  lubi'f  of  iho  prr 
»Utl  if  ihHl  \lrM  hittl  bifii 
I  think  il  woubl  Hot  br 
r  iiihi  the  hubjtct;  ac  hII 
liiinu  »i!ry  feli^hily.  Had 
tfftrv  iiieasiirn.  loiuefi 
I  tluit  iulriHliict^l  till 
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a  similar  occasion  in  1 804,  there  mi^ht  1>c 
no  necessity  very  strictly  to  scan  its  prin- 
ciples; but  under  the  cover  of  its  iH-inj; 
applirablt*  to  a  temporary  exij»ency,  which 
at  this  time  exists,  provisions  have  l>een 
introtluced  whieh  may  atft»et  the  various 
commen'ial  interests  of  this  country — the 
interests  of  producers  of  various  kinds — 
the  colonial  sugar  growers — the  foreign 
slave  su^'ar  growers,  as  well  as  many  others. 
Where  interests  so  various  will  beatiected  by 
these  Bills,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  they 
nught  not  to  be  passed  without  full  consider- 
ation. 1  may  say  they  are  not  measures  of  a 
temiM>rary,  but  of  a  pennanent  character. 
Kntertaininsr  those  views.  I  object  to  tho 
eonrst*  now  adojited.  in  bringing  in  those 
Bills  to  be  read  a  second  time,  without 
atfonling  an  opportunity  of  offering  any 
objeetions  to  what  must  apjiear  to  be  their 
manife<it  tendency.  As  regards  these  Bills, 
there  shf>uld  bo  a  fuller  impiiry  than  if 
they  had  been  in  their  nature  only  tempo- 
rary. I'nless,  therefore,  the  (iovenmient 
shall  consent — and  which  may  be  done 
without  crivinir  any  impediment  to  the  Bills 
— to  n»fer  tlu-m  io  the  consideration  of  a 
Select  I  \»inmit  tee  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
I  shall  take  the  opportunity,  on  Friday, 
after  hearin;;  my  ncd)le  Friend's  sttitement, 
to  move  that  the  two  Bills  be  ri'ferretl  to  a 
Seb'ct  (*imimittee:  and  on  that  Motion  I 
shall  take  the  ?«ense  of  thi^  House. 

The  Kahi.  of  CLAKKNlHiN  said,  that 
if  their  Lonl>«hip<i  df^iriM  that  he  should 
make  a  statrnifnt.  he  wa>  jn^rfectly  pn*. 
jtaretl  to  entrr  u]Min  it ;  but  he  thoui;ht 
that  it  wonld  be  better  to  ndhfro  to  the 
orii^inal  arraniri'inent  of  not  enii-rinir.  at 
the  prr-riit  tiiiio,  into  the  di^eii^^^ion.  The 
ri>aHoii  why  Her  MajfMy's  tiovernnn-nt 
•  not  undtT  eovt-r  of  the  tt'm{Mirary  di!>tre-«s, 
n*>  the  nidde  Lord  hUi;i:fMt«'d  ■  madi*  the 
ItilU  of  a  ]>i'nininent  chiirarter.  was.  th.it  a 
|»b*d:r,.  ti»  that  i-lfift  was  i^ivt-n  to  certain 
inti-renis  in  tin*  i*onr*>i'  iif  hk^t  .^f9«ioii.  As 
to  his  tiidd<*  FritMiil'fi  pro|iii«.:il,  to  reft-r 
thf-o  KilK  to  a  .^eltn-t  t'ommittiN-.  ln' 
eoubl  a^HUP'  him,  that  if  he  liHikf'<l  to  tbi- 
BilU  bffori'  thi>  lii»UM\  In-  wuuld  find  thnt 
thi-y  wi  11*  \.  ly  Hinipb'  in  their  di-(.i:!*».  and 
timt  tht*rr  was  notbiuL'  new  in  thfir  prin- 
eipb*;  for  tin'  intriNliietion  **i  *nL'»r  int-i 
brt'MiTii-^  wa**  not  imw  first  ailopted.  Tlo* 
Iwit  BilN,  ti»u.  had  be«Mi  p.i»»'-<l  tLroii^fli 
thi*  Ho»<ii'  of  Coniniitn^  wiihimt  nbit-rto>n 
(•I  tbrir  prineipb*.  Kvm  ihf  Sr«.|rh  ili*- 
iilItT^  tlid  not  objfi-i  to  tho  priofipb*.  but 
iinl\  df!«ire<l  that  ilif  Minir  dra«bnrk  that 
wa«  allow e«l  in  th««  caw  of  malt.  »huubl 
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also  be  allowed  in  the  case  of  mm.  He 
fullj  believed  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
desire  to  create  delay ;  yet  it  was  difficult 
to  say  to  what  extent  evidence  might  not 
be  tflJien,  or  to  determine  that  there  would 
not  be  delay.  Upon  the  same  precedent 
there  would  be  scarcely  a  fiscal  or  a  finan- 
cial measure  that  might  not  be  subjected 
to  the  same  ordeal.  It  was,  therefore, 
with  great  regret  that  he  said  he  should 
feel  bound  to  oppose  the  Motion  of  which 
^e  noble  Lord  had  given  notice. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  asked  when  the 
Rmn  Duties  Bill  might  be  expected  in 
their  Lordships'  House.  He  was  of  opin- 
ion it  might  be  referred  to  the  same  Select 
Committee. 

.  The  Earl  of  CLARENDON :  That  Bill 
bad  been  delayed  very  much  against  the 
intentions  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, from  causes  which  they  could  not 
control.  He  could  not,  therefore,  tell 
when  it  would  be  before  their  Lordships; 
but  he  did  not  think  the  three  Bills  could 
be  eonsidered  together. 

Lord  STANLEY:  I  should  say  that 
these  Bills  are  brought  forward  with  a 
view  to  the  mitigation  of  the  existing  dis- 
tress (and  when  I  used  the  words  "  under 
eover,"  I  did  not  mean  any  offence);  the 
ground,  therefore,  on  which  the  Bills  were 
brought  forward,  was  not  on  account  of 
any  pledge  that  was  given  during  the  last 
Session,  but  they  were  brought  forward  to 
remedy  existing  distress;  and  that  such 
was  the  case,  was  perfectly  clear  from 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
in  which  Her  Majesty  said — 

**  It  will  be  jour  duty  to  consider  what  further 
■leaanres  are  required  to  alleviate  the  exiflting 
distren.  I  recommend  it  to  jou  to  take  it  into 
your  serious  consideration  whether,  by  increasing 
for  a  limited  period  the  fiicilities  for  importing 
com  from  foreign  countries,  and  by  the  admission 
of  sugar  more  freely  into  breweries  and  distiller- 
ies, the  sup^  of  food  may  be  beneficially  aug- 
menied." 

These  very  Bills  were  brought  forward  in 
pursuance  of  that  recommendation  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech.  They  were  brought 
forward  as  a  portion  of  those  measures 
whi(^  were  to  be  submitted  to  our  con- 
sideration to  *'  aUeviate  the  existing  dis- 
tress." 

Earl  GREY  said,  that  it  was  perfectly 
true  that  there  was  a  pledge  ^ven  to  the 
West  India  interests,  when  the  sugar  du- 
ties were  under  consideration,  that  those 
matters  which  concerned  them  should  be 
looked  into;  but  it  was  also  true,  that  that 
;  be  done  in  such  a  way  as  to  alleviate 


the  existmg  distress,  as  there  was  no  doubt 
that  such  would  be  the  tendency  of  substi* 
tuting  sugar  for  grain.  In  point  of  fact, 
he  believed  that  the  measure  was  one 
which  could  not  be  inoperative  in  a  season 
of  distress,  and  which  made  it  important 
that  it  should  pass  with  the  least  possible 
delay. 

Bills  read  2». 

House  adjourned. 
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If nruTBS.]  PanrioNS  PaisaimD.  By  Ifr.  Bsmiid, 
ftom  Greenwich,  for  Altention  of  the  Law  with  nqwet 
to  the  Registration  of  Voten.— By  Mr.  J.  CConoeU,  ttam 
Waterford,  for  Repeal  of  the  Union  with  Ireland.— By 
Bfr.  J.  aConnelU  ftom  Dublin,  for  Abolitkm  of  Minis- 
ten*  Money  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Pole  Carew,  ftom  Rer. 
William  Augustus  Morgan,  for  Alteration  of  the  Law  re- 
specthig  Parish  Clerks.— By  Mr.  Tufhell,  ftom  Clergy  of 
the  MetroiNdls,  fk>r  the  Sunpreadoo  of  Sunday  Tradtaif . 
—By  Mr.  Chaplin,  and  Sir  John  Tn»l)o|ie,  ftom  Attov- 
neys  and  Solicitors  of  several  places,  for  Repeal  of  the 
Duty  on  Attomeyi^  Certificates. — By  Mr.  Forster,  fkom 
several  phwes,  for  Reduedon  of  the  Lighthouse  Dues.— 
By  Dr.  Bowring,  ftom  Lancsster,  and  Mr.  John  O'Coa- 
nell,  firom  Kilkenny,  for  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Tea. 
—By  Sir  R.  Pigot,  ftom  Bridgenorth,  for  Repeal  of  the 
Window  Duty*— By  Mr.  John  O'Connell,  Ihim  Oalway, 
respecting  the  Baronial  Sessions  of  the  Islands  of  Arrao. 
— By  Mr.  Wakley,  and  Lord  John  Russell,  ftom  several 
places,  in  Favour  of  the  Ten  Hours  Factory  Bill.— By 
Mr.  Brown,  ftom  Liverpool,  against  the  Ten  Horns  Fte* 
tory  BilU— By  Mr.  Corry,  tram  County  of  Tyrone,  for 
Rdief  of  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland). -By  Mr.  Crawford, 
ftom  Somersetshire,  for  Facilitating  the  Transportation 
of  Grain  and  Provisions  to  Ireland.— By  several  Hon. 
Members,  firom  a  great  many  places  in  Ireland,  for  Alter- 
ation of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Brothertoo, 
and  other  Hon.  Memhers,  ftom  several  places,  for  Repeal 
or  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act.— By  Sir  B.  Hall, 
ftom  Marylebone,  against  tiie  RaUways  (Ireland)  Bill.— 
By  Lord  O.  Bentincfc,  from  Inhabitants  of  the  Counties 
of  Down,  and  Armagh,  in  Favour  of  the  Railways  (Ire- 
land) Bill.— By  Mr.  Ghrogan,  from  Wcstmeath,  for  the 
Formation  of  Seed  Com  Depdts  (Ireland). — By  Mr.  V. 
Stuart,  ftom  Waterford,  for  the  Redamation  of  Waste 
Lands  (Iretand). 

CASTLEBAR  BOARD  OF  GUARDUNS. 

Mb.  p.  SGROPE,  seeing  tbe  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  in  his  place,  rose 
to  put  to  him  the  questions  of  which  he 
had  given  notice. <•  He  wished  to  preface 
them  hy  one  or  two  ohservations.  The  first 
was,  that  he  made  no  accusation  against 
the  guardians  of  the  Castlehar  union.  The 
present  was  not  a  fitting  time  for  doing  so, 
although  it  might  he  desirahle  hereafter  to 
institute  an  inquiry  in  order  to  ascertain 
which  hody  was  in  fault,  the  guardians  or 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners.  His  ohject 
was  to  ascertain  the  existing  state  of  the 
law,  and  the  prospect  of  its  amendment  in 
future.  He  oased  his  questions  on  these 
induhitahle  facts — ^that  the  Castlehar  hoard 
of  guardians  for  several  months  past  had 
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closed  the  doors  of  the  workhonse  against 
the  destitute  poor — that  during  the  season 
of  calamity,  from  the  failure  of  the  potato 
crop,  thej  had  so  kept  them  closed.  To 
these  might  he  added  the  fact  that  some 
thousands  of  persons  had  recently  heen 
landed  at  Liverpool  from  that  district,  from 
which  it  appeared  clear  that  the  guardians, 
hy  closing  the  doors  of  the  workhouse, 
had  succeeded  either  in  starring  paupers  to 
death,  or  in  driving  them  to  the  shores  of 
this  country,  and  thus  clearing  the  district 
of  them.  His  questions  were  these  : — 
Whether  there  he  at  present,  and  if  so, 
what  legal  ohligation  or  responsihiUty  upon 
boards  of  guardians  in  Ireland  to  relieve 
the  destitute  poor  in  their  unions?  If 
there  he,  whether  any  proceedings  by  in- 
dictment or  otherwise,  are  about  to  be  in- 
stituted by  direction  of  Tier  Majesty's 
Government  against  the  board  of  guardians 
of  the  Castlebar  union,  for  having  for  seve- 
ral months  past  denied  relief  to  numbers  of 
poor,  as  to  whose  absolute  destitution  no 
doubt  could  exist,  and  closing  the  work- 
house against  them,  although  not  half  full, 
whereby  it  has  happened  that  very  many 
of  such  destitute  poor  persons  have  died  of 
starvation,  as  the  verdicts  of  numerous  co- 
roners* inquests  held  within  the  said  union 
attest  ?  If  no  effective  legal  responsibility 
nor  obligation  to  reheve  the  destitute  rests 
at  present  on  Irish  boards  of  guardians, 
then  he  asked  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intended  to  introduce  some  effec- 
tual obligation  of  this  nature  into  the  Poor 
Relief  (Ireland)  Bill,  whereby  security  shall 
be  taken  against  such  denial  of  relief  to 
the  destitute  poor  of  Ireland  of  all  classes 
in  future  ?  lie  asked  these  questions,  be- 
cause, in  the  Bill  before  the  House,  as  it 
now  stood,  ho  saw  no  security  for  giving 
relief  to  the  destitute  poor,  and  because  he 
thought  the  public  had  been  much  deluded 
upon  this  |>oint.  He  hoped  to  see  some 
more  stringent  provisions  introduced,  since 
they  were  absolutely  necessary. 

Sir  G.  grey  would  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stroud  the  Iwst  answer  in  his 
power.  His  first  question  was,  whether  at 
present  there  were  any,  and  what,  legal  ob- 
ligation upon  guardians  in  Ireland  to  re- 
lieve destitute  poor  ?  In  reply  to  it,  he 
could  not  do  better  than  to  read  the  sec- 
tion of  the  Irish  Poor  Relief  Act  which 
applied  to  the  subject : — 

**That  wlii*n  tho  (*oitiiiiiiMioiioni  hHaII  havr  de- 
cUrtnl  ux\y  workliouM*  of  any  union  to  l)0  fit  for 
th«  rrception  of  dcfititiitn  poor,  it  nhall  be  lawful 
Ibr  the  goardiaas,  at  their  discretion,  but  nibject 


'  in  all  cases  to  the  ordcn  of  the  Commiisioners,  to 
take  order  for  rclicTing  and  setting^  to  work  there- 
in,  in  the  first  place,  such  destitute  poor  persons 
as  bj  reason  of  old  age,  infirmity,  or  defect,  may 

I  be  unable  to  support  themselves  and  destitut# 
children  ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  such  other  per- 

,  sons  as  the  said  guardians  shall  deem  to  be  desti- 

\  tute  poor,  and  unable  to  support  themselves  by 
their  own  industry,  or  by  other  lawful  means." 

That  was  the  only  section  of  the  Act  con- 
stituting the  responsibility  of  guardians  em- 
I  ployed  to  administer  the  law.  It  was  to  be 
,  observed  that  they  were  in  all  cases  subject 
to  the  orders  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
proviso  at  the  end  of  the  fourth  section 
ought  also  to  be  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  House  : — 

*'  Provided  that  nothing  in  this  Act  contained 
shall  be  construed  as  enabling  tho  Conmiiasioneq^ 
or  any  of  them,  to  interfere  in  any  individual  case 
for  the  purpose  of  ordering  relief." 

What  might  be  the  construction  of  the  sec- 
tion with  reference  to  the  circamstances 

'  that  had  occurred,  was  a  legal  question 
which  he  did  not  thbk  his  hon.    Friend 

'  (Mr.  P.  Scrope)  would  require  him  to 
answer;  he  could  only  say  that  he  believed 
the  Commissioners  had  exercised  towards 

'  the  guardians  of  the  Castlebar  union  all 
the  power  of  which  they  were  possessed,  in 
order  to  compel  them  to  the  performance 

!  of  their  duty.    Having  failed  in  compelling 

^  them,  the  Commissioners  had  proceeded  on 
the  powers  vested  in  them  bylaw,  and  had 
dissolved  the  board.  This  was  such  an- 
swer as  ho  could  give  to  the  second  ques- 
tion. And  the  third  was,  whether  Minis- 
ters intended  to  introduce  in  the  Bill  upon 
the  Table  soroo  effectual  obligation  to  grant 
relief  to  the  destitute  poor,  whereby  socur- 

'  ity  might  be  taken  against  the  denial  of 
such  reUef  in  future  ?     To  this  question  he 

_  had  to  answer,  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  find  a  clause  upon  the  subject  in  the 

.  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill  applicable  to 
such  paupers  as  were  destitute,  or  were 
disabled  so  as  not  to  be  in  a  condition  to 

I  maintain  themselves.     The  second  cUuse 

I  contemplated  such  a  contingency;  it  pro- 
vided that  a  right  to  out-door  relief  should 
exist,  the  workhouse  being  full,  or  not  avail- 
able for  the  reception  of  such  paupers.  A  a 
to  the  further  extension  of  that  obligation, 

,  and  the  policy  of  doing  so,  that  point  could 
best  be  discussed  when  the  BiU  was  in  Com- 
mittee. 


Mn.  FRENCH  hoped  tho  House  would 

I  allow  him  to  put  a  few  questions.     Was 

the   right   hon.   Baronet    aware  that    the 

'  guardians  of  the  Castlebar  union,  in  Sep- 

I  tember  last,  found  it  impossible  to  eoUeei 


Navigation  Laws — 


25 

the  rates  ?  Was  he  aware  that  the  chair- 
man of  that  hoard,  the  Earl  of  Lucan,  took 
upon  himself  to  repay  all  the  expenses  of 
the  workhouse  for  one  month  ?  Was  he 
aware  that  during  that  month  every  pauper 
was  admitted  into  the  workhouse  ?  Was 
he  aware  that  at  the  expiration  of  the 
month,  a  resolution  was  passed  by  the 
board  of  guardians,  and  transmitted  to  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  stating  the  im- 
possibihty  of  collecting  the  rates,  and  that 
they  must  -either  borrow  the  money,  or  ob- 
tain it  in  some  other  way  ?  The  guardians 
at  the  same  time  informed  the  Commis- 
sioners, that  they  were  ready  to  admit  into 
the  workhouse  the  greatest  number  it  was 
capahle  of  holding.  Was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware,  finally,  that  for  a  fort- 
night the  Conmussioners  took  no  notice  of 
the  letter,  and  then  only  in  general  terms  ? 
Since  then  the  entire  expense  of  the  work- 
house had  fallen  upon  the  Earl  of  Lucan. 

Sib  G.  grey  begged  to  refer  the  hon. 
Memher  to  some  papers  he  had  already 
laid  upon  the  Table,  and  to  others  about 
to  he  presented.  At  the  same  time  he 
was  bound  to  say,  that  he  had  heard  from 
Mr.  Otway — and  there  was  no  reason  to 
doubt  the  correctness  of  the  information — 
that  there  was  no  period  at  which  any  large 
amount  of  outstanding  rate  in  the  union 
of  Castlebar,  and  in  other  imions  in  Mayo, 
might  not  have  been  collected.  On  receiv- 
ing that  report  of  Mr.  Otway,  he  had  trans- 
mitted a  copy  of  it  to  Lord  Lucan.  A  letter 
from  Lord  Lucan  would  be  found  among 
the  papers  he  intended  to  present  shortly, 
in  which  his  Lordship  stated,  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  rate  would  have  been  col- 
lected if  the  board  of  guardians  had  done 
their  duty.  He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  not  given  notice 
of  his  questions ;  if  the  hon.  Member  had 
done  so,  he  would  have  furnished  himself 
with  an  extract  from  Lord  Lucan 's  letter. 

NAVIGATION  LAWS— APPOINTMENT  OF 
THE  COMMITTEE. 
Mr.  RICARDO  moved  that  the  follow- 
ing Members  constitute  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Navigation  Laws:  Mr.  Ri- 
cardo,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr. 
Alderman   Thompson,    Mr.   Villiers,    Sir 
Howard   Douglas,  Admiral   Dundas,  Mr. 
Lyall,  Mr.  McCarthy,  Mr.  Thomas  Baring, 
Mr.  Hume,  Mr.  LiddeU,  Mr.  Bright,  Sir 
George  Clerk,  and  Mr.  Milner  Gibson. 
On  the  name  of  Mr.  Bright  being  moved, 
Hb.  WAWN  objected.     It  was  unusual 
to  appoint  two  Members  from  the  same 
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place ;  and  though  Mr.  Bright  was  not  yet 
elected  for  Manchester,  he  was  a  candidate 
there,  and  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  was  already 
serving  for  the  borough.  He  moved  that 
Mr.  Bright *s  name  be  omitted. 

Mr.  FERRAND  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields  had  been  caught 
in  his  own  trap.  He  had  objected  to  one 
Committee,  and  had  obtained  a  worse. 
Eleven  Members  were  now  upon  it  who 
had  voted  for  free  trade  in  com,  and  by 
such  majority  the  navigation  laws  would 
be  doomed.  The  country  could  have  no 
confidence  in  the  Committee  ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Wawn)  persevered  in 
his  resistance  to  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham,  he  would  divide  with 
him,  even  if  they  were  followed  by  no  other 
Member. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  it  seemed 
to  him  a  very  fair  Committee.  There  was 
no  force,  as  far  as  he  saw,  in  the  objec- 
tion. The  House  could  not  be  surprised 
that  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  be  a  Member  of  it ;  and  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Bright  might  become  a  can- 
didate for  Manchester,  was  no  disqualifica- 
tion, the  hon.  Member  being  so  well  quali- 
fied in  other  respects. 

Mr.  finch  remarked,  that  Mr.  Bright 
was  known  to  entertain  a  very  strong  opin- 
ion on  the  navigation  laws.  The  most  im- 
portant interests  were  involved,  and  it  was 
essential  to  obtain  an  impartial  Committee. 
His  experience  of  Parliamentary  Commit- 
tees led  him  to  think  their  decisions  not 
worth  sixpence;  the  Orange  Committee, 
on  which  he  had  sat,  after  fifty-one  days 
of  inquiry  were  not  able  to  make  any  re- 
port. In  this  case,  the  numbers,  as  could 
be  seen  beforehand,  would  be  ten  to  four, 
so  that  the  report  might  as  well  be  drawn 
up  at  once  without  further  trouble. 

Mr.  lid  dell  explained  that  he  had 
refused  to  sit  on  the  Committee  as  first 
named,  but  had  consented  to  sit  as  one  of 
the  amended  list.  He  thought  that  the 
list  of  names  would  be  a  guarantee  to  the 
country  of  a  fair  investigation  of  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  BROWNRIGG  observed,  that  his 
name  had  been  left  out  in  the  amended 
list,  though  he  had  supposed,  from  having 
been  engaged  in  trade  and  shipping  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century,  and  from  not  having 
pledged  himself  by  any  vote,  that  he  was, 
at  all  events,  not  disqualified  to  form  a 
sound  and  just  decision.  He  hoped  he 
should  not  be  considered  as  belonging  to 
either  of  the  classes  mentioned  by  thd 
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noUe  Lord,  who  had,  according  to  him, 
made  up  their  minda  abeady  as  to  which 
aide  thej  would  take  in  Committee;  bat 
that  he  should  rcceire  credit  for  coming  to 
whaterer  decision  might  seem  beat  to  him 
on  the  merits  of  the  eridence  akme,  in  anj 
case  to  which  he  might  be  i^pointed. 

Major  BERESFORD,  in  reference  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hen,  Mernb^  for  Bos- 
ton (Mr.  Brownrigg),  begged  to  explain 
that  the  sdection  of  the  Members  of  his 
aide  of  the  House  had  been  referred  to 
him  in  the  first  instance,  and  that  he  had 
named  fiye  hon.  Monbers,  of  whom  the 
last  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Boston. 
When  he  had  done  so,  howerer,  the  hon. 
Member  for  London  (Mr.  Ljall)  came  to 
him,  and  put  forward  his  claun  to  senre  on 
the  Committee,  as  baring  been  chairman 
of  the  prerious  Committee  on  the  same 
subject,  and  also  as  being  Member  for  the 
city  of  London.  It  womd  haTt  been  odd 
indeed  if  he  had  reused,  after  such  an 
appeal,  to  nominate  the  hon.  Qentleman. 
He  had  considered  the  hon.  Qentleman 'a 
health  too  bad  to  serre ;  but  as  the  hon. 
Member  hims^  differed  from  him  on  that 
point,  he  could  not  but  aoeede  to  his  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  VERKON  smith  said,  he  must 
object  to  the  system  of  selecting  Members 
to  senre  on  Committees  of  that  House,  as 
described  bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Har- 
wich (Major  Beresford).  To  send  down 
persons  of  stiff  opinions  and  strong  preju- 
dices on  one  side  or  other,  was  not  U&e 
way  to  arrive  at  the  truth.  It  was  men 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Boston  who 
should  be  placed  on  these  Committees; 
and  the  reason  why  so  many  Committees 
of  that  House  had  not  arriyed  at  any  re- 
sult on  the  question  for  which  they  had 
been  selected,  was,  in  his  opinion,  alto- 
getlier  attribataUe  to  the  system  of  ap- 
pointing Members  of  a  strong  bias  on  either 
aide. 

Amendment  withdrawn.  The  Commit- 
tee appomted. 

SUSPENSION  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
(IRELAND). 
Mr.  SMITH  O'BRIEN  moyed  the  Or- 
der  of  the  Day  for  the  Adjourned  Debate 
on  the  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  in  order 
that  he  might  hare  an  opportunity  of  put- 
ting some  questions  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yen  He  was  sorry  to  protract  the 
1                 of  the  Railway  Bul;  but  the 
w     h  he  sought  information 
of  SMiy  of  hia  fottov- 


countrymen.  He  alluded  to  the  system  of 
punishment,  adopted  under  the  sanction  of 
Goyemment,  for  outrages  committed  by 
any  person  on  the  puUic  works  in  Ireland. 
Whoieyer  any  outrage  took  place  in  a  dis- 
trict where  thooe  woiks  were  being  carried 
on,  the  works  were  immediately  atopped^ 
and  the  population  engaged  on  them  throwm 
out  of  employment  imd  left  to  die.  Now, 
he  wanted  to  know  if  it  waa  the  intentioii 
of  the  L^islature,  in  passing  theae  relief 
measures,  that  Goyemment  uould  be  en- 
trusted with  such  powers  f  He  must  aaj 
it  was  the  most  barbarous  kind  of  pnaish- 
ment  oyer  enacted  by  any  ciriliaed  eooii- 
try.  His  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
subject  before,  principally  in  the  eovaty 
which  he  represented;  and,  at  the  riak  of 
delaying  the  House,  he  wonki  read  an  ex- 
tract of  a  letter  he  had  just  reeeiyed  from 
a  Roman  Catholic  archdeacon  in  refcfuace 
toit:— 

«  For  tosM  days  bdbrt  the  ffnd  of  Jtmmur, 
S88  nee,  boyt,  and  wommi.  w«ra  Miployod  ki 
Bskiac  MMM  improTtMwMs  oa  s  liae  of  road  W- 
tweea  the  ero»  of  Kilaichsri  Mid  tbo  crftm  of 
BaUTManUa.  Tbe  disuace  botweon  thoM  two 
points  it  aeariy  two  Iriib  mOm.  Oa  Um  day 
mentioaoda  yoaaf  naa,  tbo  naofamdl  hnmt, 
aamd  Haddtrmaa,  aad  tbo  ewmor  oa  tbo  Una, 
wat  niddoaly  tarroaadrd  hj  eifkt  anotd  BMa,  ha 
boiaf  then  nearly  at  cor  extmaity  of  tbo  Um  of 
road,  about  a  ftarloBf  from  tbo  TiUagv  of  Balljtflaa- 
lan.  ThoM  men  bad  tbeir  frcM  blackened,  fer 
tbo  p«rp<M»  of  dUfaiM,  and  tbe  oTem^  waa,  as 
maj  be  fapiiowd,  greatlj  frigbtened.  1  bad  bk 
own  account  of  tbe  adTeatare,  and  be  atated  tbat 
be  wai  more  parUciUarly  afraid  of  one  of  tbe  mf- 
flana,  wbo  waa  armed  wUb  a  bayooeC  He  got  off 
cbeaply,  howemr,  all  tbe  eirenmataacee  cenaidti* 
ed,  at  only  one  of  tbe  paKy  aanulted  bim.  firing 
bim  a  blow  bebind  tbe  ear  witb  tbe  batt-eod  of  a 
fon,  and  infUcting  a  aligbt  wound,  or  ratber  a 
acratcb.  A  domonatration  of  tbe  power  of  doing 
miaebief,  witb  a  Tiew  to  tntimtdatioo,  teoott  to 
bare  been  tbe  object  of  tbeet  frUowa,  wbo  tben 
went  effaeroaa  tbe  ieUa.  Now  tbe  line  b«4g,  aa 
70U  mar  racoUeot,  two  milea  UMf .  and  tbe  mea 
grouped  in  ganp  of  elcTen  along  iu  wbole  leogtb, 
a  croaa  or  turning  being  alao  interpoeed,  it  fellow, 
ed  that  nine-tentba  of  tbe  working  people  knew 
notbing  wbatever  of  tbe  attack,  wbicb  occupied 
but  a  few  minatea,  vatil  tbe  wbole  mattrr  bad 
paaaed  OTor.  Sooio  four  or  Ave  of  tlie  workmen 
haatened  to  hia  aaaiatance,  from  motirea  of  prirato 
friendabip ;  but  aocb  aaaiataace  would  bate  arailed 
but  Uttle  againat  eight  awn  IUI7  armed,  if  tbeao 
Utter  bad  fwlly  intended  to  inttict  aeriona  ii^ry. 
I  do  not,  of  courae,  mean  to  palliate  tbia  oatrago, 
which  waa  atill  of  almoat  a  bloodleaa  cbaracter, 
and  the  Tery  flrat  attempt  upon  ovcraeer  or  oAcer 
in  tbia  large  baraoj.  where  amny  buadreda  (at 
preaent  over  5.000)  bare  bean  coaataatly  amployid 
atnce  tbe  public  worka  began.  It  ia  < 
thoae  Mlowa  wbo  attacked  tbe 


peraona  living  ia  tbe  pariab  or  aeigbbourbood, 
tboo|b  H  ia  Hkriar  tbey  w«e  faMtigated  and 
SHMd  by  soma  ftwaawaf  dm  weridac  m 
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This  gviltx  complicity  was  (there  is  reason  to 
Uiink)  confined  to  a  few,  as  the  oyerseer  was  gene- 
rallj  popular  with  those  employed  under  him. 
Sodiure  the  details  of  the  transaction  of  the  22nd 
of  January — a  transaction  which  proved  to  many 
hundreds,  who  had  not  the  slightest  share  in  its 
guilt,  such  as  it  was,  a  source  of  suffering,  com- 
pared to  which,  death  by  the  sword  or  the  bullet 
would  hare  been  mercy.  Tou  are  no  doubt  aware, 
that  by  an  order  issued,  I  believe  In  October,  the 
Board  ol  Works  were  authorised  to  dismiss  the 
Ben  employed  on  any  public  work  on  which  vio- 
ksoe  or  menace  should  be  exhibited  against  over- 
seer or  officer.  This  order,  as  understood  and  car- 
ried out  by  the  officers  of  the  board,  seems  arbi- 
tnry  enough.  I  know  not  whether  it  be  law,  but 
aasiaedly  it  is  not  justice,  to  confound  the  innocent 
with  the  guilty  by  the  indiscriminate  infliction  of  a 
pmishment  of  great  severity.  It  cannot  be  just 
to  punish  the  misdeeds  of  one  or  two,  or  even  a 
dosen,  by  the  torture  of  hundreds.  The  entire 
S88  employed  on  the  Kilmichael  and  Ballysoanlan 
line  were  dismissed  on  the  instant,  and  a  list  fur- 
nished to  the  relief  committee,  with  the  view  of 
eieluding  them  from  any  employment  whatever  on 
the  public  works ;  and  this  is  the  20th  day  of  ex- 
treme and  frightful  sufferings  of  nearly  900  per- 
sons, thoee  288  namely,  and  the  members  of  their 
refpeetive  families,  dependent  on  them  for  their 
sole  means  of  subsistence.  This  terrible  and  pro- 
tracted torture,  as  I  may  call  it,  is  inflicted  on 
them,  aTowedly,  to  extract  from  them  evidence 
with  a  view  to  identify  and  convict  the  authors 
and  acton  in  the  attack  on  the  overseer.  Now, 
850  of  those  so  tortured,  at  least  did  not  see  the 
olbnders  in  question.  Of  the  288  actually  em- 
ployed, 8<mie  were  small  boys,  some  were  women, 
dfliittiite  widows  and  others,  who  have  no  other 
reeouree  than  that  of  sitting  on  the  road-side 
breaking  stones  under  the  sky  of  January.  Tor- 
tars  by  the  rack  was,  I  believe,  held  good  and 
lawfiil  in  the  days  of  Lord  Strafford.  Torture  by 
the  triangles  was  resorted  to  at  a  later  period  to 
obtain  evidence  against  offenders  ;  but  even  then 
it  was  required  that  there  should  be  reasonable 
groonds  for  beliering  that  the  parties  subjected  to 
the  torture  could  really  give  the  evidence  sought 
fcr,  if  willing  to  do  so.  In  the  parish  of  Ballin- 
garry,  and  in  the  year  of  grace  1847,  the  slow  tor- 
ture of  fiunine  has  been  inflicted  on  old  men,  chil- 
dren, and  women,  to  compel  them  to  reveal  that 
of  which  it  was  utterly  impossible  that  one  out  of 
every  tiStj  among  them  could  have  any  knowledge 
whatever.  There  were  among  the  288  two  blind 
pipers,  who  are  of  course  doomed  to  starve  be- 
canse  they  refuse  to  give  ocular  testimony.  When, 
after  a  week's  &st,  it  was  proposed  in  the  commit- 
tee to  raise  a  subscription  amongst  the  members 
present  to  supply  the  immediate  wants  of  those 
wretched  people,  the  inspecting  officer,  as  he  is 
tcnned,  opposed  it  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be 
yidding  to  intimidation.  !Qfow,  those  despairing 
Vut  patient  victims  had  exhibited  no  menace  what- 
ever, save  an  humble  request  to  the  relief  com- 
mittee to  send  them  to  the  workhouse.  Tliis 
'  saTing  counsel '  was,  however,  adopted  by  the 
Mounittee— I  sa|>pose  on  the  good  old  principle, 
SH  ftMmbUea  deirimetUum  capiat.  It  was  thought 
a  deenable  thing  to  inspire  those  wretehes  with  a 
•sntimeat  of  respect  for  the  law  for  the  time  to 
Mme.  Bat  I  have  my  doubts  if  this  object  was 
fffoHioled  greatly  by  placing  in  every  one  of  six 
•eora  hovels  a  starving  flither  seated  in  Ugolino 


mood  and  attitude  near  his  fireless  hearth,  and 
watching  at  the  same  time  the  gradual  emaciation 
of  the  ^es  of  those  he  loved  with  all  the  warm 
affection  of  an  Irishman.  He  was  not  the  more 
likely,  I  think,  to  respect  the  laws  from  the  utter 
unconsciousness  of  any  guilt  which  could  call 
down  as  punishment  the  frightful  doom  of  misery 
inflicted  on  him  and  his.  Moreover,  as  40/.  re- 
ward was  offered  for  information,  and  as  40f.  in 
this  season  of  dearth  would  be  to  a  poor  man  ki 
the  treasures  of  Peru,  there  was  no  reason  to  hope 
that  what  such  a  bribe  could  not  effect,  would  be 
elicited  by  the  protracted  pangs  of  hunger.  I  am, 
however,  delighted  that  no  information  was  ob- 
tained, and  trust,  whenever  any  one  in  authority 
will  dare  under  our  free  laws  to  apply  torture  to 
extort  evidence,  that  he  will  meet  with  the  disap- 
pointment he  deserves,  as  well  as  with  the  con- 
tempt and  execration  of  every  man  of  just  and  up- 
right feeling." 

He  must  say  he  thoroughly  and  entirely 
coincided  in  the  sentiments  expressed  by 
that  letter.  It  was  monstrous  to  punish  a 
whole  population  with  death,  for  that  was 
the  effect  of  the  system — and  the  reve- 
rend gentleman  stated  that  some  of  those 
dismissed  in  the  case  he  alluded  to 
had  died  in  consequence — because  one 
or  two  or  half  a  dozen  persons  com- 
mitted a  crime  for  which  they  might 
he  imprisoned  or  transported.  He  had 
witnessed  the  operation  of  the  system  in 
Clare,  where  five  hundred  families  had 
heen  reduced  to  famine  in  consequence  of 
the  suspension  of  the  works  in  the  neigh- 
hourhood;  and  the  question  with  them  was 
whether  they  would  adopt  a  course  of 
plunder,  which  their  patience  and  respect 
for  the  law  fortunately  forbade,  or  to  lie 
down  and  die.  He  had  seen  the  inspecting 
officer,  and  spoken  to  him  on  the  suhject; 
and  it  was  his  opinion  that  if  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  works  had  heen  carried  on  any 
longer,  several  families  must  have  died.  He 
rose  to  ascertain  whether  the  Government 
and  the  House  of  Commons  would  sanction 
such  a  harbarous  mode  of  punishment  as 
that  at  present  in  use  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  regretted  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  given  him  notice  of  his 
intention  of  bringing  the  particular  case  of 
the  stoppage  of  works  to  which  he  alluded 
to  the  notice  of  the  House;  as  in  that  case 
he  certainly  would  have  informed  himself 
as  to  the  circumstances,  and  would  have 
heen  prepared  to  meet  the  statement ;  hut 
with  respect  to  the  general  policy  of  the 
Government  on  the  suhject,  he  had  no  he- 
sitation in  stating  to  the  House  what  had 
heen  the  course  they  had  adopted  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  undoubtedly  true  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  thought  it  ahsolutely  ne- 
cessary,  with  ft  view  to  protect  public  ler- 
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vants  and  officers  engaged  in  a  most  diffi- 
cult and  arduous  duty,  and  to  defend  their 
lives  and  persons,  to  lay  down  as  a  rule, 
that  whenever  outrages  were  committed  in 
the  neighbourhood  or  on  the  line  of  any 
public  work,  under  circumstances  which 
rendered  it  probable  that  any  labourers  en- 
gaged thereon  were  cognizant  of  it,  the 
work  should  be  suspended  till  information 
had  been  given  respecting  its  authors. 
But  he  confessed  he  had  heard  with  as- 
tonishment the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
expressing  his  concurrence  with  the  senti- 
ments of  the  letter  ho  had  read,  and  de- 
claring that  where  an  outrage  had  been 
committed  on  a  public  officer  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  he  for  his  part  rejoiced 
that  nothing  had  transpired  which  could 
lead  to  the  discovery  of  the  offenders.  He 
would  not  yield  to  that  hon.  Member  in 
feelings  of  deep  sympathy  for  the  dreadful 
amount  of  human  suffering  which  he  knew 
was  endured  by  largo  classes  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  ;  but  he  thought  it  consistent 
with  that  deep  sympathy,  and  with  an  ear- 
nest desire  to  relieve  that  distress,  to  say 
at  the  same  time  that  he  believed  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  the  Government  in  Ireland  to 
protect  their  ser\'ants  and  officers  engaged 
in  the  public  service  for  the  employment  of 
the  people;  and  the  Lord  Lieut<!nant  also 
believed  the  only  effectual  way  of  protect- 
ing them,  was  to  lay  down  this  rule  and  to 
act  upon  it.  lie  was  happy  to  say  the 
result  had  fully  proved  the  wisdom  of  the 
course  adopted  by  the  Irish  Government, 
and  that  in  many  instances  it  had  led  to 
the  discovery  of  the  perpetrators  of  those 
outrages.  In  a  very  recent  case,  when  an 
attack  was  made  on  an  officer  of  the  works 
by  persons  who  calculated  on  the  assistance 
of  the  labourers  engaged  on  it,  the  latter, 
BO  far  from  aiding  them,  rose  up  and  de- 
fended the  officer  ;  and  when  the  offenders 
endeavoured  to  escape,  pursued  and  endea- 
voured to  capture  them,  lie  was  fullv 
prepared  to  justify  the  conduct  of  the  Irisli 
Government,  and  he  could  not  agree  in  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  on  this  subject. 
He  held  it  to  Ih»  the  duty  of  every  Govern- 
ment to  defend  the  lives  and  persons  of 
gallant  and  unprotected  men  engaged  in 
a  dangerous  public  service  ;  and  he  did 
not  bc^lieve  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
which  the  hon.  Meuilier  had  appealed, 
would  think  the  (lovemment  of  Ireland  had 
not  done  their  duty  in  adopting  the  only 
course  which,  concurrently  )igth  the  opin- 
ion of  everr  person  conversant  with  the 
subject,  could  effect  thai  object,  and  pre- 


serve the  lives  of  their  officers,  by  giving 
the  labourers  on  the  works  a  deep  interest 
in  protecting  the  lives  and  properties  of 
the  officers  engaged  upon  them.  He  coold 
not  answer  the  particular  case  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member,  as  he  had  not  giren 
him  notice  of  it ;  but  he  thought  it  right 
to  make  that  statement  as  to  the  general 
policy  of  the  Government  in  such  cases. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  that  of  aU  the  sab- 
jects  which  could  be  introduced  to  the 
House,  that  was  the  most  important,  for  if 
there  were  one  evil  more  than  another 
which,  if  allowed  to  continue,  would  creata 
disorder  in  Ireland,  it  was  that  of  not  being 
able  to  follow  and  apprehend  a  culprit. 
They  saw  every  day  accounts  in  the  papers 
of  murders  of  the  most  barbarous  natore 
committed  in  cabins  and  houses,  and  jet 
there  was  no  possibillity  of  the  detection 
of  the  murderers.  He  thought  that  so  far 
from  blaming  the  Irish  Government  for  the 
course  they  had  adopted,  the  House  of 
Commons  should  express  a  favourable 
opinion  of  their  firmness,  and  of  the  course 
by  which  alone  order  could  be  restored  in 
Ireland.  He  entirely  concurred  with  the 
right  hon.  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  hia 
remarks,  and  regretted  that  any  Member 
belonging  to  Ireland  should  have  said  he 
rejoiced,  where  an  outrage  had  been  com- 
mitted, that  the  culprit  had  not  been  dis- 
covered. He  thought  it  would  be  a  most 
unfortunate  thing  if  such  a  sentiment  were 
to  go  forth  to  the  country  without  ex|^ 
nation.  He  ho]>od  the  Government  would 
stand  finu  on  this  point,  and  show  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
every  one  of  thorn  to  see  that  justice  was 
carried  out,  and  to  discover  every  offender 
against  law  and  order  to  the  proper  autho- 
rities. 

Mr.  smith  0*BRIEN  begged  to  make 
some  explanation  as  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
He  had  not  given  notice  of  his  intention  to 
put  the  question,  as  he  only  wished  to  as- 
certain the  views  of  Government  generallr 
on  the  question.  With  respect  to  the 
phrase  used  in  the  letter  of  his  corre- 
spondent, he  thought  the  meaning  was, 
that  he  rejoiced,  not  because  the  law  had 
not  been  vindicated — for  he  Mieved  his 
correspondent  to  be  as  anxious  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  law  as  any  one  could 
bo — but  because  none  of  the  persons  dis- 
missed the  works  had  been  induced,  by  the 
powers  of  torture,  to  do  that  which  they 
would  not  have  done  from  their  sense  ot 
duty  andjwcice. 
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ViscouxT  CLEMENTS  hoped  he  might 
thank  the  Government  for  the  determina- 
tion thej  had  shown  on  this  point.  He 
thought  it  would  haye  heen  utterly  impos- 
sible to  have  carried  on  the  works  without 
eren  more  extraordinary  confusion  than 
existed  at  present,  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  not  adopted  that  rule;  and  he  did  not 
beUeve  the  life  of  any  officer  engaged  on 
them  would  have  been  worth  a  day's  pur- 
chase without  some  such  regulation. 

Mb.  STAFFORD  O'BRIEN  said,  as 
he  had,  early  in  the  progress  of  the  sys- 
tem, made  a  communication  to  the  Irish 
GoTemment  on  the  subject,  and  had  urged 
on  them  the  propriety  of  adopting  this  very 
course,  he  would  not  shrink  from  sharing 
the  responsibility  of  it.  He  entirely  con- 
caired  in  the  propriety  of  the  system,  and 
in  the  sentiments  of  the  right  hon.  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  Unless  the  officers 
of  the  public  were  protected,  they  coidd  not 
be  got  to  lay  out  the  works,  and  then  the 
people  must  be  left  to  starve.  The  only 
hope  for  Ireland  was,  the  investment  of 
capital;  and  capital  would  not  be  invested 
unless  life  and  property  were  secure.  In- 
stead of  regretting  the  course  taken  by 
Government,  he  boldly  stood  up  to  take 
share  in  the  responsibility  of  recommend- 
ing it. 

Mb.  W.  R.  COLLETT  begged  to  say, 
that  he  employed  a  great  number  of  la- 
bourers in  Ireland,  and  that  when  any  at- 
tack upon  any  person  was  made,  or  when 
any  outrage  was  committed,  he  always 
suspended  employment,  and  continued  the 
suspension  until  the  delinquent  was  dis- 
covered and  given  up.  He  had  found  that 
system  work  with  the  best  results  ;  and 
he  sincerely  hoped,  that,  as  a  measure  of 
precaution,  the  Government  would  act  in 
the  same  way. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATIONS. 
The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  hope  I  may  trespass  on  the 
House  very  shortly  with  a  few  words  by 
way  of  explanation,  and  with  the  view  of 
setting  the  House  right  as  to  the  state- 
ment of  an  hon.  Member,  calculated,  how- 
ever unintentionally,  to  mislead  them.  They 
win  agree  with  me,  that  it  is  essential  the 
facts  should  be  correctly  stated;  and  I  hope 
1  may  state,  without  any  vanity,  that  it  is 
essential  to  the  dignity  of  the  office  I  have 
the  honour  of  holding,  that  I  should  not 
be  left  under  the  imputation  of  having 
made  statements  to  the  House  founded  on 
misconception.     I  stated,  in  the  course  of 
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this  debate,  on  the  authority  of  a  person 
well  acquainted  with  railways,  that  only  25 
per  cent  of  the  whole  outlay  was  expended 
in  the  employment  of  labourers,  and  that 
thirty  labourers  per  mile  were  aU  that  were 
employed  on  a  railroad  of  ordinary  charac- 
ter. Last  night  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shrewsbury  stated,  first,  that  I  said  only 
twenty-five  men  per  mile  woidd  be  employ- 
ed; and,  secondly,  that  he  had  seen,  or 
had  held  communication  with,  the  gentle- 
man from  whom  I  had  received  my  infor- 
mation, and  that  that  gentleman  stated 
to  the  hon.  Member,  that  I  had  entirely 
misconceived  the  information  he  had  given 
me;  and  that  what  he  stated  was,  that 
twenty-five  men  per  mile  were  employed 
permanently  on  the  railway,  and  not  en* 
gaged  in  making  it.  I  now  hold  in  my 
hand  a  letter  from  the  gentleman  in  ques- 
tion, and  who  gave  me  this  information. 
He  is  of  great  rank  and  experience  in  the 
construction  of  railways.  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  three  very  short  para- 
graphs, which  will,  I  think,  show  I  did 
not  misunderstand  the  meaning  of  his  in- 
formation : — 

"  Of  the  total  cost  of  a  railway,  25  per  cent,  at 
the  outside,  is  what  is  spent  on  the  ground  in  la- 
bour. I  find  from  a  large  number  of  results,  that 
the  average  number  of  labourers  employed  in  the 
construction  of  a  railway  of  ordinary  character, 
may  be  taken  at  twenty  to  thirty  men  per  mile 
for  a  period  of  two  to  three  years.'* 

Now,  Sir,  I  took  the  maximum  number 
here  stated,  that  is,  thirty  men;  and,  as- 
suming the  datum  of  the  noble  Lord's  cal- 
culation of  1,500  miles  of  railroad,  I  stated 
that  the  number  of  men  for  whom  he  would 
find  employment  would  bo  45,000,  at  the 
rate  of  thirty  men  to  the  mile.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Shrewsbury  went  on  to  say,  I 
received  this  information  from  the  gentle- 
man who  had  communicated  with  him,  and 
that  I  had  entirely  misconceived  it.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  letter  from  the  same  gentle- 
man whose  information  I  have  already 
quoted.  It  was  dated  subsequently  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  last  night,  and 
was  received  this  morning,  I  will  just 
read  the  passage  : — 

"  I  certainly  never  called  upon  Mr.  Disraeli,  or 
spoke  to  him,  or  communicated  with  him  in  my 
life.     My  information  to  you  was  fact." 

I  have  no  business  to  do  more  than  to  put 
this  fact  correctly  before  the  House;  but  I 
think  it  will  be  evident  to  the  House,  first, 
that  the  person  who  wrote  this  letter  did 
not  communicate  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shrewsbury;  secondly,  that  he  did  not  tell 
him  I  had  entirely  mistaken  the  informa- 
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t);^  I  !isfei  ;v«iftTeit:  utd,  thirdlj.  that  I 
<^iid  v.'^  i'li.vm^KiT  state  the  information  I 
Wi  T>NN?tTv>L  It  the  House  were  to  hear 
t^^  vTicer*$  name,  ther  would  admit  he 
«^k^  a  ivaipetent  aathority,  and  that  the 
statement  I  made  was  fullj  home  out  hj 
him.  I  be$i:  to  assure  tho  hon.  Mcmher 
^  Shrew^urj,  that  I  do  not  suppose  he 
stated  a  fact  he  did  not  belieye;  neverthe- 
less«  after  what  I  have  stated,  I  think  it 
will  appear  the  hon.  Mcmher  has  heen 
suraewhat  misled  or  imposed  upon ;  and,  if 
he  will  forgive  me  for  making  a  suggestion 
to  him,  I  Tcnturc  to  recommend  that  for 
the  future  he  should  not  make  statements 
on  which  he  cannot  very  accurately  rely, 
and  tho  authority  of  which  he  has  not  care- 
fully sifted. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  can  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  if  I  used  any 
expression  in«  I  will  not  say  the  heat  of 
dehate,  for  there  was  no  heat  of  dehate, 
hut  in  the  haste  of  speaking,  last  night, 
which  caused  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
slightest  annoyance,  I  very  sincerely  re- 
gret it.  I  entertain  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tliat  deep  respect  which  his 
character,  his  talents,  and  his  high  position 
cannot  fail  to  command.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  fallen  into  a  mistake 
with  regard  to  what  was  stated  hy  me  yes- 
terday evening,  and  I  will  at  once  explain 
and  correct  that  mistake.  I  stated  that 
the  individual  whose  authority  I  quoted — 
a  gentleman  of  great  experience  and  of 
peculiar  knowledge  on  scientific  subjects — 
a  gentleman,  not  known  of  course  to  all, 
hut  known  to  very  many  Members  of  this 
House,  informed  mo  that  he  supposed  from 
the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, that  he  had  been  tho  person  who  had 
communicated  to  the  Government  the  in- 
formation used  by  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. This  individual  had  given  some  in- 
formation to  the  Government;  and  when 
he  read  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, ho  believetl  that  the  facts  stated 
hy  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  deduced 
from  his  information.  He  therefore  made  a 
communication  to  me,  and  ho  stated  to  me, 
"  I  suppose  that  I  am  the  person  to  whom 
tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  alluded; 
and  if  I  am,  thi*  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  completely  misunderstood  the  informa- 
tion I  sent  him.**  Rut  all  this  confusion 
and  misunderstanding  arises  from  using 
anonymous  communications  in  this  Ilonse. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  us, 
as  I  always  take  the  precaution  to  give 
tho  House,  the  name  of  tho  writer  of  every 


document  and  opinion  which  I  bring  for- 
ward, we  should  not  bo  led  into  such  mis- 
takes as  these.  But  when  we  know  the 
number  of  persons  who  communicate  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  with  the  Government, 
not  perhaps  with  persons  in  as  exalted  a  po- 
sition as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Dot 
with  persons  in  a  very  high  position,  I  can 
readily  understand  twenty  or  thirty  or  creo 
fifty  of  these  anonymous  individuals  going 
about  London,  and  believing  that  they  are 
the  authorities  whose  statements  the  Min- 
ister has  repeated  to  tho  assembled  Par- 
liament. And  the  House  will  do  me  the 
justice  to  recollect  that  what  I  said  was, 
not  that  I  had  seen  the  individual  who  was 
the  authority,  but  that  I  had  received  a 
communication  from  an  individual,  a  highly- 
respectable  gentleman,  who  believed  him- 
self to  be  the  authority  cited  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  A  nice,  but  a 
complete  and  perfect,  distinction.  With- 
out the  letter,  however,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  read,  his  declaration 
alone  would  have  been  quite  sufiBcient  that 
the  facts  were  as  he  had  originally  stated 
them.  But  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, with  every  possible  courtesy,  com- 
municated to  mo  his  intention  to  offer 
this  explanation.  I,  therefore,  called  open 
my  authoritv,  who  laboured  under  the  de- 
lusion that  he  was  likewise  the  authority 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  and 
in  the  most  gallant  manner  he  permitted 
me  to  use  his  name.  If  the  House  requires 
it,  I  shall  be  willing  to  give  it;  but  as  this 
gentleman  is  a  professional  man,  and  as 
this  circumstance  might  possibly  place  him 
in  an  invidious  position,  perhaps  tne  House 
will  not  demand  it.  Nothing  would  induce 
me  to  publish  it,  but  an  eager  desire  to 
satisfy  the  House  of  the  correctness  of  my 
statement.  It  ij<,  however,  agreeable  to 
my  feelings,  and  it  will  be  satisfactory  to 
the*  House,  that  the  statement  was  not 
made  to  me  alone,  but  was  made  in  the 
prt»sence  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lvnn,  who  is  quite  ready  to  confirm 
what  i  have  stated.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  read  me  a  lecture  as  to  the 
necessity  of  siAing  the  authorities  upon 
which  I  make  statements  to  this  House. 
I  don't  think  it  was  needed.  I  take  all 
the  precautions  in  my  power  to  ascertain 
the  accuracy  of  every  fact  I  may  happen 
to  mention  in  this  House.  But  if  persons 
in  high  places — whose  every  word  has  its 
weight — will  seek  to  influence  our  opinions 
by  anonymous  authority,  these  equivoques 
will  occasionallT  occur. 
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EJECTMENTS  IN  MAYO. 
ViscouxT  CLEMENTS  wished  to  put  the 
questioQ  of  which  he  had  given  notice  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  refer- 
ence to  the  statement  made  hy  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  Friday  evening  last, 
respec&g  the  ejectments  in  the  county  of 
Mayo.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  landlords  and  their  agents 
were  porsuing  a  system  of  ejectments, 
mider  processes  for  rent,  to  an  extent  hi- 
therto unknown  in  the  country — that  at 
the  quarter-sessions  of  Ballina,  6,400  pro- 
cesses were  entered,  of  which  4,000  were 
at  the  suit  of  landlords  for  rent.  He  was 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
intentionally  make  a  mis-statement;  hut  it 
was  desirahle  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  inform  the  House  upon  what  autho- 
rity this  statement  was  founded,  and  whe- 
ther any  papers  connected  therewith  would 
he  laid  on  the  Tahle  of  the  House. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER had  made  the  statement  on  the 
authority  of  a  person  well  acquainted  with 
Mayo,  and  with  the  facts  of  this  particular 
ease,  and  who  wrote  from  Galway  to  the 
effect  mentioned.  The  communication  had 
been  made  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  he  woidd  vouch 
for  its  correctness.  If  the  nohle  Lord 
wbhed  for  any  returns  confirmatory  of 
that  communication,  there  would  he  no 
difficulty  in  finding  how  many  processes 
had  bccm  issued  at  the  Ballina  sessions  for 
rent.  [Viscount  Clements  :  But  the  pro- 
cesses for  ejectment  ?]  He  had  not  said 
processes  for  ejectment.  The  words  he 
had  used  were  "  a  system  of  ejectment  by 
processes  for  rent."  He  had  said  that  in 
this  way  a  great  many  tmfortunate  persons 
had  been  driven  from  the  occupation  df 
land,  and  reduced  to  a  pitiable  state  of 
destitution. 

RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)— ADJOURNED 

DEBATE  (THIRD  NIGHT). 
The  Adjourned  Debate  was  resumed  by 
Mb.  BERNAL  OSBORNE,  who  agreed 
most  fully  in  the  recommendation  which 
had  been  ^ven  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
in  proceeding  to  discuss  a  question  which 
affected  alike  deeply  the  interests  of  Eng- 
land and  of  Ireland,  they  should  endeavour 
to  steer  clear  of  all  party  politics  and  poli- 
tical temptations.  He  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  in  his  prac- 
tice borne  testimony  to  the  value  of  the 
reeomnendation ;  and  he  was  sorry,  also, 


that  many  hon.  Gentlemen,  neglecting  that 
excellent  advice,  had  in  their  several 
speeches  entered  upon  topics  and  consider- 
ations totally  unconnected  with  the  subject 
really  before  the  House.  The  Bill  could  be 
opposed  only  on  its  own  grounds;  and,  even 
with  all  the  ingenuity  and  ability — and  both 
were  great — of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  D.  Browne),  it  had  been  found  very 
difficult  to  give  a  sectarian  and  political 
turn  to  this  question  of  Irish  railways. 
The  hon.  Member  looked  in  vain  for  an 
objection  against  the  Bill,  as  viewed  solely 
by  itself;  and  he  had,  therefore — though  it 
was  to  be  confessed  very  indistinctly — con- 
nected the  construction  of  earthworks  with 
the  increase  of  the  franchise,  and  had 
sought  to  persuade  the  House  that  the 
people  who  would  be  engaged  in  laying 
down  sleepers,  would  afterwards  be  occupied 
in  rooting  up  the  Catholic  Church.  He 
could  not  see  the  inference,  nor  could  he 
admit  that,  because  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck)  had  voted  for  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation, therefore  he  would  be  disposed 
to  convert  a  railway  communication  to  any 
unorthodox  purpose.  There  was  no  doubt 
that,  if  the  noble  Lord  succeeded  in  carry- 
ing his  Bill,  he  would,  when  the  lines  were 
ready,  offer  premiums  for  Conservative 
stokers,  and  breaksmen  of  improved  Pro- 
testant principles.  A  similar  sort  of  rea- 
soning had  been  adopted  on  the  occur- 
rence of  a  similar  calamity  in  this  country. 
After  the  great  fire  of  London,  and  when 
the  whole  of  this  vast  metropolis  was  suf- 
fering from  distress,  the  sympathizing 
people  of  Ireland  sent  over  a  contribution  of 
twenty  thousand  fat  cattle  to  support  the 
once  fat  citizens  of  the  capital  city.  But, 
the  historian  recorded  the  fact,  so  high  did 
party  feeling  run  in  those  days,  and  so 
prejudiced  were  the  citizens,  that  though 
many  of  them  were  famishing,  it  was  with 
the  greatest  difficulty  they  were  brought  to 
touch  the  steaks  of  such  decidedly  Popish 
bullocks.  They  had  improved  in  some 
respects  since  those  days,  and  few  would 
now  object  to  the  scheme  of  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  supposition  that  he  might 
enable  people  in  Ireland  to  travel  too  fast 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Establishment. 
He  found  fault  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  not  because 
he  had  manifested  a  disposition  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  but  because  he  had  not  given  to 
the  House  any  intimation  of  its  being  his 
intention  to  bring  forward  any  measure  for 
the  extension  of  railroads  in  Ireland.  Had 
any  such  promise  been  held  out,  he  should 
C2 
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have  felt  justified  in  giving  hiB  vote  against 
the  Bill  of  the  nohle  Lord  the  Memher  for 
Ljnn  ;  bat,  in  the  absence  of  any  such 
desirable  declaration,  and  in  the  face  of  the 
poor  law  which  was  about  to  be  forced  on 
the  Irish  people,  contrary  to  the  opinion  of 
the  Irish  Members  and  landlords,  and 
which  would  tend  to  sweep  away  all  pro- 
perty, whether  in  lands  or  money,  unless 
some  plan  was  adopted  to  absorb  the  sur- 
plus labour  of  the  country  ;  he  could  have 
no  hesitation  in  giving  his  support  to  the 
principle  of  the  present  Bill,  tie  did  not 
pledge  himself  to  all  the  details.  He 
thought  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck) 
would  have  discreetly  consulted  the  spirit 
of  the  House  had  he  mentioned  some  sum 
less  than  16,000,000/.  It  was  the  plan  he 
approved  of  as  a  plan,  original  and  com- 
plete, independent  of  the  sum  by  which 
the  borrower  might  be  benefited,  and  the 
lender  not  injured.  He  did  not  support  the 
measure  merely  because  as  a  measure  of 
expenditure  it  would  give  relief.  Unless 
the  money  were  well  spent,  so  as  to  insure 
a  permanent  and  not  a  temporary  relief  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  a  profitable  in- 
vestment for  the  capital  of  this  country, 
ihe  outlay  of  money  would  be  a  direct  loss. 
He  could  not  perceive  the  excellence  of  the 
logic  in  use  among  some  hon.  Members 
and  some  right  hon.  Gentlemen  ;  he  did 
not  see  the  necessity  of  relying  so  strictly 
on  the  rules  of  political  economy  as  to 
wait  for  the  development,  in  Ireland,  of 
that  private  enterprise  which  had  resulted 
in  England  in  the  existing  magnificent 
system  of  railway  communication.  What 
might  bo  a  sound  rule  when  applied  to 
England,  might  be  a  very  absurd  rule  when 
applied  to  Ireland.  Tho  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  (Lord  Mor- 
peth) who — now  ranging  tho  Woods  and 
Forests,  met  nothing  to  disturb  his  com- 
posure more  formidable  than  the  Welling- 
ton Statue — had,  some  time  ago,  drawn  a 
definable  distinction  between  the  political 
economy  of  tho  two  countries.  The  noble 
Lord,  speaking  in  1839  on  Irish  railways, 
said — 

'*  The  quMtion  for  i»  to  oonnidor  it,  whatber 
wliAt  iii  peri«*ctl]r  coniiUt4>Dt  with  political  eco- 
nomy, when  appliod  nololj  to  Kngland,  it  sup- 
port4«d  with  equal  force  of  reasoning  whoD  applied 
to  IreUnd  f  I  will  not  quarrel  with  the  rule  aa  ap> 
plied  to  England,  poMeaaed  of  all  the  advantages  and 
reaourcet  which  advanced  wealth  and  civiliation 
can  tupply  ;  but  the  raao  it  different  with  IreUnd, 
which  cannot  l>o  naid  to  be  prodigal  of  meant  or 
bursting  with  opulence." 

This  was  a  point  upon  which  tho  ooUe 


Lord  should  be  consulted  by  his  Colleagues. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Mr.  F.  T.  Baring),  when 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  once  declared 
he  was  astounded  at  the  opinion  declared 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  that  it  was  not  right  for  a  Qo* 
vcmment  to  interfere  with  private  specu- 
lation. The  speech  then  made  differed 
greatly  in  its  doctrines  from  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  other  night; 
and  he  was  glad  to  see  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  no  longer  in  danger  of 
being  astounded  at  any  such  opinion.  He 
thought  for  the  State  to  become  a  great 
money-lender  was  much  better  than  to  be- 
come a  profligate  spendthrift.  The  policy 
of  the  State  always  had  been  to  lend 
money  on  a  great  scale.  Since  the  Union, 
in  less  than  fifty  years,  the  sum  of 
18,000,000^  had  been  lent  to  EngUmdand 
Scotland,  of  which  6,000,0001.  only  had 
been  repaid ;  and  9,000,000^  to  Ireland, 
of  which  so  much  as  7,000,000/.  had  been 
repaid.  The  hon.  Member  for  Inverness- 
shire  (Mr.  II.  J.  Baillie)  had  pointed  out 
the  conduct  of  the  Scotch  proprietors  in 
a  time  of  distress,  and  had  suggested  that 
the  Irish  landlords  should  pursue  the  same 
course.  Now,  he  thought  that  Scotland 
had  got  a  fair  share  of  public  money,  and 
had  repaid  very  little  of  it.  Between  1770 
and  1839  they  had  voted,  for  the  Caledo- 
nian Canal,  for  the  construction  of  High- 
land and  military  roads  in  Scotland,  the 
enormous  sum  of  1,221,308/.  The  hon. 
Member  had  given  them  an  account  of  the 
exertions  of  ue  landed  proprietors  in  the 
Isle  of  Skye,  and  had  asked  why  the  Irish 
landlords  were  not  equally  energetic  and 
equally  zealous.  ^Vhy,  the  Irish  landlords 
were  doing  all  they  could  do.  Did  the 
hon.  Member  know  that  a  noble  Lord  con- 
nected with  Waterford,  and  with  a  rental 
of  60,000/.  a  year,  had  spent  a  consider- 
able proportion  of  his  income  in  relieving 
the  people  on  his  property  ?  That  noble 
Lord,  tne  Marquess  of  Waterford,  had 
laid  out  5,000/.  in  purchasing  a  stock  of 
Indian  meal,  and  had  taken  measures  to 
give  cmnloyment  to  every  man  on  his  es- 
tates. >Vas  the  hon.  Member  aware  that 
every  proprietor  in  the  county  of  Water- 
ford was  acting  in  the  same  manner;  that 
the  ladies  were  sacrificing  their  jointures 
and  selling  their  jewels  to  buy  fowl  for  the 
destitute  and  the  starving  ?  This  was  the 
fact ;  and  it  would  not  be  denied  that  the 
noble  Marquess,  whose  name  was  never  heard 
of  but  in  ^mnwon  with  deeds  of  charity  and 
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beneTolence,  was  an  honour  to  his  country. 
There  had  heen  a  time  when  the  people  of 
Paisley  came  to  that  House  for  pecuniary 
assistance ;  and  it  should  not  he  forgotten 
that  those  who  supported  the  proposition 
then  made  for  their  immediate  relief  were 
the  Irish  Memhers.  He  disliked  the  dis- 
tinction which  had  heen  drawn  hetween 
Irish  and  Scotch  Memhers;  they  all  in 
that  House  represented  one  common  coun- 
try. A  great  deal  had  heen  said  ahout 
the  security  offered  hy  these  railways  in 
Ireland.  The  gallant  Officer  the  Member 
for  Renfrewshire  (Colonel  Mure)  had  termed 
the  application  of  capitiJ  to  their  construc- 
tion a  flagrant  immorality.  The  gallant 
Officer  had  spoken  for  the  first  time  as  a 
legislator,  and  was,  therefore,  not  to  be 
criticized  harshly ;  but  he  should  have  re- 
flected on  the  effect  of  his  words,  before  he 
declared  that  all  the  railways  in  Ireland 
were  ruinous  affairs  and  bubble  transac- 
tions. If  the  gallant  Officer  enjoyed  the 
possession  of  shares  in  the  Dublin  and 
Kingstown  Railway,  and  were  in  the  habit 
of  receiving  the  dividend  on  that  line,  he 
would  probably  have  passed  over  the  fla- 
grant immorality  without  notice,  and  spoken 
less  vehemently  of  the  bubble  transaction. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  W.  Brown)  had  informed  the  House, 
that  capitalists  were  invariably  reluctant  to 
invest  money  in  any  Irish  undertaking. 
But  the  reason  was,  because  there  was 
never  any  security  given  that  the  under- 
taking would  be  legitimately  carried  out. 
Give  that  security  by  the  interposition  of 
the  State,  and  there  would  be  no  want  of 
capital.  The  Limerick  and  Waterford 
Railway  had  been  referred  to.  The  sum 
of  78,000Z.  had  been  advanced  to  that 
railway  company  under  a  Treasury  Minute 
on  the  baronial  securities.  Three  months 
ago  he  was  at  a  presentment  sessions  which 
voted  20,000^.  towards  accomplishing  the 
Limerick  and  Waterford  Railway;  but  from 
that  day  down  till  last  week  nothing  had 
heen  heard  of  this  grant  of  78,000Z.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  endca- 
Toured  to  prove  that  money  lent  by  Go- 
vernment for  the  promotion  of  railways, 
would  not  give  employment  to  the  labourers 
of  the  district.  Now,  he  had  received, 
three  days  back,  a  letter  from  a  leading 
director  of  this  railway,  which,  as  it  was 
antagonist  to  the  statements  put  forth 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he 
woold  read  an  extract  from  it  to  the 
House.  The  writer  was  answering  the 
ftrgoment  that  patq)er  labour  would  not 
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be  employed  on  the  line  of  railway, 
said — 

"  The  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  was  counteracted  by  the  following  fact : 
that  a  bargain  was  made  with  the  Board  of  Works 
to  take  the  labourers  from  the  relief  committees 
— that  these  labourers  were^set  to  work  by  task, 
each  barony  providing  its  own  labourers — and 
that  the  consequence  was,  that  the  cripples  and 
others  of  that  class  were  left  to  finish  the  Govem- 
ment  roads." 

This  was  a  complete  answer  to  the  objec- 
tion of  the  noble  Lor3,  afterwards  repeated 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
in  no  case  would  railways  employ  the  pau- 
pers of  a  barony;  but,  instead  of  foreigners, 
as  they  were  called  in  Ireland,  being  brought 
to  work  on  the  Limerick  and  Wateiford 
Railway,  the  paupers  of  the  district  were 
employed.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
taunted  the  Irish  Members  with  objecting 
to  the  measures  of  Government,  but  with 
proposing  no  plans  of  their  own.  Now,  he 
did  not  see  what  right  Govemment  had  to 
look  to  them  for  the  proposal  of  measures ; 
but  he  might  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that,  at  the  presentment  sessions 
which  were  held  in  Ireland,  they  were  con- 
tinually suggesting  plans  for  the  adoption 
of  Government,  and  that  Govemment  was 
as  constantly  rejecting  them.  Why,  it  was 
not  till  after  that  admirable  body  of  men, 
the  Quakers,  had  introduced  the  system  of 
soup-kitchens,  and  had  them  in  operation 
for  four  months,  that  Government,  adopting 
their  plan,  introduced  their  Soup  Kitchen 
Bill.  He  did  not  think,  however,  that  this 
Soup  Kitchen  Bill  would  have  the  effect  of 
transferring  the  labour  of  the  country,  with 
anything  like  effect,  to  the  cultivation  of 
the  fields.  His  opinion  was,  that  the  only 
way  in  which  the  noble  Lord  would  insure 
a  futiu-e  harvest  in  Ireland  was  to  till  all 
the  farms  under  ten  acres ;  and  it  was  not 
to  be  forgotten  that  when  the  spring  labour 
of  the  field  was  over,  no  work  could  be 
expected  in  Ireland  after  the  month  of 
April ;  so  that  unless  some  great  measures 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  employment  were 
introduced,  the  people  would  have  no  alter- 
native but  to  lie  down  and  starve.  He 
must  say,  that  he  thought  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  rather  too  apt  to 
rest  his  case  on  anonymous  documents, 
and  was  too  ready  to  use  such  as  fell  into 
his  hands  to  crush  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
He  had  spoken  of  a  sum  of  money  collected 
in  Queen's  county,  and  had  referred  to  the 
small  amount  subscribed  by  landowners ; 
but  who  could  tell  what  the  landowners  of 
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Ireland,  with  the  people  dying  crerywhere 
around  them,  had  done  in  the  way  of  relief  ? 
Would  it  not  have  been  better  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  instead  of  making 
attacks  on  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  had 
told  the  House  what  had  been  done  by 
them  in  1846,  when  100,0002.  was  sub- 
Bcribed  ?  He  would  not  ^o  into  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  to  ejectments  in  the  county  of  Mayo, 
after  what  had  been  said  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Viscount  Clements)  ♦in  the  course  of  the 
evening,  and  especially  as  he  did  not  see 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  place.  [An 
Hon.  Member:  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  unwell.]  He  was  sorry  to  hear 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
retired  in  consequence  of  being  unwell; 
but  he  was  not  surprised  that  he  should 
have  been  so  after  making  such  extraor- 
dinary statements.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  have  been,  and  no  doubt 
was,  well  aware  of  the  difference  between 
ejectments  and  processes ;  but  ho  had, 
nevertheless,  stated  that  there  were  up- 
wards of  6,000  ejectments  in  that  county. 
Now,  he  had  been  told  by  the  lord  heu- 
tenant  of  the  county  that  the  large  number 
of  processes  served  were  issued  not  by  any 
landowners,  but  by  middlemen,  for  payment 
of  conacre  rents ;  and  that  so  far  from  Lord 
Lucan  having  made  a  wholesale  ejectment, 
he  denied  that  he  had  done  so  in  any  one 
instance.  To  illustrate  the  slowness  of  the 
steps  taken  by  Government  for  the  relief 
of  Irish  distress,  he  would  read  the  follow- 
ing letter,  dated  August  22,  1846,  from 
one  of  their  own  officers,  who  was  sent  to 
the  district  of  Skibbereen.     He  said — 

'*  I  really  am — and  with  heartfelt  ■orrow  I  laj 
it — afraid  tliat  I  shall  bo  obli^nl  to  look  out  fur 
another  place ;  for  whatoTor  is  done  hj  GoTcm- 
ment  on  public  works  will  bo  too  late,  after  pi'ople 
are  driTen  to  desperation  bj  hunger.  The  whole 
oouDtry  is  nothing  but  a  slumbering  volcano.  It 
will  aooD  burst." 

The  lamo  officer,  in  a  previous  letter, 
•ays— 

**  As  to  a  few  relief  committees,  in  a  comer  here 
and  there,  they  are  utterly  inadequate  to  the  suf> 
ferings  of  hundr<*ds — diousands — nay,  millioos  of 
■tarring  people.  You  mightjust  as  well  attempt 
to  feed  the  people  with  a  pun  of  wind  from  a  bel- 
lows. I  doty  any  one  living  to  exaggerate  the 
mtsorj  of  the  people — it  is  impossible.'* 

He  did  not  wish  unnecessarily  to  attack 
Government,  but  he  thought  them  greatly 
to  bUmu  in  not  calling  Parliament  together 
as  soon  as  thoy  knew  that  distn^ss  like 
this  nrcvaileil  in  the  countr}-.  The  hon. 
Momoer  for  Shrewsbury  bad  to  well  hit  tff 


the  ar^imients  brought  forward  by  tho 
Chancdlor  of  the  Excheouer,  that  to  the 
greater  part  of  them  he  felt  it  unnecessary 
to  allude ;  but  there  was  one  observation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which  de- 
served especial  notice.  He  solemnly  told 
the  House  to  take  care  what  it  did  in  thia 
matter,  as  it  was  a  most  mischievous  pro- 
ject to  raise  a  loan  in  a  time  of  peace.  A 
time  of  peace !  Could  any  man  present 
scenes  more  shocking  or  terrible  than  thoae 
which  famine  now  produced  in  Ireland? 
And  yet  they  were  told  by  the  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer — when  the  deaths  caused 
by  famine  were  greater  and  more  horrible 
than  they  could  be  in  war — that  they 
should  be  careful  not  to  raise  a  loan  in  m 
time  of  peace.  The  Government  was  very 
ready  to  apply  the  rules  of  political  eco- 
nomy, when  Uiey  squared  with  their  own 
prejudices ;  but  when  things  ran  contrary 
to  their  own  ideas,  away  went  all  the  colls 
of  political  economy,  and  Gentlemen  who 
strained  at  a  gnat  were  ready  to  swaUow 
a  camel.  It  would  not  be  difficult  to  make 
it  plain  that  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck)  was  much  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  than  were  those  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  tho  Go- 
vernment. The  latter  noble  Lord  gave 
money  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the 
employment  of  the  people;  but  that  em- 
ployment was  to  be  at  the  option  of  those 
proprietors  who  chose  to  avail  themsdvet 
of  the  Government  proposals ;  but  the  no- 
ble Lord  (Lord  G.  nentinck)  introduced  % 
measure  by  means  of  which  money  would 
be  given  for  the  direct  employment  of  the 
people,  io  that  this  was  a  scheme  more  in 
aceordance  with  the  principles  of  political 
economy  than  wore  the  plans  of  the  Go- 
vernment. No  sane  man  would  doubt  the 
permanent  benefit  which  must  flow  from 
that  measure  all  over  the  countnf ;  for  it 
was  a  result  of  the  constmction  of  railways 
not  only  to  encourage  trade,  but  even  to 
create  towns  in  the  districts  through  which 
they  passed.  If  he  wanted  any  scheme 
better  calculated  than  another  for  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands,  he  would  say, 
extend  the  means  of  communication  through 
those  lands.  As  to  the  consequences  of 
tho  vote  he  was  about  to  give,  he  did  not 
share  in  the  misgivings  of  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers. Some  hon.  Gentlemen  said  they 
were  well  inclined  towards  the  measure  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck ),  and 
were  disposed  to  support  it ;  but  then  the 
Ministry  would  go  oat    Kow,  lie  bad  not 
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much  experience  in  that  House,  but  he  had 
read  in  history  of  transactions  similar  to 
this ;  and  these  Gentlemen  must  be  aware 
that  all  these  meetings  in  Downing-street, 
and  all  the  talk  about  resignation,  were  just 
parts  ai  the  stage  business-— of  the  tricks 
of  <^ce.  All  Ministers  were  in  the  habit 
of  playing  this  game : — 
**  They  olUn  took  leave,  but  teemed  loth  to 
depart." 

He  was  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Eec(Hrder  of  the  city  of  Dublin, 
should  have  had  so  many  nervous  mis- 
giTings  as  to  the  Ministry  resigning.  He 
ought  to  know,  from  the  experience  he  had 
acquired  of  Governments,  that  the  Ministry 
could  not  go  out — that  the  noble  Lord 
might  walk  out  at  one  door,  but  that  most 
assuredly  he  would  walk  in  at  the  other. 
He  ought  to  know  that  this  was  just  the 
M  mode  of  applying  the  whip  to  bring 
up  certain  votes  that  would  not,  perhaps, 
be  given  except  under  threats  of  resigna- 
tion. He  had  not  taken  a  serious  view  of 
the  state  of  Ireland,  without  coming  to  the 
conclusion  of  voting  with  tiie  noble  Lord 
(LssrA  G.  Bentinck),  because  he  thought 
his  measure  was  the  only  one  that  was 
likely  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  Ireland 
for  the  present,  and  to  lay  the  foundation 
of  future  prosperity.  He,  for  one,  would 
not  for  a  moment  put  the  duration  of  a 
Ministry  in  competition  with  the  existence 
of  a  people.  The  old  spells  of  Whig  and 
Tory  were  past :  they  had  gone  for  ever. 
They  could  not  now  get  up  any  feeling  as 
to  eitlier  Whig  or  Tory,  or  even  Conserva- 
tive. The  charm  was  broken,  particularly 
in  Ireland,  by  the  pressure  of  famine ;  and 
the  people  were  united  in  one  object—the 
salvation  of  the  country.  On  the  subject 
of  railroads  for  Ireland,  perhaps  the  House 
would  wish  to  hear  the  views  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  in  1839.  At  that 
time  the  noble  Lord  said — 

"  He  could  not  inum^e  how  any  man  was  to 
sappoie  theee  railroads  existing  in  Ireland,  and 
need  as  a  means  of  tra£Bc,  that  no  advantage  was 
also  to  be  derived  from  them  in  importing  the 
blessings  of  civilization  into  that  country."  "  Let 
it  not  be  afBrmed  that,  if  this  plan  fiuled,  of  which, 
also,  it  might  be  said,  that  it  was  a  plan  which 
offered  ecmsiderable  advantages,  and  tended  to  the 
improvement  and  civilization  of  Ireland,  it  had 
been  defeated  by  the  prejudices  of  the  assembly  to 
which  it  had  been  submitted ;  and  that  a  measure 
which  duefly  afBdcted  the  welfiire  and  improve- 
aent  of  Ireland,  he  hoped  would  not  be  treated 
MM  the  merest  party  question." 

He  re-echoed  the  sentiment  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  this  should  not  be  a  party  ques- 
And  as  he  preferred  the  salvation  of 


the  people  of  Ireland  to  the  Ministry  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  should  support  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House. 

Colonel  CONOLLY  sincerely  thanked 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  for 
having  introduced  a  measure  of  so  im- 
pregnable a  character — so  perfect  in  all  its 
details;  and  he  felt  quite  satisfied  that  the 
position  of  his  noble  Friend  had  not  been 
assailed  with  the  slightest  effect.  It  had 
been  stated  that  9,000,0001^.  had  been  lent 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  that  7,000,000?. 
had  been  repaid,  leaving  2,000,000?.  un- 
paid. But  it  ought  also  to  have  been 
stated  that  there  was  every  prospect  of 
that  balance  being  repaid.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  attempted  to  dis- 
parage the  present  measure  by  stating  that 
everything  which  it  proposed  to  effect  had 
been  proposed  to  be  done  by  contractors  for 
railways  in  Ireland  for  a  sum  of  5,000,000?. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  over- 
looked a  remarkable  circumstance,  which' 
was  that  the  protection  of  the  Government 
would  call  forth  a  large  amount  of  capital, 
and  that,  consequeDtly,  there  would  be  in- 
creased means  of  providing  employment. 
Various  statements  had  been  made  for  the 
purpose  of  proving  that  the  present  was  a 
project  for  benefiting  contractors  and  rail- 
way speculators  in  Ireland,  and  that  the 
feeding  of  the  people  was  a  mere  pretence. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  that 
was  an  imputation  of  the  most  calumnious 
description.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
sound  judgment,  the  real  discretion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn,  in  ma- 
turing his  measure,  without  admitting  any 
interested  Irish  person  into  his  counsels, 
did  him  great  credit,  and  redounded  much 
to  his  discernment  and  good  taste.  It 
had  also  been  urged  that  the  promotion  of 
railways  in  Ireland  would  not  relieve  the 
destitution  of  the  people.  He  was  in  a 
position  to  contradict  that  statement.  Two 
railways,  which  could  be  seen  from  the 
windows  of  his  own  house,  had  been  re- 
cently coDstructed;  and  it  was  a  remark- 
able fact  that,  while  other  baronies  were 
making  presentments  and  calling  out  for 
relief,  the  four  baronies  in  his  immediate 
neighbourhood  had  had  tio  sessions  for 
presentment,  and  all  that  he  had  been 
asked  for  in  the  shape  of  charitable  contri- 
bution was  10?.,  in  order  to  enable  them 
to  market  for  meal  down,  which  had  risen 
to  a  great  price.  Which  then  of  the  two 
measures  should  the  House,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, adopt — the  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  would  only  go  to  keep  alive 
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the  pe<^le  for  a  short  time,  or  the  measure 
of  the  nohle  Lord,  which,  besides  giving 
them   immediate  employment,  would  im- 
proTO  their  permanent   condition?      Did 
they  prefer  giving  money  to  a  people  in  a 
state  of  exhaustion,  to  borrowing  money 
for  their  permanent  employment,  with  the 
prospect — ^he  should  say  with  the  certainty 
— ^thieit  the  money  would  be  repaid  in  a 
reasonable  time  ?     In  his  opinion  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  were  merely  pal- 
liative, and  not  at  all  commensurate  to  the 
evil;   while  that  of  the   noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lynn  was  not  limited  to  a 
three  or  four  months'  operation,  but  was  of 
a  permanent  nature,  would  place  the  labour 
of  the   country   on   a  steady  industrious 
footing,  and  teach  the  people  to  rely  on 
their  own  exertions.     He  had  some  expe- 
rience of  the   people  of  Ireland,   and  ho 
would  advise  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
Government  not  to  persist  in  his  plan  for 
the   reclamation  of  waste  lands,   but  to 
hand  over  the   money  which  he  proposed 
to  devote  to  that  purpose  (1,500,0002.)  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had   stated 
that  the  pauper  population  of  Ireland  were 
not  fit  for  radroad  labour.  They  had,  how- 
ever, recorded  in  a  Parliamentary  return 
the  opinion  of  Sir  J.  M'Neill,  an  engineer 
of  high  character   on   that  point.     That 
gentleman  stated  that  he  usually  found 
that  in  the  first  week  the  people  had  a 
hard  fight  to  earn  their  wages;  that  in  the 
second  they  were  tolerably  able  for  the 
work;  and  that  in  the  third  they  were  not 
only  able  but  ambitious  of  undertaking 
task-work.     That  was,  he  thought,  a  suf- 
ficient answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  that  point.     He  denied  emphatically 
that  the  money  which  was  to  execute  the 
railways  under  the  proposed  scheme  of  the 
noble  Lord,  was  to  come  out  of  the  public 
funds  ;    but  private  enterprise  wodd  be 
materiaUy  assisted  by  the  plan  of  intro- 
ducing railways  into  every  part  of  Ireland; 
and  there  was  not  a  single  district  of  the 
country  that  would  not  be  much  benefited 
by  the  operation  of  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Lord,  one  chief  effect  of  which  would  be 
the  perfecting  of  the  Unks  of  the  chains  of 
communication  which  were  broken  at  pre- 
sent.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  then 
went  into  many  local  details  to  show  how 
the  fiKheries  as  well  as  the  agriculture  of 
the  west  of  Ireland,  would  derive  great  ad- 
vantage from  Much  a  coniprehcni«ive  mea- 
8uro  a«  that  proposes! ;  and  contended  that 
the  traflio  on  railwavs  would  increase  in  a 


few  years  as  much  as  the  commerce  of  va- 
rious seaports  in  Ireland,  which  had  at  pre- 
sent three  or  four  steamers  trading  be- 
tween them  and  Liverpool,  which  ten  or 
twelve  years  ago  had  only  one.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  had 
said  that  this  was  the  time  to  make  a  great 
many  useful  and  important  changes  in  the 
system  of  legislation  adopted  towards  Ire- 
land. Now  he  (Colonel  Conolly)  told  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  House,  that  the  mea- 
sure by  which  such  a  system  was  to  be 
commenced,  was  that  of  the  noble  Lord 
below  him.  In  conclusion,  he  trusted  that 
the  noble  manner  in  which  England  would 
show  her  readiness  to  come  forward  to 
the  succour  of  Ireland  in  the  hour  of  her 
distress,  and  manifest  her  disposition  even 
to  expend  16,000,000/.  for  that  purpoM, 
would  prove  a  more  lasting  bond  for  the 
future  union  of  the  two  countries  than  any 
other. 

Major  LAYARD  observed,  that  every 
one  who  was  connected  with  Ireland,  aiMl 
every  hon.  Gentleman  who  stood  up  in 
that  House  as  a  representative  from  Ire- 
land, was  bound  to  feel  (as  he  did  on  that 
occasion)  most  deeply  interested  in  the 
measure  now  under  consideration,  and  most 
sincerely  anxious  that  his  vote  might  be 
disposed  of  in  such  a  manner  as  to  promote 
the  benefit  of  a  country  now  unhappily  la- 
bouring under  such  a  dreadful  dispensatioa 
of  Providence.  For  his  own  part,  he  could 
declare  unafl!ectedly,  that  he  nad  given  to 
this  measure  the  most  anxious  attention; 
and  he  thanked  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lynn  for  having  brought  it  for- 
ward; for,  in  having  done  so,  the  noble 
Lord  had  so  brought  the  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  that  he  be> 
lieved  that  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
though  not  now  prepared  to  enter  into  the 
consideration  of  so  large  a  measure,  would, 
notwithstanding,  perceive  the  necessity  of 
giving  tlieir  countenance  and  assistance,  at 
some  future  time,  to  railway  projects,  which 
he  considered  would  be  highly  conducive 
to  tlie  welfare  of  the  country.  He  had 
heard  with  pleasure  the  able  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  last  night; 
and  had  listened  that  evening  with  peculiar 
gratification  to  the  clever  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wycombe;  but  it  did  not 
require  the  talenU  of  either  of  those  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  him  a  sincere  believer 
in  the  great  and  manifold  benefits  whieh 
would  result  to  Ireland  from  giving  work 
to  her  people,  and  spending  monev  in  the 
development  of  her  resources,     hui  boCk 
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the  hon.  Members  to  whom  he  had  alluded 
had  heen  gailty  of  an  inexcusable  omission, 
in  not  haying  made  any  allusion  to  what 
was,  after  all,  the  most  important  con- 
sideration— ^namely,  where  the  money  was 
to  come  from.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wy- 
combe had  quoted  some  passages  from  his- 
tory; but  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
recalling  to  his  recollection  the  story  of 
Queen  Elizabeth  and  the  mayor  and  com- 
mon council  of  Warwick.  When  the  Queen 
was  entering  that  ancient  place  on  one  oc< 
casion,  the  mayor,  accompanied  by  the 
members  of  the  corporation,  came  out  to 
meet  her ;  and  having  enumerated  twenty- 
nine  reasons  why  the  bells  of  the  town  had 
not  been  rung  on  her  Majesty's  approach, 
concluded  by  stating  that  the  thirtieth  rea- 
son waa,  that  they  had  got  no  bells  to 
ring.  And  so  too,  in  the  present  instance, 
he  was  very  much  inclined  to  believe  that 
one  of  the  very  strongest  reasons  why 
money  could  not  be  granted,  according  to 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lynn,  was,  that  there  was  no  money 
to  grant.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  better 
means  for  knowing  the  financial  circum- 
stances of  this  country  than  he  could  be 
supposed  to  possess,  had  stated  distinctly 
in  that  House,  that,  in  the  present  state 
of  the  money  market,  there  was  no  possi- 
bility of  procuring  so  large  a  sum  as  that 
required  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  — 
16,000,000^.  [Lord  George  Bentinck: 
We  only  require  4,000,000^.1  He  was 
aware  that  4,000,0002.  was  the  sum  re- 
quired; but  that  sum  would  be  required 
every  year  for  four  years.  He  could  very 
well  understand  that  in  seasons  when  there 
was  not,  as  at  present,  an  unusual  pressure 
on  the  money  market,  there  might  be  no 
great  difficulty  in  procuring  the  necessary 
funds  for  such  an  advance;  but,  circum- 
stanced as  the  country  just  at  present  was, 
he  feared  there  might  be  very  great  diffi- 
culty indeed.  They  owed  a  debt  of  hu- 
manity to  Ireland — of  that  there  could  be 
no  question;  and  he  was  sure  there  was  no 
man  in  that  House  who  was  not  willing 
that  it  should  be  paid.  But  it  certainly 
did  appear  to  him  that  when  they  saw  that 
GoTemment  had  been  doing  their  best  to 
meet  the  difficulties  of  the  case,  the  safer 
coarse  would  be  to  leave  great  commercial 
questions  of  this  kind  in  their  hands.  He 
admitted  that  he  was  one  of  those  who 
i^ifplied  to  the  late  Government  for  a  loan 
at  3|  per  cent  for  railway  purposes;  but 
tlien,  the  stipulations  respecting  the  mode 
of  advancing  and  repaying  were  very  dif- 


ferent from  what  they  were  in  the  present 
instance.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  York  had  spoken  in  terms 
of  high  eulogy  of  the  noble  Lord's  scheme, 
and  had  declared,  that,  even  in  the  sale  of 
the  rails  as  so  much  old  iron,  some  secu- 
rity for  repayment  might  be  found.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  promised  the 
benefit  of  his  head  to  this  proposition;  but 
if  he  would  give  the  benefit  of  his  name 
to  it  in  the  money  market,  there  would  be 
a  much  better  chance  of  repayment  than 
any  that  could  be  realized  by  the  sale  of 
the  old  iron.  He  gave  credit  to  the  no- 
ble Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  for 
his  desire  to  carry  them  through  this  cala- 
mity; and  he  believed  no  man  in  the  House 
would  venture  to  say  that  the  expenditure 
of  money  in  Ireland  would  not  be  bene- 
ficial. It  might  be  said,  they  were  bring- 
ing forward  small  measures  that  woidd  be 
of  little  use;  but  he  referred  to  the  results 
effected  by  the  reduction  of  the  quantity 
of  com  allowed  to  cavalry  horses ;  and  he 
conceived,  if  the  same  course  were  adopt- 
ed generally  throughout  the  country,  it 
would  be  attended  with  great  advantage, 
and  a  supply  of  food  for  the  sustenance 
of  millions  would  be  thus  afforded.  Ho 
also  thought  that  with  proper  economy  a 
considerable  quantity  could  be  saved  in 
seed  com.  There  had  been  many  attacks 
made  in  that  House  on  Irish  landlords. 
He  thought,  in  many  instances,  they  had 
been  unjustly  attacked,  and  that  also,  in 
many  instances,  they  had  been  unjustly 
praised.  There  were  many  princely  ex- 
amples exhibited  in  that  country  by  Irish 
landlords;  and  God  forbid  that  he,  having, 
while  amongst  them,  experienced  their  hos- 
pitahty  and  kindness,  should  refrain  from 
bearing  his  testimony  to  their  conduct.  He 
wished  to  lay  before  the  House  the  con- 
tents of  a  letter  received  by  him  from  Ire- 
land.    The  writer  said — 

"  Dear  Sir — As  a  member  of  the  relief  com- 
mittee, I  attended  a  meeting  yesterday  at  Bally- 
moyla,  barony  of  Slibargie,  Queen's  county,  at 
which  Mr.  Cooper,  of  Cooper  Hall,  an  excellent 
friend  of  the  poor,  presided  as  chairman.  Having 
analysed  the  subscription  list,  we  found  that  the 
non-resident  landlords,  possessing  property  of  the 
amount  of  25,587/.  per  annum,  annually  contri- 
buted to  the  relief  fund  20SI.  or  about  2hi.  in  the 
pound  on  their  annual  income;  the  resident  land- 
lords, possessing  4,550/.,  contributed  105/.,  and 
the  clergy,  farmers,  and  traders,  subscribed  3Y4/. 
There  is,  and  has  been,  an  appalling  amount  of 
misery  in  this  district ;  48  deaths  fi:x)m  starvation 
occurred;  four  inquests  were  held  on  the  same 
day,  and  the  verdict  in  each  case  was — died  from 
want  of  food.  For  two  months  wo  have  been  so- 
liciting assistance  from  the  lords  of  the  soil,  with 


fil 


Bmlwc^$ 


{COMMONS} 


llnUmdh- 


ea 


all  that  zeal  which  the  horrors  we  daily  witncM 
aro  calculated  to  awaken,  and  the  result  is  stated 
aboTe.  The  patience  and  meekness  of  the 
poor  people  under  the  chastening  hand  of  Pro- 
vidence is  without  a  parallel  in  the  history  of 
nations." 

He  would  be  happy  to  give  the  name  of 
the  writer  of  that  letter  to  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  ahould  desire  to  see  it;  and  he 
had  not  the  least  hesitation  in  saying  that 
the  facts  as  stated  in  it  were  perfectly  cor- 
rect.  He  did  not  know  the  names  of 
the  gentlemen  whose  property  the  place  is, 
and  therefore  he  could  have  no  feeling  in 
referring  to  the  matter,  save  the  desire — 
which  every  man  must  experience—that 
those  who  do  their  duty  should  be  known 
to  the  House,  and  that  those  who  neglect 
their  duty  should  be  known  likewise.  He 
would  give  his  support  to  an  extended 
poor  law,  and  had  always  been  in  favour  of 
it;  for  he  thought  if  such  a  measure  were 
in  operation,  it  would  be  the  means  of  im- 
proving the  condition  o£  the  country.  Ho 
felt  proud,  as  an  Englishman,  of  the  exer- 
tions made  in  this  country  to  relieve  the 
distress  in  IreUnd ;  but  he  would  also  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  letter  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Harvey,  New  York,  in 
which  the  writer  stated  that  he  was  happy 
to  find  that  the  poor  labouring  Irish  in 
America  were  doing  their  duty  by  silently 
remitting  their  savings  to  their  friends  at 
home,  from  one  pound  upwards.  It  ap- 
peared from  the  letter,  that  the  total  sums 
remitted  by  them  since  the  Ist  of  Novem- 
ber, amounted  to  150,000  dollars,  or 
30,000/.,  and  that  the  total  sum  remitted 
by  them  for  the  year,  amounted  to  650,000 
dollars,  or  1 30,000/.  He  was  rejoiced  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  reading  such  a 
letter  as  that  to  the  House.  Ho  had 
heard  tho  Government  abused  for  not 
coming  forward  in  the  manner  they  ought 
to  have  done  to  assist  the  people;  but  ho 
held  in  his  hand  a  letter  from  a  right  rev. 

E relate  (Dr.  Ilealy),  of  Carlow,  who  bore 
onest  and  just  testimony  to  the  otfbrts  of 
those  who,  in  this  fearful  crisis,  had  admi- 
nistered to  the  wants  of  tho  people.  He 
said  that  tho  Government  authorities  were 
making  every  exertion  to  relieve  the  poor; 
but  no  scheme  that  wisdom  or  humanity 
had  aa  yet  suggested,  was  able  to  avert  the 
consequences  of  the  visitation.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had, 
at  the  end  of  his  speech,  said  that  he  saw 
no  reason  of  dcsfmiring  of  Ireland.  That 
speech  would  revive  his  (Major  Layard*s) 
hopes.  He  saw  no  reason  to  despair,  so 
long  as  tho  noble  Lord  was  at  the  head  of 


the  Government.  A  Whig  and  a  Libond 
Government  had  always  been  of  advantage 
to  Ireland,  and  he  felt  convinced  that  whUa 
the  noble  Lord  was  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, wise  counsels  would  be  given  to 
the  Sovereign,  bold  and  energetic  me»> 
Burcs  would  be  held  out  for  their  consider* 
ation,  and  a  just  but  not  overweening 
confidence  in  Uie  vast  resources  of  this 
country  would  guide  the  noble  Lord.  He 
trusted  that,  hereafter,  his  name  in  the 
page  of  history  would  be  held  up  as  thai 
of  one  who  had  helped  to  raise  beautiful 
but  unhappy  Erin  to  that  station  amongst 
nations  which,  from  tho  fertility  of  her 
soil,  from  the  vastness  of  her  water  power, 
and  the  richness  of  her  mines,  but,  above 
all,  the  intelligence  and  generosity  of  her 
people  (to  which  he  had  already  borne  hia 
testimony),  as  well  as  their  patience,  of 
which  they  had  given  such  convincing  evi- 
dence in  calmly  waiting  on  Divine  Provi- 
dence in  tho  midst  of  their  afflictions,  she 
was  so  fully  entitled  to  hold ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  present  affliction,  which 
was  indeed  heavier  than  any  man  could 
describe,  would  be  eventually  followed  bj 
years  of  tranquillity,  prosperity,  and  hap- 
piness. 

Sir  J.  WALSH  said,  that  he  had  been 
an  attentive  observer  of  the  course  of  that 
debate;  and  he  could  not  think  that  his 
impression  misled  him  in  believing  that 
the  whole  discussion  had  tended  to  satisfy 
doubts,  to  remove  objections,  and  to  raise 
the  character  of  his  noble  Friend's  Bill  in 
the  opinion  of  the  House  and  of  the  country. 
One  good,  at  least,  might  be  confidentij 
said  to  have  resulted  from  that  debate. 
He  had  gathered  from  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  either  side  of  the  House  re- 
presenting Irish  constituencies,  that  the 
Irish  people  had  received  that  measure  in 
tho  midst  of  their  dire  distress  in  a  kind 
spirit,  and  that  they  considered  it  to  bo  a 
bold,  a  comprehensive,  and  a  generous  ef- 
fort on  the  part  of  a  great  |»arty  in  that 
House  to  bring  forward  a  project  which 
might  alleviato  their  sufierings,  and  sow 
the  seeds  of  prosperity  in  tlieir  country. 
Even  those  hon.  Meml>er8  who  were  not 
ready  to  support  by  their  votes  the  Bill  of 
his  noble  Friend*  had,  in  many  respects, 
supported  that  Bill  by  their  language.  He 
would  particularly  instance  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Sir  W.  Clay)  last  night; 
a  s|»eech  more  clear,  more  convincing,  or 
which  placed  in  a  more  striking  light  the 
advantages  which  the  constniction  of  rail* 
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roads  would  produce  in  Ireland,  it  would 
hare  been  d^cult  for  any  Member,  bow- 
eyer  farourable  he  might  be  to  the  mea- 
sure, to  have  made.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  in  the  course  of  that  debate  many 
of  those  objections  of  detail  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  rested  the  strength  of  his 
aigument  with  so  much  confidence,  had 
been  entirely  demolished.  Before,  how- 
Gver,  entering  into  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion immediately  before  the  House,  he 
wished  to  call  their  attention  to  a  few 
leading  facts  with  regard  to  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland,  which  ought  not  to 
be  lost  sight  of.  The  potato  crop  in  that 
countiy  was,  he  belieTed,  wholly  destroyed. 
Would  it  be  restored  ?  Was  that  root  al- 
together extinguished  ?  Was  that  source 
of  food  to  the  Irish  people  altogether  de- 
stroyed ?  Was  that  a  temporary  or  a  per- 
manent yisitation  ?  There  was  much  rea- 
son to  apprehend  that  the  potato,  on  which 
the  whole  agricultural  population  of  Ireland 
depended,  was  destroyed.  This  popula- 
tion mi^t  be  divided  into  two  classes:  the 
smaU  farmer,  farming  from  five  to  fifty 
acres;  and  the  cotter,  depending  for  his 
subsistence  on  the  cultivation  of  his  small 
garden.  The  operations  of  all  these  were 
carried  on  without  the  intervention  of  paid 
labour.  The  small  farmer  was  generally 
enabled  to  carry  on  all  the  operations 
of  his  farm  with  the  assistance  of  his 
&mily,  and  did  not  require,  nor  could 
he  afford,  to  pay  for  paid  labour.  How 
were  these  cottiers  to  be  supported,  if 
their  staple  article  of  food  should  become 
extinct?  Whence  would  come  the  capi- 
tal to  enable  the  agriculturist  to  relieve 
himself  ?  The  farmer  could  not  supply  it. 
Was  then  the  landlord  to  supply  it  ?  What 
would  be  said  in  England  if  the  landlord 
was  called  upon  to  supply  the  capital  which 
ought  to  be  furnished  by  the  tenant  ?  If 
the  landlord  were  to  furnish  the  capital 
required  by  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  who 
could  doubt  that  it  would  be  speedily  lost  ? 
The  poor  law  was  one  of  the  remedies  pro- 
posed as  the  panacea  for  the  ills  of  Ireland. 
He  would  not  go  into  that  large  question, 
but  would  venture  to  affirm  that  no  poor  law 
in  Ireland  could  possibly  meet  the  present 
emergency.  Any  poor  law  which  should 
cast  the  burden  of  maintaining  the  whole 
fsmishing  population  of  that  country  on 
the  land,  would  entirely  engulph  the  capital 
and  destroy  the  property  of  Ireland,  and 
after  all  the  object  in  view  would  not  be 
Woidd  they  throw  all  the  rate 


on  the  landlord,  or  partly  on  him  and 
partly  on  the  farmer  ?  He  would  tell  Ihem 
what  was  going  on  in  Ireland  with  respect 
to  the  small  farmer.  The  small  farmer 
had  no  more  potatoes  than  the  cotter.  He 
applied  to  be  put  on  the  public  works;  but 
was  very  properly  refused  employment  de- 
signed only  for  the  absolutely  destitute. 
What  happened  ?  He  went  home;  he  had 
no  potatoes  and  no  money.  How  was  he 
to  feed  his  family,  and  preserve  them 
from  starving  ?  He  was  stating  no  hypo- 
thetical case,  but  what  he  knew  to  be  the 
fact.  He  was  driven  to  make  an  inroad 
on  his  capital,  and  compelled  to  sell  hiA 
cow,  his  yearling,  or  his  horse  that  drew 
his  car,  or  even  his  car  itself,  and  not  un- 
frequently  was  obliged  to  cripple  himself 
by  selling  his  small  farming  stock.  Con- 
sideration would  convince  Ministers  that 
this  could  not  be  rendered  an  available  re- 
source for  the  improvement  of  the  Irish 
population,  and  for  meeting  their  wants. 
Another  device  was  the  improvement  of 
waste  lands.  He  was  sure  that  were  Go- 
vernment to  embark  in  such  a  speculation, 
it  would  be  of  all  speculations  the  most 
desperate,  the  most  hopeless.  To  carry  out 
this  scheme,  two  great  ingredients  were  ne- 
cessary— ^time  and  capital.  It  was  impossi- 
ble by  any  magic  to  transform  at  once  the 
bogs,  the  wastes,  and  morasses  of  Ireland  in- 
to fertile  fields.  It  would  be  impossible  thus 
to  add  to  its  resources  in  time  to  meet  the 
existmg  emergency.  Emigration  had  been 
suggested  as  another  means  of  relief;  and 
he  regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  passed  this 
subject  over  in  so  cursory  a  manner,  for  he 
believed  that  a  well-considered  plan  of 
emigration,  as  an  auxiliary  measure,  pro- 
mised a  considerable  alleviation  of  the  dis- 
tresses of  Ireland.  He  might  here  men- 
tion the  course  pursued  by  a  noble  Lord, 
who  was  one  of  the  best  landlords  in  Ire- 
land. That  noble  Lord  had  established  an 
agent  in  Canada,  who  took  charge  of  all 
the  emigi-ants  from  his  estate,  and  saw 
them  properly  located  on  their  arrival. 
The  most  satisfactory  accounts  were  con- 
stantly received  from  the  emigrants,  which 
were  the  means  of  inducing  many  of  their 
friends  to  follow  their  example,  and  re- 
mittances of  money  were  constantly  made 
by  the  emigrants  to  their  relatives  at  home. 
He  thought  this  well  worthy  the  considera- 
tion of  ^e  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  the  results  of  whose  measures 
had  not  hitherto  been  such  as  to  place 
them  in  very  favourable  contrast  with  those 
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proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Lynn.  He  made  no  reproach  against 
the  Government,  who  certainly  were  called 
upon  to  meet  a  very  trying  emergency. 
Still  he  must  remind  them,  that  by  their 
own  admission,  their  first  measure  for  the 
relief  of  destitution  by  employment  on  the 
public  works  had  broken  down;  and  he 
feared  that  the  proposed  substitute  for 
it  would  equally  break  down  under  the 
weight  which  would  be  cast  upon  it.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  he 
wished  to  take  care  that  all  the  aid  and 
assistance  which  England  could  possibly 
give,  should  be  afforded  solely  to  the  relief 
of  destitution  ;  but  it  would  be  wiser  po- 
licy in  England,  and  would  tend  more  to 
lighten  both  her  burdens  and  those  of 
Ireland,  if  she  would  direct  her  best  and 
most  energetic  efforts  to  prevent  the  peo- 
ple from  becoming  entirely  destitute.  If 
they  should  neglect  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  agency  of  railroads,  they  would  neg- 
lect the  mightiest  engine  which  the  mind 
of  man  had  yet  fashioned  out  of  the  mate- 
rial world  for  a  nation's  prosperity.  What 
were  the  objections  urged  against  the  plan 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  denied 
that  it  would,  in  the  first  instance,  tend  to 
the  relief  of  destitution,  and  described  the 
statements  of  the  noble  Lord  as  exagge- 
rated, assuring  the  House  that  not  more 
than  forty-five  men  per  mile  would  be  era- 
ployed  on  railway  works;  that  Englishmen 
would  be  very  generally  employed  instead 
of  Irishmen,  who  would  leave  the  country 
as  soon  as  they  had  finished  their  work. 
This  argument  had  been  most  fully  met 
by  the  able  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shrewsbury.  There  were,  however,  some 
other  arguments  which  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  urge.  He  would  cite  no  anony- 
mous correspondent,  or  rely  on  any  doubtful 
authority.  His  authorities  were  the  re- 
ports of  the  eminent  engineer,  Sir  J. 
M'Neill,  to  the  Great  Southern  and  West* 
em  Railway  Company,  of  which  he  was 
the  principal  engineer.  In  the  third  half- 
year nr  report,  dated  September  20,  1 845, 
Sir  J.  M'Neill  sUted  that  the  works  wore 
executed,  to  a  very  great  extent,  by  la- 
bourers of  the  country  residing  along  the 
line,  and  that  in  no  instance  had  he  seen 
better  or  more  efficient  workmen;  and  that 
in  the  county  of  Kildare,  of^pecially,  he 
found  the  labourers  most  intelligent,  sober, 
and  industrioufl;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  same  would  he>  found  to  be  the  cane  in 
other  districts.     The  amount  of  good  that 


had  been  already  effected  in  the  districts 
where  the  works  had  been  carried  on,  was 
much  more  than  met  the  eye  of  a  com- 
mon observer.  The  habits  of  steady  and 
constant  work  during  the  hours  of  labour, 
the  efficient  implements  they  were  taught 
to  use,  and  the  effective  manner  in  which 
they  were  set  to  work,  the  result  of  long 
experience  acquired  by  the  contractors 
and  overseers,  could  not  fail  to  confer  a 
lasting  benefit  on  the  habits  of  the  peo- 
ple. Scarcely  an  idle  man  was  to  be 
seen  in  any  part  of  the  country  through 
which  the  line  passed.  The  contractors, 
in  the  most  praiseworthy  manner,  en- 
gaged almost  any  man  who  presented 
himself  for  employment;  and  the  number 
employed  amounted  to  5,000,  and  400 
horses.  In  another  half-yearly  report, 
dated  20th  March,  1846,  he  sUted  that 
the  best  feeling  was  manifested  along  the 
line  by  the  labourers,  who  amounted  to 
25,000.  He  described  the  men  as  work- 
ing contentedly  and  with  good  will;  and, 
although  totally  inexperienced  in  that  kind 
of  labour,  yet  that  when  led  by  expe- 
rienced overseers  and  gangers,  they  soon 
became  excellent  and  efficient  workmen. 
Then  the  report  not  only  bore  the  highest 
testimony  to  the  character  of  the  workmen, 
but  also  expressed  a  conviction  that  the 
Irish  labourer  was  very  capable  of  being 
formed  into  an  excellent  workman  for  em- 
ployment of  that  description.  But  that 
was  not  all;  the  report  of  Sir  J.  M'Neill 
entirely  corroborated  the  calculations  of 
bis  noble  Friend  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  with 
regard  to  the  number  of  men  employed  in 
the  construction  of  railways.  The  length 
of  the  Great  Southern  and  Western  and 
its  branches  was  220  miles;  and  25,000 
railway  labourers,  according  to  this  report, 
were  employed  on  the  works.  This  num- 
ber, divided  by  220,  gave  an  average  of 
between  113  and  114  workmen  per  mile. 
But  then  complaint  was  made  that  the 
labourers  employed  were  all  able-bodied 
men,  and  not  the  infirm  or  impotent. 
Why,  any  employment  to  be  profitable 
must  be  carried  on  through  the  interven- 
tion of  able-bodied  labourers;  and  surely 
the  employment  of  able-bodied  labourers 
must  naturally,  to  a  great  degree,  relieve 
the  destitute  of  their  neighbourhood,  with 
whom  they  were  connecte<i  by  ties  of  rela- 
tionship. Another  objection  that  had  been 
urged  to  the  proposition  of  the  noble  I/ord 
was,  that  it  would  be  iniurious  to  the  diet- 
ing lines  of  railway.  Now,  it  was  quite 
clear  thai  the  existing  lines  rather  Wne- 


57 


Adjourned  Debate 


{Feb.  16} 


{Third  Night). 


58 


fitod  than  otherwise  hj  an  extension  of  the 
system;  it  would,  therefore,  be  a  benefit 
rather  than    an    injury  to   the   existing 
lines.     It  was  equally  certain  that   the 
English    lines  would   be    served  by  the 
extension  of  railways  in  Ireland,  as  they 
would  be  feeders  to  the  Great  Western, 
the  North  Western,  and  the  Scotch  and 
northern  lines,   which  communicated   by 
Portpatrick  with  the  north  of  Ireland.     It 
might  probably  be  better,   as  had  been 
urged,  that  these  speculations  should  be 
undertaken  by  private  enterprise;  but  if 
all  their  great  works  were  left  to  private 
enterprise,  there  were  many  of  them  that 
would  never  have  been  undertaken.     Let 
them  take  the  case  of  Russia.    Who  would 
deny  that  if  the  line  from  St.  Petersburgh 
to  Odessa  was  carried  out,  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  the  whole  of  that  em- 
pire, in  promoting  its  trade  and  intercourse, 
and  developing  its  resources;  but  if  such 
an  undertaking  as  that  were  left  to  Rus- 
sian private  capital,  and  Russian  private 
enterprise,  it  would  be  left  incomplete  till 
the  day  of  judgment.     In  France,  partly 
in  consequence  of  the  great  shock  to  credit 
which  had  been  occasioned  by  the  convul- 
mms  of  tiie  first  Revolution,   and  partly 
owing  to  that  pernicious  law  for  the  sub- 
division of  property  which  prevented  all 
accumulations  of    capital   in    the  hands 
of  individuals,  private  enterprise  was  al- 
most entirely  extinguished;    and  if  the 
French  Government  had  not  stepped  for- 
ward, and  British  capital  also,  the  French 
nulroads    would   never  have  been  made 
at  all.     And   yet  he  believed  it   would 
be  admitted  that  no  railroads  paid  better 
than  those  of  France.     In  Canada  they 
had  constructed  canals  and  other  public 
works;  and  they  had  the  public  roads  in 
the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  the  Holyhead- 
road,  and  other  great  works  to  refer  to,  in 
wbicb  the   Government    had   judiciously 
stepped  forward,  and  contributed  to  their 
formation.     They  had  been  even  on  the 
point  of  coming  forward,  at  least  tho  East 
India  Company  was  about  to  contribute 
4,000,OOOZ.  sterling,  for  the  formation  of 
railways  in  India.     So  far  as  he  under- 
stood, the  main  objections  to  the  noble 
Lord's  measure  were  of  a  financial  nature. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  who  had  pre- 
ceded him,  had  said  that  it  was   utterly 
impossible  for  that  country  to  obtain  the 
necessary  funds.  He  ventured  to  assert  that 
no  assertion  had  ever  been  made  less  found- 
ed upon  fact  than  that.     He  felt  satisfied 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever 


in  meeting  the  calls  for  these  railways,  if 
the  country  was  only  once  convinced  tiiat 
it  was  necessary  iJiey  should  be  made. 
Now,  if  the  sole  objection  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  as  to  the  goodness  of  the  se- 
curity, he  wished  to  know  whether  they 
would  be  satisfied  if  3^  per  cent  could  be 
satisfactorily  secured  to  them?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  doubted  whether  the  proposed 
lines  of  railway  would  afford  an  adequate 
security  for  the  interest  on  two-thirds  of 
the  capital  at  ,3^  per  cent,  which  the  BiU 
proposed.  Now,  in  this  case  he  would 
argue,  according  to  the  algebraic  formula, 
from  the  known  to  the  tmknown ;  and  he 
would  show  from  the  Railway  Traffic  Re- 
turns an  official  document,  published  every 
week,  that  every  railway  lutherto  opened 
or  partially  opened  in  Ireland,  did,  in  fact, 
afibrd  that  security  in  the  amplest  manner. 
There  were  four  lines  of  railway  open  and 
in  operation  in  Ireland — the  Dublin  and 
Kingstown,  the  Ulster  Railway,  the  Dub- 
lin and  Drogheda,  and  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  Railway.  Of  these,  the 
Dublin  and  Kingstown  Railway  paid  9  per 
cent;  the  Ulster  Railway  paid  5^.  lOs.  per 
cent  per  annum.  That,  he  thought,  would 
be  a  sufficient  security  for  the  payment  of 
3^  per  cent  on  two-thirds  of  the  capital. 
The  Dublin  and  Drogheda  was  not  yet  quite 
so  flourishing;  but  even  in  its  present  state 
it  paid  31,  14;.  per  cent  per  annmn  on 
the  whole  capital,  which  was  abundant 
security  for  3|  per  cent  on  two-thirds.  Of 
the  Great  Southern  and  Western  line,  only 
56^  miles  had  been  completed,  and  it  had 
only  been  at  work  since  the  month  of  Au- 
gust; the  traffic,  therefore,  was  only  par- 
tially developed;  it  carried  as  yet  no  mer- 
chandise; the  number  of  trains  was  few; 
they  were  short  of  locomotive  power;  and 
yet  the  average  traffic  for  the  last  two 
monihs  was  about  1,000?.  a  week.  Now, 
allowing  400i.  per  week  for  the  working 
expenses  of  the  line,  it  would  leave  600/. 
per  week  net,  or  31,200/.  per  annum; 
taking  the  expense  of  constructing  the 
line  at  16,000/.  per  mile,  which  would  give 
a  capital  of  904,000/.,  then  two-thirds  of 
that  sum  would  be  equal  to  602,000/.,  and 
the  interest  on  that  sum  at  3|  per  cent 
would  be  21,095/.  65.  8c/.,  leaving  la  very 
large  surplus  profit  upon  the  working  of 
the  line.  He  agreed  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin,  that  in  the  present  posture  of  af- 
fairs, and  the  present  position  of  parties, 
the  retirement  of  the  noble  Lord  from 
office  would  be  a  most  unfortunate  event; 
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hu«  while  he  so  &r  cuugmicd  hi  opiiii<m 
with  bid  rttfht  hon.  FnenJ,  he  whoUj  dif- 
fftrtMi  from  nim  as  to  the  role  he  memnt  to 
give  oa  the  present  occasion.  If  the  per- 
maaeney  of  the  AJministration  of  the  noble 
Lor4  depended  on  the  Tote  he  should  feel 
it  bift  dntj  to  gtTe»  he  should  still  consider 
himoelf  bound  to  Tote  in  farour  of  the  Bill 
of  hi*  noble  Friend,  because  he  felt  a  most 
bitiBMte  coBTiction  that  it  was  a  measure 
which*  considering  the  great  emergency  of 
the  case,  and  the  great  peril  impending 
orer  Ireland  and  the  empire,  was  the 
soundest,  the  most  practical,  and  the  most 
intdligent  remedy  that  had  jet  been  de- 
Tised  for  that  most  urgent  and  unhappy 
state  of  things. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  STUART  said,  that, 
in  considering  a  measure  of  so  great  mag- 
nitude as  that  proposed  bj  the  noble  Lord, 
they  ought  to  take  into  account  tho  quar- 
ter from  whence  it  emanated,  and  inquire 
why  a  proposition  inyolvine  so  large  an 
expenditure  as  16,000,000^  should  ema- 
nate from  an  individaal  Member,  instead 
of  the  Goremment  itself.  The  consequen- 
ces of  urging  such  a  measure  upon  the 
House  were  twofold— either  it  would  com- 
pel the  Goremment  to  resign  their  offices, 
or  it  would  inrolve  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  a  series  of  measures  which 
would  be  most  embarrassing  to  the  finan- 
ces of  the  country.  It  did  not  appear  to 
him  to  be  a  wise  policy  in  Parliament  to 
sanction  such  a  proceeding.  lie  garo  the 
noble  Lord  great  credit  for  the  measure 
which  he  had  proposed;  but  ho  thought  it 
the  duty  of  the  noble  Lord  to  tender  it  to 
the  Govemmont,  and  leave  it  to  them  to 
adopt  it,  if  they  considered  it  necessary  or 
expedient  to  do  so,  instead  of  forcing  it  on 
the  House,  as  he  was  now  doing.  In  sur- 
rendering his  measure,  no  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  making  a  great  sacrifice, 
as  it  would  dcprire  him  of  the  glory  of 
bein^  a  leader  of  a  party ;  but,  indepen- 
dently of  his  other  objections  to  the  mea- 
sure, he  disapproved  of  it  from  a  convic- 
tion that  it  was  not  calculated  to  serve  his 
country.  When  a  country  was  sufl'bring 
under  a  calamity  of  a  severe  famine,  bo 
could  not  convince  himself  that  the  con- 
struction of  railways  was  the  best  remedy 
that  could  l>e  devised.  It  was,  he  believed, 
understood  that  tho  benefit  to  be  derived 
from  tho  construction  of  railways,  was  con- 
fined to  a  space  of  two  or  three  miles  along 
the  line ;  and  that  was  comparatively  inef- 
ficient for  tho  relief  of  the  existing  distress, 
lie  wished  to  say  nothing  against  the  pro- 


motion of  raOways  in  Ireland  by  the  Oo- 
vemment.  A  presentment  was  passed  in 
favour  of  the  Limerick  and  Waterford 
Railway,  as  respected  some  of  the  earth- 
works, and  the  Government  made  advances 
of  money  for  these  purposes.  If  these 
powers  still  existed,  under  which  this  par- 
ticular railway  was  served,  surely  every 
other  company  that  could  offer  the  proper 
security  could  take  advantage  by  them. 
He  should  hope,  if  they  were  not  able  to 
urge  upon  the  Government  the  necessity 
of  giving  their  assistance  to  Irish  railways, 
that  they  would  not  deprive  them  of  the 
means  through  which  they  had  hitherto 
obtained  Government  money. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  said,  he  never 
rose  with  greater  pain  for  the  last  sixteen 
years,  during  which  he  had  been  a  Member 
of  that  House,  than  on  the  present  occasion, 
because  he  felt  himself  bound  to  vote  against 
that  party  with  which  he  had  been  hitherto 
acting,  notwithstanding  that  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  had  staked 
his  existence  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
upon  the  result  of  this  debate.  He  was, 
however,  so  closely  identified  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  extending  railways  in  Ireland,  and 
was  so  convinced  in  his  conscience  that 
there  was  no  one  act  of  this  House  or 
country  that  could  so  promote  the  welfare 
of  Ireland,  and  its  ultimate  prosperity  as 
the  extension  of  railways  in  that  country, 
that  be  could  not  vote  agabst  his  strong 
convictions,  although  the  downfall  of  the 
Government  might  be  the  consequence. 
Last  year  he  had  waited  upon  the  right 
bon.  baronet  opposite,  who  was  then  the 
head  of  the  Government,  as  a  member  of 
a  deputation  that  was  headed  by  the  Duko 
of  Leinster,  with  a  view  of  pressing  upon 
him  the  necessity  of  lending  State  assist- 
ance to  railways  in  Ireland.  He  had  acted 
on  that  occasion  upon  the  same  principle 
that  infiuenced  the  vote  he  intended  to  give 
upon  the  question  before  them — from  a 
conviction  that  such  a  measure  as  was  now 
proposed,  was  one  of  the  most  necessary 
for  Ireland.  The  extension  of  railways  in 
Ireland,  he  thought,  would  have  the  effect 
of  promoting  the  prosperity  of  agriculture 
in  that  country,  and  of  advancing  the  in- 
terest of  every  class  from  the  Peer  to  tho 
peasant.  In  1839  he  had  voted  for  a  si- 
milar measure  introduced  by  the  then  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (I^rd  Morpeth).  If 
the  present  Government  had  given  the 
slightest  hope  to  the  Irish  Members,  that 
they  would  introduce  any  measure  upon 
the  subject,  he  should  hmve  heaitaled  in 
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reeording  his  TOte  in  fayour  of  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  nohle  Lord  opposite.  There 
were  three  courses  open  to  the  Goyemment 
to  pursue  upon  the  present  emergency. 
The  first  was  the  adoption  of  the  principle 
hud  down  hj  the  nohle  Lord  himself  at  the 
head  of  the  Goyemment,  and  the  nohle 
Lord  at  ike  head  of  the  Woods  and  Forests, 
when  he  was  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  1839, 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  sit- 
ting near  him  (Mr.  F.  Baring),  when  he 
held  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

3uer  in  1839.  The  noble  Lord  who  was 
[len  Secretary  for  Ireland,  at  that  time 
stated  that  in  England  they  had  great  re- 
sources, great  wealth,  and  enormous  capital, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  necessity  for 
State  interference  for  the  promotion  of 
railways ;  hut  in  Ireland,  on  the  contrary, 
there  was  great  poyerty,  great  distress, 
and  want  of  employment;  and  that  which 
would  haye  been  exceedingly  wrong  in  Eng- 
land was  not  only  right  as  regarded  Ireland, 
but  absolutely  necessary  for  the  deyelop- 
ment  of  the  resources  of  the  country. 
When  he  had  the  noble  Lord's  authority 
for  the  yote  he  was  about  to  giye,  he  felt 
that  he  must  be  right.  He  might,  no 
doubt,  be  told  that  the  present  measure 
was  not  precisely  the  same  as  that  which 
was  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Morpeth)  in  1839.  His  answer  was 
simply  this,  the  principle  was  exactly  the 
same — namely,  that  State  assistance  ought 
to  be  giyen  to  railways  in  Ireland — that 
the  credit  of  the  State  ought  to  be  pledged 
for  the  promotion  of  these  works  in  Ire- 
land. If  the  measure  were  considered 
right  in  1839,  he  contended  that  in  1847 
the  argument  in  fayour  of  it  came  with 
double  force  when  there  wore  millions  of 
the  people  famishing  for  want  of  food,  and 
wholly  unable  to  obtain  employment.  He 
did  not  pledge  himself  to  support  the  mea- 
sure to  the  extent  of  16,0000,000?.  for  the 
railways  when  giving  his  yote  in  favour  of 
the  Motion  before  the  House.  [**  Oh,  oh ! "] 
If  he  understood  the  rule  of  the  House  cor- 
rectly it  was  this,  that  when  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber voted  for  the  second  reading  of  a  mea- 
sure, he  was  only  voting  for  the  principle, 
and  not  for  any  of  the  details.  He  felt 
that  in  giving  his  present  vote,  he  was 
not  pledging  himself  to  the  amount  of 
16,000,000*.;  for  he  conscientiously  be- 
lieved that  even  8,000,000/.  would  be 
fomd  to  be  unnecessary  to  carry  out  the 
pfTOJeets  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite. The  second  course  open  to  the 
Gofrenmient  was  to  advance  money  solely 


to  the  amount  that  was  actually  paid  up 
by  the  railway  companies  themselves,  so 
that  when  a  company  of  3,000,000?.  capital 
had  paid  up  1,000,000Z.,  and  had  expend- 
ed the  same,  the  Government  might  then 
come  forward  and  say  that  the  credit  of 
the  State  should  be  given  for  1,000,000?. 
more,  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the 
railway.  The  third  course  that  was  open 
to  the  Government  was  that  of  advancing 
money  for  the  earthworks,  to  be  expended 
upder  the  control  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  Railway  Board  in  this  country.  With 
such  checks  as  these,  he  did  not  see  how 
the  Government  could  have  endangered 
even  one  shilling  of  the  public  money  upon 
such  undertakings.  As  the  Government  had 
declined  to  take  any  one  of  these  courses, 
he  felt  himself  obliged  to  act  consistently 
with  his  recorded  opinions,  and  to  vote  for 
the  principle  involved  in  the  noble  Lord's 
measure.  In  1839,  a  petition  was  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  upon  this  subject; 
it  was  signed  by  the  Duke  of  Leinster,  the 
Marquess  of  Headfort,  the  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde,  the  Earl  of  Clancarty,  the 
Earl  of  Clanwilliam,  and  about  200  other 
noblemen  and  gentlemen.  The  petitioners 
prayed  Her  Majesty  to  take  into  Her  most 
serious  consideration  the  report  that  had 
been  then  made  upon  the  subject  of  railway 
communication  in  Ireland,  for  they  were 
fully  persuaded  that  the  promotion  of  such 
works  of  public  utility  in  Ireland,  would  not 
only  prove  one  of  the  safest  remedies  for 
her  wants,  by  the  increase  of  her  commerce 
and  industry,  but  would  also  confer  a  be- 
nefit on  all  other  parts  of  the  empire.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  haa  then  re- 
commended, in  very  strong  terms,  the 
adoption  of  such  a  measure  by  the  Govern* 
ment,  which  he  thought  would  be  produc- 
tive of  the  greatest  possible  advantage  to 
Ireland  and  to  this  country;  and  he  express- 
ed a  hope  that  the  Government  would  not 
permit  any  technical  or  trifling  objections 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  giving  it  their  sup- 
port. He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  that  night  vote  in  conformity  with 
that  sound  practical  axiom  laid  down  by 
him  in  1839.  His  opinion  was,  that  this 
was  not  a  transitory  evil  passing  over  Ire- 
land. It  was  his  solemn  conviction  that 
the  Government  would  have  to  e2q)end 
very  large  sums  of  money  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  people  for  some  years  to  come. 
Let  him  not  be  mistaken.  Let  not  the 
House  conceal  from  itself  this  fact,  that 
the  potato  was  lost  to  the  people  as  a 
means  of  subsistence.    They  must  there- 
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foro  alter  tUcir  whole  system  of  manage- 
ment  in  respect  to  that  country.  But  they 
could  not  alter  the  hahits,  the  feelings, 
the  prejudices,  and  the  means  of  existence 
of  about  5,000.000  or  6,000.000  of  per- 
sons, in  one,  two,  or  three,  or  even  four 
years.  They  must  find  out  other  chan- 
nels for  the  employment  of  the  people,  or 
else  they  must  starve.  There  was  little  or 
no  chance  of  the  potato  ever  heinff  culti- 
vated agaiQ  to  any  extent  in  Ireland.  How 
were  they  then  to  employ  the  people? 
They  had  heard  often  of  the  conacre  system 
that  was  adopted  in  that  country,  by  which 
the  people  were  enabled  to  sustain  their 
lives  in  cultivating  the  potato.  That  hav- 
ing failed  them,  now  was  it  proposed  to 
employ  them  ?  They  could  not  count  on 
this  dreadful  visitation  being  adequately 
overcome  by  an  immediate  remedy.  They 
must  look  forward  to  the  continuation  of 
this  disaster  for  the  next  year  and  the  year 
following.  And  unless  the  State  lent  its 
aid  in  these  matters,  it  would  be  morally 
impossible  for  the  landlords  to  meet  their 
great  difficulties.  It  was  said,  why  did 
not  the  Irish  landlords  support  their  own 
poor  ?  The  principle  was  no  doubt  excel- 
lent, and  could  not  be  denied  by  any  man. 
But  let  them  look  to  the  real  position  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland.  Why,  what  was 
the  position  of  twenty-six  counties  out  of 
thirty-two  counties  ?  Some  of  the  landlords 
had  not  received  one-fourth  of  their  rents. 
In  the  majority  of  cases  one-half  had  only 
been  received;  and  in  several  cases  he 
knew  that  only  about  one-tenth  had  been 
received.  The  landlords  of  Ireland  were 
not  receiving  one-half  of  their  incomes, 
and  the  taxation  for  the  support  of  the 
poor  was  at  least  quadrupled.  He  knew 
of  one  nobleman  in  Tipperary,  who  at  the 
audit  of  his  accounts  in  last  January,  only 
received  540/.  out  of  an  income  amounting 
to  7,400/.  Not  8  per  cent  of  his  income, 
although  his  taxation  was  quadrupled. 
The  landlords  in  his  county  had  been 
attending  most  laboriously  to  the  support 
of  the  poor,  and  had  taxed  themselves  to 
the  fullest  extent  for  that  purpose.  The 
landlords  of  Ireland  had  taxed  themselves, 
in  many  instances,  to  the  amount  of  30f .  in 
the  pound  of  their  rentals,  in  order  to  sup- 
port the  poor  in  the  present  emergency;  and 
m  his  county  (Waterford)  there  were  three 
landlords,  who  at  the  present  moment  em- 
ployed 1 ,200  individuals.  If hon.  Gentlemen 
doubted  that  statement,  he  was  ready  to 
,  tve  the  names  of  those  proprietors.  When 
io  was  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Inver- 


ness (Mr.  H.  Baillie)  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords ought  to  have  taken  means  to  borrow 
money  from  the  Government,  as  the  land- 
lords of  Scotland  had,  his  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  was,  that  he  (Sir  W.  H.  Barron) 
himself  and  other  landlords  had  applied  to 
the  Board  of  Works  for  a  portion  of  the  mil- 
lion of  money  voted  in  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament  for  the  drainage  of  lands  in  Ire- 
land; and  the  reply  that  he  had  got  was  a 
letter,  asking  him  if  he  were  a  tenant  for 
life,  and  stating  that  if  he  were,  he  need  not 
apply,  as  the  Law  officers  of  the  Crown  had 
declared  that  the  conditions  of  the  loaa 
were  not  applicable  to  tenants  for  life. 
Now,  eleven  out  of  twelve  of  the  proprietors 
of  Ireland  were  tenants  for  Ufe  under  set- 
tlement, and  were  unable  therefore  to 
borrow  a  single  shilling  of  that  so  much 
talked  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  employ- 
ing the  people.  They  were,  in  fact,  thrown 
upon  their  own  resources.  He  very  much 
regretted  the  tone  which  had  been  taken 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  on  the  subject  of 
Irish  landlords  and  Irish  loans  genendly. 
The  whole  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  went  against  giving  anv  assist- 
ance whatever  to  public  works  in  Ireland. 
That  was  the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman; and  he  regretted  it  very  much  in- 
deed, for  it  was  a  most  unfortunate  tone 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  It  was  the  duty, 
nay,  the  interest,  of  the  Government  of 
that  House,  and  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, to  show  their  sympathy  for  the  distress 
of  Ireland,  by  giving  every  kind  of  assist- 
ance they  possibly  could  to  all  parts  of 
Ireland,  so  as  to  ensure  the  support  of  the 
people.  He  would  not  dwell  further  upon 
that  subject,  but  dismiss  it  with  the  hope 
that  it  was  not  a  fair  sample  of  the  feelings 
generally  entertained  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  respect  to  Irelana.  tie 
hoped  the  Irish  Members  might  be  spared 
the  infliction  of  such  opinions  from  any 
other  Members  of  the  Government.  Those 
Irish  Members  who  had  supported  the  pre- 
sent Government  tlirough  good  and  evil 
report,  did  not  certainly  deserve  such  cen- 
sure from  a  Member  of  that  Government, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  permitted 
himself  to  use.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  that  the  Bill  was  a  measure  moro 
for  the  relief  of  destitute  shareholders  than 
of  the  destitute  poor  of  Ireland.  That 
might  have  been  a  very  good  antithesis — 
it  might  have  been  a  way  of  putting  the 
question  that  was  very  amusing  to  the 
Uoose;  but  it  was  not  co&aistcnt  with  the 
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facts  of  the  case.  It  was  and  would  bo  a 
Bill  to  gire  relief  to  the  poor  of  Ireland, 
and  that  was  the  reason  why  he  (Sir  W. 
H.  Barron)  voted  for  it.  He  had  no  con- 
nexion wi^  destitute  or  any  other  share- 
holders. ["Question,  question!"]  He 
hoped  he  bad  been  talking  to  the  question, 
and  was  tallking  to  the  question,  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  wander  from  it.  He  knew, 
and  he  was  therefore  warranted  in  stating, 
that  the  Irish  landlords  had  come  forward 
in  the  noblest  and  most  generous  manner, 
in  the  present  emergency,  to  support  the 
poor;  and  the  middle  classes  too,  for  he 
knew,  of  his  own  knowledge,  that  in  the 
city  of  Waterford  the  merchants,  shop- 
keepers, and  other  residents  had  come  for- 
waid,  and  without  the  aid  of  one  shillmg 
from  (joyemment,  had  established  four  dis- 
tinct relief  committees.  If  any  landlords 
had  failed  in  their  duty  to  the  poor,  it  was 
the  absentee  landlords;  but  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  resident  proprietors  had  sacri- 
ficed their  own  comforts  and  made  them- 
sdyes  responsible  for  the  support  of  the 
poor.  But  notwithstanding  all  their  efforts, 
thousands  were  starving,  and  he  therefore 
humbly  implored  the  House  to  afford  those 
poor  people  the  means  of  purchasing  food, 
by  giving  them  employment. 

Sib  R.  peel  said  :  Sir,  it  is  my  wish 
to  discuss  the  proposal  which  has  been 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
spirit  and  temper  befitting  the  deep  sense 
which  I  entertain  of  the  magnitude  of  that 
evil  under  which  Ireland  is  now  suffering, 
and  of  the  magnitude  of  that  future  danger 
which  b,  I  fear,  impending  over  it.  Sir, 
I  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  bring  for- 
ward this  question  in  a  spirit  alien  from  all 
party  considerations.  I  understood  him  to 
bring  it  forward,  not  as  a  measure  in  hos- 
tile rivalry  to  the  proposals  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  but  as  a  contribution 
proffered  by  the  noble  Lord  in  aid  of  the 
measures  by  which  it  is  hoped  to  diminish 
the  sufferings  of  Ireland.  Sir,  in  that 
spirit  it  is  my  intention  to  discuss  this  mea- 
sure. I  am  the  more  inclined  to  do  it  be- 
cause the  vote  I  shall  give  will  be  upon  the 
merits  of  the  question,  and  will  be  in  no 
degree  influenced  by  the  consideration  of 
those  political  consequences  which  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  indicated  as  the 
possible  result  of  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck's)  success.  Sir,  the  proposal 
is,  that  the  credit  of  this  countnr  should  be 
pledged  to  the  amount  of  16,000,0002., 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  employment 
in  making  railways  for  the  poor  in  Ireland. 
VOL.XC.    {JSK} 


The  extent  to  which  it  is  proposed  so  to 
engage  the  credit  of  this  country,  justifies 
— and,  in  my  opinion,  necessitates — some 
reference  to  the  financial  condition  and  the 
financial  prospects  of  this  country.  Sir, 
the  present  financial  condition  of  the  coun- 
try, judging  from  the  returns  made  up  to 
the  beginning  of  January  last,  is,  no  doubt, 
prosperous.  It  would  appear  from  these 
returns  that  the  amount  of  revenue  re- 
ceived within  the  year,  apparently  (I  speak 
of  the  year  endmg  the  5th  of  January 
last)  far  exceeded  tibe  estimate  which  was 
made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer.  That  re- 
venue was  partly  derived  from  sources 
upon  which  he  could  not  have  calcu- 
lated ;  but,  speaking  generally  of  the  or- 
dinary sources  of  revenue  for  ike  year  end- 
ing 5th  January  last,  the  receipts  were 
greater  than  the  most  sanguine  expecta- 
tions could  have  anticipated.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  calculated  the  amount  of  the 
revenue  for  the  year  ending  the  5th  of 
April  next,  at  about  50,900,000/.;  and  the 
receipts  for  the  year  ending  the  5th  of  Ja- 
nuary last  were  not  less  than  53,000,000/., 
being  an  excess  of  2,000,000/.  above  the 
estimate  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  ba- 
lances in  the  Exchequer  were  not  less  than 
9,000,000/.,  and  the  total  amount  of  ex- 
cess of  revenue  over  expenditure  was  about 
2,800,000/.  As  far,  therefore,  as  the  re- 
ceipts and  disbursements  of  ihe  present 
year  are  concerned,  we  may  consiaer  the 
financial  condition  of  the  country  to  be 
prosperous  and  satisfactory.  But  in  re- 
ference to  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord, 
to  pledge  the  credit  of  the  country  to 
the  amount  of  16,000,000/.,  the  matter 
for  our  consideration  is  rather  the  prospect 
of  the  coming  year,  than  the  financial 
condition  of  ^e  country  for  that  which 
is  about  to  close.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  will,  upon  an  early  day, 
state  to  the  House  the  view  which  the 
Government  take  of  the  financial  prospects 
of  the  country.  I  apprehend  they  can 
hardly  calculate  upon  a  receipt  of  revenue 
for  the  coming  financial  year  greater  than 
that  which  will  have  been  received  in  the 
present.  It  is  hardly  possible  to  conceive 
that,  considering  the  high  price  of  pro- 
visions in  this  country,  and  considering 
the  depressed  state  of  manufactures,  at 
least  in  some  of  the  great  branches ;  con- 
sidering also  the  unexpectedly  high  price 
of  the  most  important  of  the  raw  ma- 
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tcrials  of  manufacture — I  mean  cotton ; 
considering  also  the  effect  which  the  high 
price  of  prorisions  throughout  continental 
Europe,  and  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  caused  hj  the  demand  from 
Europe,  must  pnxlucc  upon  the  power  of 
consumption  in  Europe  and  America — it 
is  hardly  possible  to  suppose,  I  saj,  that 
the  concurrence  and  combination  of  these 
causes  should  not  hare  a  material  effect 
upon  tho  future  receipts  of  our  rcrenue. 
As  to  tho  expenditure  of  the  coming  year, 
I  apprehend  we  can  calculate  upon  no 
reduction.  I  find,  indeed,  that  in  the 
great  military  estimates,  those  of  the 
navy,  army,  and  ordnance,  an  addition  of 
not  "less  than  400,000^  is  required  in  the 
next  year.  I  quarrel  not  with  that  in- 
crease ;  I  do  not  believe  that  any  Gorem- 
mcnt  ever  projioscs  estimates  of  this  kind 
without  a  conviction  that  tho  amount  is 
justified  by  the  wants  of  tho  public  ser- 
vice; and  I  allude  not  to  the  proposed  in- 
crease for  any  purpose  of  invidious  con- 
trast. The  fact,  however,  is,  that  in  the 
caso  of  the  military  estimates,  there  is  an 
actual  increase  of  400,000?.;  and  I  can- 
not anticipate  a  reduction  in  the  miscella- 
neous estimates.  It  is  certain,  therefore, 
that  tho  total  expenditure  of  the  next  year 
will  considerably  exceed  that  of  the  pre- 
sent. Then,  Sir,  with  respect  to  Ireland, 
there  cannot  be  a  question  that  tho  neces- 
sary expenditure  which  must  be  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  mitigating  those  hor- 
r«)r8  of  famine  which  the  accounts  of  every 
day  present  to  us,  and  for  the  mitigation 
of  which  I,  for  one,  am  prepared  to  con- 
sent to  a  very  heavy  charge,  to  be  borne 
by  this  country  in  common  with  Ireland — 
there  cannot  l)e  a  question  that  the  result 
will  be  to  cause  a  very  considerable  de- 
ficit, comparing  tho  revenue  of  next  year 
with  tho  nocesRary  expenditure.  Sup- 
posing this  terrible  calamity  in  Ireland  and 
on  the  west  coast  of  Scotland  had  not  oc- 
curred, it  is  possible  the  noble  Lord  might 
have  anticipated  some  considerable  excess 
of  rev»»nuo  over  expenditure.  If  the  total 
expenditure  required  for  Ireland  should  at 
all  approach  the  sum  indicated  by  the  no- 
ble Lord  and  the  Chaneollor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer—  namely,  9,000,000/.,  or,  possi- 
bly. 11.000.0<K>f.,  in  that  case  1  consider 
it  highly  probable  there  will  be,  on  the 
5th  of  April,  I S48,  a  deficit  t»f  not  less 
than  7.0<M\0«lor  or  8.000,0<X)f.  But  I 
fear  we  must  not  limit  the  extraordinary 
demand  on  account  of  the  Irish  calamity 
to  the  present  year.    I  believe  joa  will 


be  required,  in  a  liberal  and  indulgent 
spirit,  to  estimate  the  necessities  of  the 
future.  I  believe  you  cannot  trust,  I  hope 
you  will  not  trust,  to  that  root  on  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  have  hitherto  depend- 
ed for  tneir  chief  subsistence.  If  yon  can- 
not trust  to  it,  depend  upon  it  by  no  appli- 
cation of  skill  to  the  production  of  other 
food  in  Ireland,  will  you  be  able  to  provide 
sustenance  for  nearly  the  same  number  of 
people.  The  great  object,  therefore,  after 
providing  for  the  absolute  necessities  of  the 
present  emergency,  must  be  to  consider 
what  are  those  measures,  conceived  in  a 
wise  and  iust  and  generous  spirit,  which 
may  by  the  foundation  of  that  social  re- 
generation, which,  so  far  at  least  as  sub- 
sistence is  concerned,  must  be  in  your  coq« 
templation.  To  cany  out  these  future 
measures  may  demand  continued  pectmi- 
ary  sacrifices;  and  consequently  the  burden 
upon  the  finances  may  not  be  limited  to 
that  sum  of  seven  or  eight  millions  of 
which  I  have  spoken,  but  will  probably  be 
increased  by  a  considerable  demand  for  aid 
from  the  public  purse.  With  these  pros- 
pects before  us,  let  us  advert  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  that  which  is  significantly  and 
familiarly  known  by  the  name  of  the  money 
market.  The  reference  to  it  aeems  to 
excite  a  smile  in  some  quarters;  but  the 
money  market,  in  the  sense  in  which  I 
am  using  the  phrase,  means  neither  more 
nor  less  than  tho  terms  on  which  the 
public  can  borrow  the  loans  which  are 
necessary  for  meeting  the  public  exigen- 
cies. A  loan  for  that  purpose  is  signi- 
ficant of  taxation.  It  is  a  burden  on  the 
people  which  must  be  provided  for  by  sonio 
species  of  taxation.  Well,  then,  I  find 
that  the  three  per  cents,  which  a  short  time 
since  were  at  not  less  than  par,  and  which 
within  these  three  years  were,  I  think, 
nearly  at  100,  are  at  the  present  time 
not  more  than  91.  The  fall  in  the  value 
of  funded  property  within  the  last  six  or 
seven  months  amounts  to  not  less  than  5 
per  cent.  So  much  for  the  funded  debt. 
Now  look  at  the  state  of  the  unfund«>d 
del)t.  On  the  very  day  on  which  I  am 
sneaking,  it  is  almost  a  question  whc- 
tlier  some  description  of  Exchequer-bills 
are  not  at  a  discount.  At  any  rate,  they 
are  not  at  more  than  4*.  or  59,  premium; 
and  of  course  the  existing  state  of  tho 
unfunded  debt  is  a  material  consideration 
in  discussing  a  measure  which  proposes  to 
increase  it.  Sir.  with  respect  to  foreipn 
affairs,  I  am  ready  to  put  confidence  in 
the  asaurance  giren  bj  Uer  Majctt j  on  the 
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first  day  of  the  Session,  that  Her  Majesty 
confidently  trusts  to  the  continued  mainte- 
nance of  public  tranquillity.  I  heard  that 
general  assurance  with  great  satisfaction  ; 
but  xny  confidence  in  it  was  somewhat  im- 
paired by  a  reflection  on  the  present  state 
of  our  relations  with  that  great  country, 
France,  with  which  we  have  had  discus- 
nons — necessarily  had  discussions — ^in  con- 
sequence of  recent  events  in  Spain.  My 
confidence  in  that  general  assurance  was 
also  diminished  by  ^e  notorious  fact,  that 
Her  Majesty  was  obliged  to  accompany  it 
by  a  plain  and  positive  declaration  that 
three  of  the  great  Powers  of  Europe  had 
been  recently  guilty  of  a  manifest  viola- 
tion of  the  Treaty  of  "Vienna.  It  is  then, 
Sir,  at  this  period,  with  the  three  per  cents 
at  91,  with  Exchequer-bills  scarcely  at  a 
premium,  with  our  relations  with  foreign 
rowers  in  a  state  to  justify  at  least  great 
anxiety,  if  not  great  apprehension — ^it  is 
at  this  moment  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
called  upon  Us  to  authorize  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  to  contract  engagements 
which,  spread  over  four  yeArs,  may  amount 
to  the  sum  of  16,000.0003.  These  en- 
eagements  are  altogether  independent  of 
mat  obligation  which  I  contemplate  to  be 
highly  probable,  namely,  the  obligation  to 
provide  for  a  deficit  of  7,000,000/.  or 
8,000,000?.  within  the  coming  year.  But 
how  is  that  deficit  to  be  met?  What 
means  has  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  to  provide  for  it  ?  I  know 
of  none,  excepting  either  by  drawing  on 
those  balances  in  the  E  xchequer,  the  amount 
of  which  it  is  of  the  utmost  convenience 
to  miuntain ;  or  by  a  vigorous  effort  to  in- 
crease direct  taxation  to  be  visited  on  all 
parts,  I  presume,  of  the  United  Kingdom; 
or  by  the  further  issue  of  Exchequer-bills 
in  the  present  critical  state  of  the  imfunded 
debt;  or  by  the  contraction  of  a  loan  to  the 
amount  which  may  be  required.  One  or 
other  of  these  methods  of  supplying  this 
deficit  must,  I  apprehend,  be  resorted  to. 
Sir,  this  is  the  position  in  which  we  stand, 
independently  of  the  proposition  of  the  no- 
ble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  for  an  addi- 
tional mortgage  of  the  public  credit  to  the 
extent  of  16,000,0003.  I  am  sure  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Admi- 
nistration win  acquit  me  of  any  desire  of 
referring  to  this  part  of  the  subject 
for  the  purpose  of  crimination  or  blame. 
The  necessity  of  acting  has  been  im- 
posed on  the  Government  by  a  groat 
public  calamity;  and  let  the  Finance  Min- 
ister of  the  country  have  been  who  he 


may,  the  demand  would  have  been  equally 
large.  Suppose,  now,  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  think  it  advisable  to  resort  to  a 
loan,  or, to  a  fresh  issue  of  Exchequer- 
bills,  which  is  identical  in  this  respect  with 
a  loan,  for  it  is  borrowing  money;  then  I 
am  compelled  to  ask,  is  it  advisable  that 
we  should  increase  the  difficulties  of  his 
financial  position  by  urging  him  to  enter 
into  additional  engagements  to  the  amount 
of  16,000,000^.  such  engagements  to  be 
spread  over  four  years?  Sir,  I  totally 
differ  from  those  who  contend  that  we  can 
pledge  the  public  credit  of  this  country  to 
an  indefinite  extent,  for  the  purpose  of 
aiding  private  commercial  speculation,  with- 
out suWecting  the  country  to  the  risk  of 
loss.  There  may  be  the  prospect  or  even 
certainty  of  the  repayment  of  the  capital 
advanced ;  but  there  may  notwithstanding 
be  loss — ^absolute  pecuniary  loss — ^by  the 
transaction.  It  is  quite  clear  that,  in  addi« 
tion  to  the  six  or  seven  millions  which  the 
noble  Lord  may  find  it  absolutely  necessary 
to  provide,  he  would  have  to  provide  four 
millions  for  the  present  year,  and  twelve 
millions  for  the  next  three  years ;  and,  de- 
pend upon  it,  that  so  serious  an  addition 
to  the  unfunded  debt  would  require  a  posi- 
tive addition  to  the  interest  paid  on  Ex- 
chequer-bills. What  is  the  public  credit 
of  the  State  ?  It  is  part  of  the  national 
property — it  is  one  element  of  our  financial 
strength.  You  cannot  appropriate  a  great 
portion  of  the  public  credit  to  the  encou- 
ragement of  railway  speculation,  without, 
at  the  same  time,  fettering  your  power 
to  appeal  to  the  same  resource,  should 
the  public  exigencies  require  it.  There- 
fore, I  say,  the  application  of  the  na- 
tional credit  to  the  encouragement  of 
commercial  undertakings,  is  the  same  in 
principle  as  the  application  of  public  money 
to  the  same  purpose.  It  makes  you  the 
less  able  to  avail  yourself  of  your  credit  for 
national  purposes.  The  loan  you  may 
have  to  raise  for  such  purposes  will  be 
raised  on  less  advantageous  terms — that 
is  to  say,  more  money  must  be  paid  from 
the  taxes  to  the  public  creditor. 

Some  observations  have  been  made  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion  about  Gentlemen 
not  having  read  the  Bill,  and  misrepresent- 
ing its  provisions.  I  can  assure  the  noble 
Lord  that  I  have  read  the  Bill ;  and  that  it 
is  not  my  intention  to  misrepresent  it  in 
any  respect.  If  I  understand  the  Bill,  its 
purpose  is  this — to  enable  the  Treasury 
to  advance  for  the  next  four  years  a  sum, 
the  maximum  of  which  is  16,000,000/, 
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It  does  not  impose  on  the  Treasury 
the  ohlintion  of  advancing  the  whole  of 
the  16,000,000/.;  hut  still  the  whole  of 
the  emleolations  of  the  amount  of  honefit  to 
be  deriTed  from  the  employment  of  a  large 
number  of  labourers,  proceed  on  the  as- 
sunption  that  the  whole  sum  will  be  ad- 
Tanced.  The  noble  Lord  says  that  there 
are  1,500  miles  of  railway  to  be  made  in 
IreUnd  (excepting  that  portion  already 
completed),  and  that  the  work  will  employ 
110,000  labourers,  and  give  support  to 
550,000  persons.  That  estimate  implies 
that  the  powers  granted  to  the  Treasury 
will  be  exercised  to  their  full  extent.  If, 
upon  a  rigorous  investigation  into  the 
merits  of  the  various  railway  schemes, 
the  whole  amount  of  tho  16,000,000/. 
should  not  be  advanced;  if,  for  instance, 
12,000,000/.  only,  instead  of  16,000,000/., 
should  be  required  in  the  course  of  four 
years,  we  must  make  a  corresponding  de- 
duction from  the  advantage  expected  to 
be  derived  from  the  measure.  Observe, 
however,  that  the  proposed  advance  of 
16,000,000/.  is  not  limited  to  raiht)ads 
which  have  already  received  the  assent 
of  Parliament.  If,  upon  investigation 
by  the  Conmiissioners,  it  should  appear 
that  there  is  in  Ireland  of  railways  wnich 
have  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament  a 
number  sufficient  to  justify  an  advance 
not  exceeding  12,000,000/.,  there  is  power 
given  by  the  Bill  to  advance  tho  re- 
maining sum  of  4,000,000/.  to  any  rail- 
roads which  may  hereafter  receive  such 
sanction.  As  I  read  the  Bill,  the  Trea- 
sury is  not  only  liable  to  be  called  upon 
to  do  this,  but  it  is  compulsory  on  it 
to  obey  tho  call.  It  has  no  discre- 
tion to  withhold  the  money,  provided  the 
Railroad  Commissioners  certify  that  the 
construction  of  particular  railroads  would 
be  for  the  public  benefit,  and  afford  em- 
ployment to  the  people.  The  Treasury, 
therefore,  is  to  be  used  as  a  mere  instru- 
ment— the  power  of  judging  whether  pub- 
lic money  ought  to  bo  advanced  in  certain 
castas  is  to  be  taken  from  that  department 
which  is  responsible  to  the  House  for  the 
management  of  the  public  revenue,  and 
to  be  transferred  to  a  railway  board.  The 
hou.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  said,  that 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  were  actu- 
ated by  a  fellow-feeling  in  considering  a 
question  like  this:  their  common  object  is 
to  proteot  the  public  purse.  The  fellow- 
feehng  a  railway  Wnl  would  be  just 
V  Their  sympathies  would  be  with 
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proposition  to  leave  the  Treasury  no  ontioa 
with  respect  to  the  advance  of  16,000,000/. 
of  public  money;  but  to  compel  them  to 
pay  all  that  is  demanded  upon  receiving  a 
certificate  from  a  board  of  Railway  Com- 
missioners, in  no  way  responsible  for  the 
public  expenditure — in  no  way  interetted  in 
protecting  it — I  say  it  is  a  novel  principle  in 
our  legislation  to  make  the  Treasury  a  mere 
instrument  in  the  hands  of  the  Kailway 
Commissioners,  and  to  compel  the  Treasury, 
on  receiving  from  them  a  certificate — which, 
by  the  by,  is  not  of  a  very  stringent  cha- 
racter— to  advance  the  public  money.  The 
certificate  required,  is  to  this  effect — that 
the  railroad  would  be  of  public  advantage, 
and  in  its  construction  afiord  beneficial  em- 
ployment to  labourers.  Nothing  is  to  be  said 
in  the  certificate  about  the  certainty  of  the 
repayment  of  the  money.  All  that  is  re- 
quired in  the  certificate,  is  a  declaration  of 
opinion  that  the  railroads  would  be  of  pub- 
lic advantage,  and  afford  beneficial  em- 
ployment for  labour;  and  npon  receiving 
that,  the  financial  department  of  the  coun- 
try would  have  no  option,  but  most,  what- 
ever they  may  think  of  the  security,  ad- 
vance 16,000,000/.,  if  required,  in  the 
course  of  four  years,  in  addition  to  pro- 
viding, either  by  direct  taxation  or  by 
loan,  or  by  the  issue  of  Exchequer-bills, 
7,000,000/.  or  8,000,000/.  to  meet  a  defi- 
cit in  the  public  revenue.  Now,  what  are 
the  prospects  of  repayment  ?  It  has  been 
generally  assumed  m  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate, that  wo  shall,  at  any  rate,  get  back 
our  capital  at  the  expiration  of  thirty  years. 
But,  observe,  this  Bill,  if  I  construe  it 
rightly,  merely  provides  that  there  shall 
be  paid  <hi  the  advance  during  thirty 
years,  such  a  rate  of  interest  equ^  to  that 
paid  to  the  holders  of  Exchequer-bills. 
There  is  no  such  provuion  in  this  Bill 
as  was  contained  in  the  Drainage  Act  of 
last  Session — there  is  no  obligation  on 
the  railroad  companies  to  provide,  without 
delay,  for  the  gradual  repayment  of  the 
principal.  Last  year  we  advanced  money 
for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  draining  at 
a  very  low  rate  of  interest — at  the  rate  of 
3 1  per  cent.  We,  however,  provided  that 
from  tho  date  of  the  advances,  the  repay- 
ment of  the  principal  should  commence. 
We  provided  that  there  should  be  an  an- 
nual payment  of  not  less  than  6|  per  cent, 
at  which  rate  it  would  take  twenty- two 
years  before  the  whole  of  the  principal 
would  be  repaid.  But  by  this  Bill,  if  the 
railway  company  should  pay  the  annual  in- 
terest on  the  mornj  aavanced  to  them. 
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thej  cotild  not  be  required  to  repay 
anj  portion  of  the  capital  until  thirty 
years  should  have  elapsed.  Well,  even 
at  that  remote  period — for  remote  it  is, 
speaking  in  a  financial  point  of  view — is 
there  a  certain  prospect  of  getting  back 
any  part  of  the  debt  ?  By  no  means.  Power 
is  giren  to  the  Crown  to  extend  the  period 
for  the  repayment  of  any  portion  of  the  capi- 
tal beyond  the  assigned  limit  of  thirty  years. 
Just  see  how  this  will  operate  on  future 
railroads.  There  is  a  public  notification 
to  all  incipient  railroads,  that,  provided 
the  shareholders  can  pay  up  20  per  cent 
of  th^  capital,  and  obtain  a  certificate 
from  the  Railroad  Commissioners,  they 
can  at  once  compel  the  Treasury  to  ad- 
vance 40  per  cent,  or  double  the  amount 
which  the  subscribers  have  paid  on  their 
shares.  They  know  that  for  thirty  years 
they  are  not  liable  to  repay  any  por- 
tion of  the  capital.  They  know  also, 
that  power  exists  in  the  Treasury  at  the 
end  of  thirty  years,  if  the  scheme  is 
not  promising,  to  extend  the  period  of 
repayment  indefinitely.  Now,  it  was  only 
last  year  that  we  were  all  impressed  with 
the  danger  that  arose  from  excessive  rail- 
way speculation.  At  the  beginning  of  last 
Session,  the  question  was,  how  we  could 
impose  restrictions  on  the  mania  with 
which  the  public  was  affected.  Did  we  not 
all  fear  that  operations  in  the  money 
market  for  national  purposes  would  be 
materially  prejudiced  by  railroad  specula- 
tions ?  The  question  mooted  was,  whether 
you  would  limit  the  amount  of  capital — 
of  capital  the  property  of  individuals — 
which  might  be  employed  in  railway  spe- 
culations ?  The  difficulty  was  found  to  be 
so  great  that  the  idea  was  abandoned ;  but 
there  are  very  grave  doubts  still  enter- 
tuned  whether  tiie  restriction  would  not 
have  been  politic.  But  the  present  Bill 
adopts  the  opposite  principle.  It  not  only 
does  not  restrict  and  discourage  private 
speculation,  but  foments  it  at  the  public 
cost.  It  enables  private  parties,  having 
obtuned  an  Act,  and  a  certificate  from 
the  Commissioners  of  Railways  setting 
forth  that  the  speedy  completion  of  the 
works  will  be  of  public  advantage,  and 
will  afford  beneficial  employment  for  la- 
bour, to  procure  from  the  Treasury  an 
advance  of  40^  for  every  20L  which 
may  be  contributed  by  the  shareholders, 
with  an  assurance,  also,  that  for  thirty 
years  there  shall  be  no  demand  for  repay- 
ment, and  that  a  power  shall  exist  to  defer 
repayment  even  after  the  lapse  of  thirty 


years.  Now  I,  for  one,  am  willing  to  make 
great  sacrifices  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
employment  for  the  poor  in  Ireland ;  but  I 
must  at  once  say,  that  the  proposed  be- 
nefit to  the  shareholders  in  Irish  railways, 
is  greater  than  can  possibly  be  justified  on 
any  public  grounds.  We  must  not,  it  is 
true,  judge  of  any  proposal  that  is  made 
for  the  interest  of  Ireland  at  the  present 
crisis,  by  the  ordinary  rules  which  we  ap- 
ply to  matters  of  this  kind :  the  measure 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  is,  no  doubt, 
open  to  grave  objections;  but  we  must  not 
necessarOy  reject  it  upon  these  grounds, 
for  they  are  equally  applicable  to  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Government.  But, 
making  every  allowance  for  the  excep- 
tional nature  of  the  present  crisis  in  Ire- 
land, the  proposal  in  this  Bill,  with  re- 
ference to  shareholders  in  Irish  railways, 
is  unjust  as  concerns  the  vast  mass  of  the 
community  subject  to  taxation.  You  cannot 
benefit  the  shareholders  in  Irish  railways 
by  the  grant  of  public  money,  or  the  use 
of  public  credit,  without  injuring  other  per- 
sons, by  adding  to  the  heavy  burden  of 
taxation.  An  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits 
near  me,  took  particular  pride  in  that 
clause  of  the  Bill  which  enables  the  rail- 
roads to  pay  off  their  existing  obligations. 
From  what  fund  are  they  to  pay  them  ? 
From  the  public.  Here  are  certain  share- 
holders, who  are  bound  to  pay  up  the  calls 
or  to  forfeit  their  shares,  and  who  have  in- 
curred certain  debts ;  and  the  first  appli- 
cation of  this  public  money  is  to  be,  to 
enable  them  to  pay  those  debts.  This, 
says  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Hudson),  **  this  will  make  the  coast 
clear,  and  then  the  public  will  have  an  in- 
creased security  by  getting  rid  of  the  prior 
incumbrances."  That  is  to  say,  they  are 
to  get  better  security  for  the  payment  of 
their  own  demands,  by  first  paying  the 
debt  due  to  other  persons.  The  share- 
holders in  other  railroads  are  borrowing 
money  at  5,  and  in  some  cases  at  6  per 
cent;  railroads  that  give  the  most  unex- 
ceptionable security  are  offering  5  per 
cent.  Just  see  what  these  English  rail- 
roads have  done.  Such  is  the  state  of  the 
money  market  in  Great  Britain,  that  ac- 
cording to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Hudson),  they  have 
raised  a  capital  of  10,000,000?.  within  the 
last  three  or  four  months;  and  in  making 
the  calls  for  that  amount,  they  have  met 
with  no  default.  What  a  decisive  proof 
that  if  good  security  can  be  given,  money 
can  be   raised  without   the    intervention 
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of  GoYoniment !  Tho  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Hudson)  says  to  us,  "  Don't  suppose  that  I 
have  any  interest  in  this  affair ;  don't  sup- 
pose that  I  have  a  share  in  any  Irish  rail- 
roads; I  will  givo  you" — and  I  believe 
him — **I  will  give  you,  disinterestedly, 
my  advice  and  assistance,  but  I  shall  de- 
rive no  benefit  whatever  from  this  mea- 
sure; as  for  shares  in  Irish  railroads,  I 
disclaim  anything  of  the  sort."  But  is  it 
not  a  notorious  fact,  that  many  of  the 
shareholders  in  Irish  railroads  are  English- 
men ?  Is  it  not  possible,  that  English 
railroad  companies  may  have  shares  in 
Irish  railways?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Badnorshire  (Sir  J.  Walsh)  said,  "See 
what  an  emormous  profit" — ^that  was  his 
expression — "  this  will  be  to  the  English 
railways ;  if  you  make  a  railroad,  the  ter- 
minus of  which  is  at  Waterford,  or  Dub- 
lin, you  cannot  suppose  tho  passengers 
wiU  stop  there ;  the  passengers  brought  to 
Waterford,  or  Cork,  or  Dublin,  come  there 
for  the  purpose  of  passing  on  to  the  English 
railroads;  and  "enormous  profits" — again 
I  quote  his  expression — "  will  be  made  by 
the  English  radroads. "  Well,  but  if  Enff- 
lish  raUroad  companies,  paying  dividends 
to  their  shareholders  of  some  10  or  12 
per  cent,  are  great  holders  in  Irish  rail- 
way speculations — if  this  encouragement  of 
additional  railway  enterprise  in  Ireland  is 
to  be  attended  with  "  enormous  profits" 
for  the  future  to  these  English  railroads — 
with  what  pretext  of  justice  can  they  ask 
me  to  advance  tbe  public  money  to  for- 
ward their  interest?  Take  the  Birming- 
ham, or  the  Great  Western,  or  any  other 
great  line  of  railway,  and  suppose,  as  is 
alleged,  that  the  establishment  of  railways 
in  Ireland  would  produce  "  enormous  pro- 
fit"  to  these  English  companies,  would  it 
not  bo  manifestly  unjust  to  add  to  the 
taxation  of  this  country,  in  order  that  that 
class  of  shareholders  in  Irish  railways 
might  obtain  money  at  34  per  cent,  for 
wliich  they  ought  to  pay  5  or  6  ?  Why 
should  such  parties  bo  empowered  to  raise 
money  at  3^  instead  of  G  per  cent,  and 
thus  receive  an  annual  bonus  of  2|  upon 
every  lOOZ.  fur  which  they  had  rendered 
themselves  liable  ?  Sir,  I  wiU  not  pledge 
tho  public  credit  for  any  such  purpose. 
It  would  bo  a  direct  bonus  to  tne  Irish 
raUwaj  companies  of  25,0002.  annually 
in  tho  shape  of  interest  on  every  million  of 
money  that  they  borrow;  if,  as  we  arc  at* 
Burod,  Irish  railway  enterprises  will  be  at- 
tended with  such  enormous  profits  to  Eng- 
lish railroad  companici — even  if  those  com- 


panics  hare  now  no  shares  in  Irish  rail- 
ways, they  ought  to  be  the  parties  to  for- 
ward them.  Nut  only  am  I  not  prepared, 
therefore,  to  assist  that  descnption  of 
shareholders;  but  if  the  accounts  of  the 
bearinff  of  Irish  railroads  on  the  prosperity 
of  Engush  railroads  be  true,  there  is  a  great 
inducement  for  English  companies,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hudson)  at  tho  head  of 
them,  to  come  forward  liberally  in  aid  of 
the  Irish  railroads. 

If  this  measure  were  reaUy  calculated, 
as  I  am  confident  the  noble  Lord  sincerely 
beheves  it,  to  be  a  great  instrument  for  tho 
future  regeneration  of  Ireland,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  that  even  financial  diffi- 
culties should  interpose  any  necessary  ob- 
stacle to  its  adoption;  but  it  is  because 
I  doubt  whether  even  if  you  have 
16,000,0001.,  or  one-half  that  amount  to 
expend,  you  might  not  expend  it  in  Ire- 
land with  a  greater  prospect  of  advantage 
to  that  countrr.  It  is  because  I  doubt 
the  policy  of  the  proposal,  apart  from  tho 
question  of  financial  difficulties,  that  I 
hesitate  in  giring  my  assent  to  the  mea- 
sure of  the  noble  Lora. 

The  hon.  Qentleman  who  condnded  the 
debate  last  night  (Mr.  Disraeli),  adverted 
to  that  which  I  deem  to  be  one  of  the 
main  considerations  to  be  borne  in  mind 
on  this  occasion.  I  will  not  enter  into  that 
part  of  his  argument  which  related  to  the 
alleged  mistakes  of  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. But  while  the  hon.  Gentleman 
adverted  to  mistakes  which  he  said  were 
made  by  three  Chancellors  of  the  Exche- 
quer, I  think  there  was  one  mistake  into 
which  he  himself  fell.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  adverting  to  the  proofs  which 
abounded  of  the  poverty  and  inferiority  of 
Ireland,  as  compared  with  Great  Britain; 
and  he  alleged  as  his  decisive  proof  of 
depression  and  inferiority,  the  contrast 
that  was  presented,  if  I  understood  him 
aright,  between  the  amount  of  the  cor- 
rency  in  Scotland,  and  the  amount  of  the 
currency  in  Ireland,  as  compared  with  the 
population  of  the  two  countries.  Now, 
the  amount  of  tho  currency,  surely,  is  a 
most  fallacious  test  of  the  prosperity  of  a 
country.  The  pride  and  boast  of  Scotland 
is,  that  it  has  not  increased  its  note  circu- 
lation for  several  years;  but  that  by  a  pro- 
vident management  of  it,  that  countrr  oat 
been  enabled  to  eoodoct  its  incroased  con- 
cerns. Though  there  is  no  country  on  tho 
face  of  the  earth  b  which  the  advance  of 
prosperity  has  been  so  rapid,  yet  if  you  com- 
pare tho  note  currency  of  Scotlanid  thirty 
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years  back  with  its  present  amount,  you 
will  find  no  great  difference  in  it.  To  look, 
therefore,  to  the  amount  of  currency  in  a 
country  as  a  test  of  its  prosperity,  is  most 
fallacious.  The  )ion.  Member  thinks  it  to 
be  a  ccmdusiye  proof  that  Ireland  is  not 
so  prosperous  as  Scotland,  because  in  Ire- 
land the  amount  of  currency,  as  he  stated, 
13  only  12.  per  head  of  the  populf^tion, 
whereas  in  Scofla^d  it  is  162.  per  head. 
I  say  that  it  is  impossible  to  place  the 
least  reliance  on  that  test.  [Mr.  Pisbaeli 
spoke  not  of  currency,  but  of  bank  capi- 
taL]  If  I  misunderstood  ^e  hon.  GenUe- 
man,  I  will  not  pursue  that  subject  fur- 
ther; I  will  advert  \o  the  much  more  im- 
portant consideration  which  is  the  founda- 
tion of  the  whole  aj^gumen^  in  favour  of  the 
present  measure.  The  hon.  (Jentleman 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  says — 

"  I  admit  the  truth  of  the  abstract  doctrine, 
that  it  is  better  to  leave  commercial  enterprise 
without  State  interference.  I  think  that  doctrine 
net  only  abstractedly  tme,  but  I  think  that  in  the 
east  of  ^gland  it  is  practically  applicable.  In 
KngUnd  the  prospect  of  oonunercial  gain  is  all 
that  rmla^s  the  o<mduct  of  the  specnlator ;  he 
ascertains  the  cost  of  the  work,  the  probability  of 
the  amount  of  tra^,  the  number  of  men  he  will 
bare  to  employ,  and  by  purely  commero&l  princi- 
ples he  determines  whether  or  not  he  shall  em- 
bark ia  a  certain  undertaking ;  therefore,  this  ab- 
stract doctrine  is  practically  applicable  to  a  coun- 
try like  England.'* 

Bat  the  hon.  Crentleman  proceeds  to  say 
that— 

*'  This  doctrine  \9  not  practically  applicable  to 
Irdand,  for  there  political  considerations  over- 
power  the  commercial;  the  l^tate  has  misgo- 
Temed  IreUnd,  and  therefore  the  State  ought 
to  interfere  for  the  encouragement  of  commercial 
enterprise  in  Ireland." 

That  is  an  argument  which  I  am  about  to 
contest.  I  do  not  admit  that  it  is  for  the 
advantage  c^  Ireland  that  political  consi- 
derations should  overpower  the  commer- 
cial ;  and  I  contend  that,  in  Ireland,  as  in 
every  other  country,  commercial  consider- 
ations ought  to  determine  commercial  un- 
dertakings. If,  indeed,  I  am  to  judge  fxom 
the  aiguments  and  statements  made  use  of 
in  the  course  of  the  present  debate,  it  is 
clear  that  Ireland  ought  not  to  be  exempt- 
ed firom  the  application  of  that  principle 
which  is  admitted  to  be  abstractedly  per- 
fect. I  have  listened  with  great  attention 
to  moat  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  in  favour  of  the  present  measure, 
and  they  have  succeeded  in  convincing  me 
that  if  their  assumptions  and  statements 
be  eorreotf  it  is  the  manifest  interest  of 
Irish  proprietors  to  encourage  from  their 
own  resonrcea  these  railway  speculations. 


The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn 
made  this  statement.     He  said — 

*'  Complete  1,600  miles  of  Irish  railroads,  and 
see  what  will  be  the  bonus  to  the  Irish  landlords. 
The  land  on  every  square  mile  adjoining  the  rail- 
roads will  be  improved ;  every  acre  in  the  vicinity 
will  have  a  pontive  addition  to  the  value  of  its 
rental ;  and,  taking  that  increased  annual  value, 
at  a  low  estimate,  to  be  10«.  an  acre  over  the  whole 
nimiber  of  ;^!res  so  improved,  the  rental  of  the 
whole  number  will  be  raised  about  900,000i[. ; 
and,"  converting  the  increased  rent  into  capital, 
the  amount  would  not  be  less  than  28,000,0002." 

23,000,0002.  for  the  Irish  landlords  to  bo 
derived  from  the  improved  value  of  their 
property,  in  consequence  of  railroad  enter- 
prise! Then  why  do  not  the  Irish  land- 
lords promote  these  undertakings  ?  While 
we  are  willing  to  advance  all  that  is  neces- 
sary for  the  relief  of  the  destitute,  and  I 
say,  also,  for  improving  the  moral  condition 
permanently  of  Uie  labouring  poor;  have  we 
not  a  right  to  call  on  the  Irish  landowner^ 
in  the  vicinity  of  these  proposed  railroad 
lines  to  ffive  every  facility  to  enterprises 
from  which  they  are  to  derive  23,00Q,000J. 
of  clear  pecuniary  profit  ?  I  will  now  take 
the  case  of  the  Gal  way  fisheries — of  the 
Ciaddagh  fishermen  who  have  been  ex- 
pressly name4*  It  has  been  said  that 
they  can  go  out  and  return  in  a  single 
night,  bringing  in  a  cjuaptity  of  herrings, 
which  wom4  insure  a  return  of  4, 000 J. 
for  one  night;  and  the  noble  Jjord  the 
Member  for  Stamford  said — 

**  See  what  a  benefit  railroads  would  be  to  the 
Irish  fishermen  ;  for  they  would  be  enabled  then 
to  take  fish  to  Dublin,  and  to  the  intervening  parts 
of  the  country ;  and  these  Ciaddagh  fishermen, 
instead  of  lying  idle  for  three  or  four  nights  toge- 
ther, would  then  be  enabled  to  catch  fish  every 
night  in  the  week,  and  distribute  it  over  the  coun- 
try, for  which  they  would  get  a  return  of  4,0007. 
a  night." 

Are  not  these  just  the  commercial  con- 
siderations which  ought  to  enter  into  th^ 
minds  of  the  Irish  themselves  ?  Land  is  to 
be  trebled  in  value — fisheries  are  to  be 
encouraged.  Are  not  these  commercial 
considerations  ?  [Mr.  Hudson  :  There  b 
no  money  in  Ireland.]  There  is  po  money, 
says  the  hon.  Gentlepian;  but  there  is  that 
great  fund  on  which  he  himself  recently 
raised  his  10,000,0002.,  namely,  the  pros- 
pect of  gain.  If  these  railroads  are,  as  we 
are  assured,  to  be  so  profitable,  why  should 
not  British  capital  be  invested  in  them? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  says,  that  in  Ireland  political  con- 
siderations overwhelm  the  ordinary  com* 
mcrcial  operations.  He  says,  that  the 
shareholder  in  Irish  railroads  finds  great 
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difficulij  in  procnring  lAnd;  he  finds  com- 
plicated interests,  and  a  confused  tenure  of 
property,  and  mucli  greater  diffienltj  in 
procuring  land  in  Ireland  than  tlie  English 
railroad  companies  find  in  England.  Then, 
I  saj,  the  remedy  for  this  is,  to  facilitate 
the  means  of  procuring  land.  The  nohle 
Lord  the  Memh«r  for  Lynn  has  maintained 
that  it  is  for  the  peconiary  interest  of  the 
Irish  landowner  that  his  land  should  he 
taken  for  the  constmction  of  raflways. 
Then,  if  the  Irish  railway  companies  ex* 
perience  great  difficulty  in  procuring  land 
Rom  the  owners  of  it,  take  means  to  faci- 
litate the  purchase  of  it  on  fair  terms.  It 
is  proved  to  he  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
landowners  to  part  with  their  lands  for 
such  a  purpose.  Nothing  could  he  more 
easy.  It  was  done  with  respect  to  the 
Shannon  Nayigation.  It^  was  not  there 
left  to  the  owners  of  land  to  demand  an 
arbitrary  sum,  but  the  amount  was  left 
to  be  determined  by  commissioners;  and 
I  am  told  that  the  award  of  the  commis- 
sioners was  so  just  with  respect  to  all  the 
complicated  interests  concerned,  that  there 
was  not  a  single  appeal  against  their  de- 
cision. I  entreat  then  the  Irish  landlords 
maturely  to  consider  whether  one  war  to 
promote  railway  enterprise  in  Ireland,  is 
not  to  simplify  and  facilitate  the  pur- 
chase of  land.  I  do  not  ask  them  to 
giye  it  up  without  a  fair  equiralent;  but, 
instead  of  leaving  the  railroad  companies 
to  deal  with  four  or  five  complicated  in- 
terests in  each  acre  of  land,  let  them  vo- 
luntarily press  on  the  Qovemment  the  po- 
licy of  enabling  the  RaOroad  Commissioners 
to  deal  with  knd,  as  I  believe  it  is  dealt 
with  in  France  and  Belgium,  and  by  a  fair 
and  liberal  award  to  diminish  those  difficul- 
ties under  which  railroad  companies  labour 
in  Ireland.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  says  that  the  Irish  raiboad  com- 
panies, after  employing  men,  would  have 
them  taken  away  by  some  p^rty  proces- 
sion. They  could  not  send,  it  is  said,  the 
men  to  church  or  to  chapel  without  the 
fear  that  they  would  join  some  party  pro- 
cession, arising  out  of  religious  animosities. 
What  is  the  euro  for  those  animosities? 
Bring  men  to  act  together  in  the  pur- 
suit of  gain — unite  Uiem  in  a  common 
interest.  If  the  Government  were  to  hold 
the  doctrine  that  Ireland  is  different  from 
other  countries;  that  it  is  not  fit  to  be 
trusted  with  its  own  concerns;  that  the 
Govemroont  must  do  everything  which  is 
done  by  individual  exertion  here,  and  in 
Scotland^^epend  on  it  these  religious  ani* 


mouties  will  never  he  extinguished.  But 
invite  the  Irish  to  take  part  in  the  con- 
cerns of  their  common  country,  and  then, 
if  rdigious  animosities  should  be  found  to 
obetmet  the  success  of  commercial  enter- 
prises, the  Irish  would  find  it  their  inter- 
est and  duty  to  discourage  both  party 
processions  and  rdigioos  animosities;  and 
the  double  advantage  would  be  gained — 
the  extension  of  ccnnmereial  undertakings, 
and  the  discouragement  of  a  great  social 
eviL  The  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury 
proceeded  as  others  had  done  to  demon- 
strate the  advantage  railroads  would  con- 
fer on  Ireland;  he  says  there  is  a  bed  of 
coal  at  Mallow  more  extensive  than  any 
coal  field  in  England;  make  a  railroaiC 
he  says,  and  not  five  years  would  dapse 
before  Uiat  coal  field  would  be  exj^red; 
the  coal  would  be  carried  to  Dublin,  and. 
as  fuel  is  of  as  much  importance  as  food, 
the  revenues  of  the  raflway  and  the  com- 
forts of  the  people  will  be  increased  by 
its  transport.  Why,  then,  should  politi- 
cal considerations  overpower  the  commer- 
cial? Why  do  not  men  of  ci^tal  and 
men  of  sense  estimate  what  amount  of 
profit  the  working  of  the  Mallow  coal  ^M 
will  produce  ?  Again,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  the  sociiJ  state  of  the  country 
would  be  improved;  there  would  be  a  new 
stimulus  to  erection;  new  residences  would 
he  built;  new  branches  of  trade  would  be 
encouraged.  Well,  but  are  not  all  these 
the  very  considerations  which  should  en- 
courage individual  commercial  enterprise 
in  Ireland  ?  I  firmly  believe,  if  you  will 
not  overpower  that  enterprise  by  the  appli- 
cation of  public  money  and  Government 
interference,  that  at  no  remote  period  this 
will  be  the  case. 

I  am  not  contending  for  it  as  an  univer- 
sal rule,  that  there  shall  be  no  advance  of 
public  money  in  aid  of  private  enterprise 
m  Ireland.  Such  encouragement  has  been 
frequently  given  by  the  Government  to 
private  enterprise.  As  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  I  consented  to  an  advance  to  an 
Irish  railroad ;  but  on  the  same  principle 
on  which  other  commercial  enteiprises 
have  been  encouraged;  and  I  am  not  at  all 
prepared  to  say,  under  the  dreadful  cala- 
mity Ireland  is  suffering  from,  that  it  would 
be  unwise  to  give  some  encouragement  to 
railway  enterprise  in  that  country.  But  I 
cannot  go  to  the  extent  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord.  I  am  not  averse  to  the 
occasional  application  of  public  capital  to 
the  encouragement  of  enterprise,  both  here 
and  in  Ireli^.     But  I  sincerely  deprecate 
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Bach  an  application  of  it  as  would  paralyse 
indiyidnal  exertions.  And  the  advance  of 
anj  such  sum  as  that  proposed  by  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  would,  in  my  opinion, 
have  a  direct  tendency  to  suspend  indi- 
Tidaai  exertion,  and  paralyse  private  en- 
terprise. 

The  noble  Lord  contends  that  we  must 
not  add  to  the  16,000,0002.  which  he  de- 
mands, the  7,000,000/.  which  the  Govern- 
ment requires  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
deatitate,  for  that  the  effect  of  his  measure, 
by  giving  employment,  will  be  to  supersede 
the  necessity  for  gratuitous  relief;  but  1 
doubt  whether  the  measure  of  the  noble 
Lord  will  diminish  the  expenditure  which 
11  now  proceeding,  and  is  deemed  necessary 
for  the  relief  of  Ireland.  Sir,  I  hold  in 
my  band  a  railway  map  of  Ireland,  on 
which  are  marked  the  lines  sanctioned  by 
Parliament  for  that  country.  There  are 
on  it  those  railways  which  have  been  made, 
those  railways  which  are  in  the  course  of 
construction,  and  those  railways  not  com- 
menced, for  which  Bills  have  passed.  The 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, the  other  night,  was  in  the  main 
correct — namely,  that  the  Irish  railroads 
are  for  the  most  part  confined  to  the  east 
coast  of  Ireland.  I  find  on  this  map  only 
two  projects  which  concern  the  western 
coast  of  that  country ;  and  these  are  com- 
paratively small  undertakings.  One  of 
them  18  the  Sligo  and  Shannon  Railway,  the 
estimate  for  which  is  only  100,0002. ;  the 
other  is  the  Limerick,  Killaloe,  and  Clare 
Railway,  the  estimate  for  which  is  300,0002. 
These  are  the  only  exceptions  to  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman's  statement.  But,  looking 
farther  at  the  map,  I  find  that  in  the 
counties  of  Donegal  and  Roscommon — in 
the  county  of  Sligo,  with  the  exception 
of  the  Sligo  and  Shannon  line,  to  which 
I  have  just  alluded — in  the  counties  of 
Mayo  and  Galway — in  the  county  of  Clare, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Limerick  and 
Killaloe  line — and  in  a  groat  part  of  the 
county  of  Limerick  itself,  no  railroad  is 
projected,  and  no  likelihood,  consequently, 
of  the  destitute  in  those  districts,  should 
the  noble  Lord's  Bill  be  adopted,  finding 
employment  in  the  neighbourhood  of  their 
homes  and  families.  It  was  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Radnorshire,  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  and  I  believe  stated  truly, 
that  Irish  labourers  who  were  employed 
on  railroads,  usually  resided  in  the  vicinity 
of  those  undertakings.  But  suppose  they 
travel  to  a  distance,  will  not  the  abandon- 
ment of  his  family  by  a  Connaught  man, 


during  the  period  of  his  employment  in 
the  east  of  Ireland,  be  an  evil  ?  Who  is 
to  provide  for  them  in  his  absence  ?  Will 
his  remittances  be  so  punctual  that  they 
shall  not  suffer  want  while  he  has  work  ? 
Even  imder  the  most  favourable  circum- 
stances, the  demand  upon  the  Government 
for  the  support  of  the  infirm  and  destitute 
on  the  west  coast  of  Ireland,  and  in  many 
other  districts,  will  not  be  materially  re- 
lieved by  giving  employment  to  the  able- 
bodied  on  railways  at  a  distance  from  their 
homes.  The  charge  of  7,000,0002.  will,  in 
that  case,  be  concurrent  with  the  advance 
of  16,000,0002. 

My  chief  objection  to  the  noble  Lord's 
measure  is  founded  on  the  impolicy  of 
undertaking  to  do  that,  on  the  part  of 
Government,  which  ought  to  be  done  by 
individual  enterprise— -which  will  be  done, 
if  there  is  a  fair  prospect  of  profitable  re- 
turn. What  has  been  the  result  in  Ire- 
land of  past  interference  on  the  part  of 
Government  ?  Take  the  case  of  Irish 
canals,  for  instance.  Canal  navigation  in 
Ireland  was  promoted  and  encouraged  by 
the  Government  of  the  day  in  which  it 
was  projected,  as  a  national  enterprise  of 
the  most  advantageous  character;  and  I 
wish  to  present  to  the  House  the  contrast 
between  undertakings  encouraged  and  fos- 
tered by  the  Government,  and  others 
commenced  under  every  difficulty  and  dis- 
couragement, but  of  which  the  life  and  soul 
has  been  individual  enterprise  and  the  hope 
of  private  gain.  By  the  Irish  Parliament, 
inland  navigation  was  greatly  fostered  ; 
and  this  public  aid  was  granted  exactly 
on  the  same  grounds  on  which  we  are 
invited  to  give  it  to  raih'oads  now.  By 
the  25th  of  Geo.  II.,  a  corporation  was 
formed  to  promote  and  carry  on  the  inland 
navigation  of  Ireland.  The  plan  was  a 
magnificent  one ;  namely,  to  join  the  Irish 
Channel  with  the  Atlantic,  by  a  canal 
across  the  whole  of  Ireland.  The  most 
confident  prophecies  were  made  of  its  suc- 
cess; the  profits  it  would  return  were  to  be 
quite  enormous;  the  general  welfare  of  Ire- 
land was  to  be  vastly  promoted  by  it.  And 
so  it  would,  if  you  had  left  it  in  the  hands 
of  private  speculators,  and  not  incumbered 
it  with  your  expensive  help.  The  Act  of 
Parliament  declared  that  the  object  was 
"to  encourage  tillage,  and  employ  the 
poor,*'  and  therefore  that  **it  was  fit  and 
reasonable  that  it  should  be  carried  out  at 
the  charge  of  the  country.**  In  1787, 
the  affairs  of  the  corporation  had  been  so 
badly  conducted,   that  it  was  dissolved; 
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but  even  ihat  warning  was  of  no  araiL  It 
was  admitted,  indeed,  that  the  system  of 
giring  grants  of  public  money  bad  proTcd 
abortire ;  but  private  enterprise  was  not 
appealed  to.  Tbo  usual  remedy — a  public 
board — was  resorted  to.  Commissioners 
were  appointed,  of  course  by  the  Govem- 
ment,  with  salaries  of  5002.  a  year  each, 
to  superintend  the  works ;  and  it  was 
wisely  resolved  to  have  two  canals  close 
to  and  nearly  parallel  with  each  other. 
They  were  called  the  Royal  and  Grand 
Canals.  The  original  estimate  for  the 
Royal  Canal  was  1 80,0002.  The  sum  of 
60,0002.  of  the  public  money  was  advanced 
to  the  canal  in  aid  of  134,000/.  raised  by 
subscription ;  and  it  was  thought  that  this 
would  nave  been  sufficient  to  cover  the 
whole  expense.  In  the  year  1811,  there 
was  an  inquiry  into  the  affairs  of  the  com- 
pany. What  was  the  result?  There  had 
been  186,0002.  of  public  money  already 
granted — 180,0002.  having  been  the  origi- 
nal estimate.  The  dobts  of  the  company 
were  842,0002.;  the  income  of  the  com- 
pany was  15,0002.;  the  maintenance  of 
the  works  cost  11,0002.;  therefore  there 
was  left  4,0002.  to  cover  the  annual  in- 
terest on  the  debt,  which  amounted  to 
49,6002.  So  much  for  the  Royal  Canal 
Company,  and  tho  result  of  Government 
interference. 

The  Grand  Canal  Company  was  not 
much  more  prosperous.  It  was  described 
as  a  great  national  undertaking,  destined 
to  establish  a  regular  water  communication 
through  the  centre  of  Ireland,  between  the 
British  Channel  and  the  Atlantic ;  and  it 
was  accordingly  fostered  by  tho  Govern- 
ment. But  it  turned  out,  on  inquiry  into 
its  affairs,  that  the  directors  of  the  com- 
pany had  made  dividends  among  the  pro- 
prietors, not  only  at  periods  when  there 
was  no  clear  profit,  but  when  they  were 
obliged  to  pay  the  interest  of  former  loans, 
and  provi(fo  for  tlio  permanent  expenses 
by  rauing  new  loans.  In  the  case  of  tho 
Royal  Canal,  the  great  national  under- 
taking superintended  by  Government 
Commissioners,  and  supporte<l  by  public 
grants,  I  had  to  say  to  rarliament,  in 
1814  or  1815,  "Although  you  have  al- 
ready granted  1 86.0002.— 4Jthough  the 
original  estimate  was  but  190.0002. — al- 
though near  a  million  has  been  expended 
— yet,  unless  you  now  grant  150.0002. 
from  tho  public  purse  to  complete  tho 
canal,  all  that  has  U^en  ex|)ended  will  be 
usc*less.**  Well,  Parliament  did  grant  tliat 
150,0002.  in  addition  to  the  186,0002., 


for  the  porpoae  of  saving  the  eanal  from 
destruction;  and  the  company  was  dis- 
solved, and  the  affiurs  of  the  canal 
entrusted  to  other  management.  In 
what  condition  the  Grand  Canal  Companj 
now  is,  1  do  not  know ;  but,  as  I  under- 
stand its  affairs  were  subsequently  better 
managed,  I  hope  it  has  succeeded.  Now, 
this  was  the  result  of  Government  interfe- 
rence in  respect  to  encouragement  of  canal 
navigation.  Let  me  contrast  this  with 
what  has  been  done  without  Govenuncnl 
interference  or  Government  aid.  In  the 
admirable  report  on  Irish  railways,  pre- 
pared by  Messrs.  Drummond,  Borgoyne, 
Barlow,  and  Griffiths,  there  are  some  im- 
portant statements  on  this  point.  There 
are  the  means  of  comparison  between  pri- 
vate enterprise  and  Government  patronage. 
I  have  already  detailed  to  the  llouse  the 
consoquences  of  Government  interference 
in  inland  navigation  in  Ireland.  I  will 
now  give  an  account,  quoted  from  this 
report,  of  what  has  been  done  by  individual 
enterprise : — 

"  The  enterpriae  mod  intelligence  of  an  indivi- 
dual/' Mjs  the  report,  **  has,  within  the  last 
twenty  yean,  inpplied  the  entire  of  the  tooth,  and 
a  great  portion  ot  the  west  of  Ireland,  with  meant 
of  internal  commonication  bj  a  tpeciet  of  accom- 
modation, and  in  direction!  which,  till  then,  had 
been  nnattempted — we  mean  a  regular  ajrttem  of 
communication  bj  cars  between  the  prorincial 
towns ;  fi>r  it  is  worthy  of  remark,  that,  while  the 
intercourse  has  been  long  kept  up  by  poMie 
coaches,  and  other  vehicles.  b<*tween  Dublin  and 
the  grexU  towns,  and  between  the  sereral  placet 
situate  on  those  lines  one  with  another,  there  waa 
scarcely  an  instance  of  a  public  conveyance  ply- 
ing regularly  by  the  cross  roads,  until  the  inmvi- 
dual  we  allude  to  undertook  it.** 

This  was  the  work  of  an  individual  deter- 
mined to  relv  on  his  own  exertions.  Had 
ho  8{>ecial  advantages  ?  Had  he  enormous 
capital  ?  Had  he  great  couneiions  in  Ire- 
land ?  Ho  was  a  foreigner,  an  Itidian,  a 
native  of  Milan,  who  came  to  this  country, 
and  said,  "  I  rely  on  my  own  industry,  on 
my  own  activity,  and  I  want  no  Government 
aid.  I  will  begin  with  a  single  car,  and  I 
will  try  what  enterprise  and  regularity  in 
my  dealings  will  do."  The  report  went  on 
to  say —    . 

'*  Mr.  Bianconi  is  a  native  of  Milan,  who.  when 
he  settled  in  this  country,  was  unacquainted  eren 
with  the  Unfuage  tptiken  by  its  inhabitants.  With 
a  capital  little  exceeding  thr  eipenie  of  the  oatJIt. 
he  commenced  running  a  car  between  Clonmel 
and  Cahir ;  (urtune,  or  rather  the  doe  reward  of 
induftry  and  integrity,  favoured  hit  flrvt  el|f»rts, 
and  h«f  Koon  began  to  incrt*ase  the  nnmbrr  of  ht« 
cars,  and  to  multiply  tlirir  mnte«.  until  hit  e«tab. 
li«hmenta,  which  are  still  extending  tbemaelves  m 
ail  directions,  sfrtad  over  tlis  whole  provinot  of 
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Mnnster.  fMse4  through  Kilkenny  to  Wexford,  I  tent  equal,  if  converted  into  capital,  of 
^^^'^^^^);tlu'i"^'l^^Z^^P^'^^'--^  ^J  H»>e-1  dei^ings  with 


the  Borth-wert.    He  has  no^  ninety-four  public  |  rau^aj  companies,  and  by  Bunpbfying  the 

complicated  processes  of  law,  you  can  fa- 
cilitate the  conveyance  of  land — if  you  will 
put  down  party  processions,  and  discourage 
religious  animosities — if  you  will  permit 
commercial  considerations  to  prevail  over 
political — ^if  you  will  trust  to  the  energy 
of  private  enterprise — if,  forgetful  of  reli- 
gious and  political  differences — united  by 
a  common  danger — standing  in  the  awful 
presence  of  that  desolating  calamity  under 
which  your  country  is  suffering — you  will 
concentrate  all  your  strength  on  the  miti- 
gation of  that  c^amity  and  on  the  improve- 
ment of  the  social  condition  of  the  millions 
who  are  dependent  upon  you  for  their  future 
well-bemg — you  will  do  more  to  promote 
the  interefits  of  your  native  land,  and  to 
improve  your  own  properties,  •  than  if, 
resigning  yourselves  to  sloth,  idleness,  and 


earriages  in  constant  work,  and  the  distances  tra- 
versed by  them  exceed  3,000  miles  per  day.  These 
results  are  the  more  striking  and  instructivo,  as 
having  been  accomplished  in  a  district  which  has 
been  long  represented  as  the  focus  of  unreclaimed 
Tiotenoe  and  barbarism,  where  neither  life  nor 
property  ean  be  deemed  secure." 

Suppose  we  had  addressed  Mr.  Bianconi,  in 
the  language  of  the  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury, '*  Political  considerations  outweigh 
eommercial  ones  in  Ireland.  That  country 
is  disturbed  by  factions;  there  are  party 
processions,  there  are  religious  animosities; 
you  must  not  trust  to  your  own  industry 
and  enterprise;  the  Government  must  un- 
dertake car  communication,  and  foster  it 
with  votes  of  public  money."  If  we  had 
thus  addressed  this  Gentleman,  is  it  not 
possible  that  the  result  of  our  patronage 
of  car  communication  would  have  been 


water  communication?  Mr.  Bianconi  en- 
countered all  difficulties;  he  went  into  that 
county,  Tipperary,  which  was — I  hope  is 
sot  still — ^proverbial  for  habits  of  insubor- 
dination among  the  inhabitants.  He  estab- 
lished himself  in  the  very  centre  of  law- 
less Tiolenee,  where  neither  life  nor  pro- 
perty was  secure : — 

"Whilat  many  persons,  possessing  a  personal 
interest  in  everything  tending  to  improve  and  en- 
rich, have  been  so  misled  or  inconsiderate  as  to 
repel,  by  exaggerated  statements,  British  capital 
from  their  dfiiors,  this  intelligent  foreigner  chose 
the  county  town  of  Tipperary  as  the  centre  of  his 
operations  wherein  to  embark  all  the  fruits  of  his 
industry,  in  a  traffick  peculiariy  exposed  to  the 
power,  and  even  to  the  caprice  of  the  peasantry. 
The  event  has  shown  that  his  confidence  in  their 
good  sense  and  good  feeling  was  not  ill-grounded. 
By  a  system  of  steady  and  just  treatment,  he  has 
maintiuned  a  complete  mastery,  exempt  from  law- 
less intimidation  or  control,  over  the  various  ser- 
vants and  agents  employed  by  him  ;  and  his  es- 
tablishment is  popular  with  all  classes,  on  ac- 
count of  its  general  usefulness  and  of  the  fidr  and 
liberal  principles  of  its  management." 

Such  was  the  benefit  conferred  by  the  in- 
dividual unaided  enterprise  of  a  foreigner, 
who  did  not  even  understand  your  language, 
and  who  had  only  capital  sufficient  to  set 
up  a  single  one-horse  car.  Let  me  entreat 
you,  the  landed  proprietors  of  Ireland,  to 
profit  by  the  lesson  thus  written  for  your 
instruction.  If  you  feel  convinced  that 
railways  will  add  to  the  value  of  your  es- 
tates— that,  according  to  the  perhaps  too 
sanguine  estimate  of  the  noble  Lord,  they 
will  increase  the  rental  of  land  in  the 
neigbboarhood    of    railways    to    an    ex- 


fike  that  of  our  interference  with  inland   ^^^?^'  ^^^  P^®  *^  y^u^.  confidence  in 

rarhamentary  grants,  and  m  Government 
interference. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said:  Mr.  Bian- 
coiu  and  his  cars  appear  to  be  the  standing 
stock  in  trade  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Robert  Peel).  I  am  sure  that  it 
must  be  in  the  recollection  of  every  man 
wlio  was  in  this  House  ii|  1839,  when  the 
Government  of  Lord  Melbourne  proposed 
its  scheme  for  assisting  railways  in  Ire- 
land, that,  word  for  word,  what  we  have 
heard  for  the  last  half-hour  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  was  uttered  by 
him  on  that  occasion.  Leave  private  en- 
terprise, said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  take  its  own  course  in  Ireland,  and 
you  will  have  railroads  constructed  the 
same  as  you  have  got  Mr.  Bianconi's  cars. 
But,  Sir,  seven  years  have  elapsed,  and 
what  has  been  the  result  ?  Why,  Sur, 
this.  You  have  in  England  2,300  miles 
of  railroad ;  in  Belgium  there  are  375 
miles  completed;  in  Austria  and  Ger- 
many, 3,000  miles;  and  in  the  United 
States  of  America  3,300  miles;  whilst  Ire- 
land, where  private  enterprise  is  left  un- 
aided by  Government,  has  only  123  miles 
of  railroad.  Will  the  House,  then,  listen 
to  this  effete  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman? or  will  you  agree  with  me, 
as  Government  aid  has  succeeded  in  Bel- 
gium— as  Government  aid  has  succeeded 
in  Austria  and  Germany — and  as  Govern- 
ment aid  has  succeeded  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  that  your  wiser  course 
is  to  come  with  the  aid  of  Government 
to   assist   railways    in   Ireland ;    not   tq 
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supersede  private  enterprise  (for  that  I 
never  proposed  to  do),  tne  very  principle 
and  spirit  of  mj  Bill  being  this — that  you 
should  not  supersede  private  enterprise, 
but  that  Government  shall  give  its  aid  to 
stimulate  and  encourage  private  enterprise. 

Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  entered  at 
great  length  into  the  finances  of  the  coun- 
try, and,  as  I  imagined,  was  proceeding  to 
show  to  you  how  my  proposition  would  have 
the  effect  of  inflicting  heavy  taxes  on  the 
country;  but,  though  I  listened  patiently, 
I  could  not  gather  from  him  how  it  was 
that  any  tax  or  any  burden  of  any  descrip- 
tion would  be  imposed  by  my  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  you  that 
it  will  require  7,000,000{.  sterling,  in  addi- 
tion to  that  which  has  been  already  spent,  for 
the  rehef  of  Ireland,  and  that,  for  tnat  pur- 
pose, some  imposition  must  be  placed  upon 
the  people  of  England ;  and  to  this  he  has 
no  objection ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  entirely  to  forget  that  these  seven 
millions  are  to  be  paid  for  carrying  on  un- 
productive works,  m  respect  to  which  there 
can  be  no  return.  Yet,  whilst  he  is  willing 
to  spend  7,000,0002.  sterlmg  unprofiubly, 
he  seems  to  have  no  inclination  to  spend 
four  millions  of  money  raised  on  the  credit 
of  the  Government,  to  which  two  other 
millions,  under  the  provisions  of  my  BiU, 
must  be  necessarily  added  by  private 
capitalists  to  employ  the  people  in  pro- 
ductive labour;  though  I  am  prepared 
to  show  that  of  the  6.000,0002.  not  one- 
fourth,  or  one-half  only,  as  has  been  as- 
serted, but  two-thirds  of  the  sum,  will  be 
expended  on  the  ordinair  labour  of  the 
countiT.  From  the  7,000,0002.  which  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  raise, 
and  says  will  be  necessary  to  raise  for  the 
subsistence  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  be 
spent  on  unproductive  works,  I  have  a 
right  to  say  that  my  scheme,  if  adopted, 
would  deduct  4,000,0002.  That  amount 
will  bo  saved. 

Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inti- 
mated to  the  House  that  Exchequer-bills 
were  just  now  wavering  between  pre- 
mium and  depreciation,  and  it  was  more 
than  possible  you  would  have  to  raise 
the  pnce,  that  is  to  say,  the  interest  on 
Exchequer-bills.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, with  his  usual  caution,  prudently 
forgot  to  tell  the  House  to  what  extent 
the  interest  would  have  to  be  raised.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  apparently  did  not 
deem  it  prudent  to  state  to  what  extent  the 
raising  of  4,000,0002.  would  affect  the 
public  funds  or  the  value  of  Exchequer* 


bills;  for  that  is  the  Question.  The  ques- 
tion is  not  how  much  7,000,0002.  would 
eause  the  funds  to  fall,  or  to  what  extent  the 
raismg  the  7,000,0002.  would  reduce  the 
premium  on  Exchequer-bills;  but  the 
question  b,  how  much,  by  raising  the 
4»000,0002.,  you  wiU  reduce  the  premium 
on  Exchequer-bills.  And  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  prudently  forbore  to  tell 
the  House  to  what  extent  the  raising 
4,000,0002.  would  throw  down  the  funds, 
and  reduce  the  premium  on  Exchequer- 
bills.  Whether  ne  means  to  say.  that  it 
would  reduce  the  premium  on  Exchequer- 
bills  to  any  extent,  or  that  the  interest 
thereon  would  have  to  be  raised  a  halfpenny, 
or  even  a  farthing,  per  cent  per  diem,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  say.  But  suppose  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tne  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  have  to  raise  4,000,000/. 
to  be  expended  in  profitable  employment  in 
this  country,  and  suppose  that  this  should 
cause  the  funds  to  fidl  to  85|,  and  raise 
thereby  the  interest  of  money  to  from  3^ 
to  3^  per  cent,  and  that  he  should  be 
obliged  to  raise  the  interest  on  Exchequer- 
bills  one  hal^nny  per  cent  per  diem, 
then,  I  ask,  in  that  case,  what  would  the 
cost  to  the  country  amount  to?  Suppose 
thero  to  be  27,000,0002.  of  Exchequer-biDs 
in  circulation,  the  cost  would  not  exceed 
200,0002.  a  year ;  but  what  did  we  hear 
last  night  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ?  >Vhy,  that  his  **  Useless  Works'* 
staff  alone,  constituting  an  army  of  11,587 
men,  would  cost  78,0002.  a  month;  and 
yet  this  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whilst  he  is 
willing  to  waste  all  this  money,  is  shrink- 
ing back  from  a  dread  of  incurring  the  ne- 
cessity of  paying  200,0002.  a  year  moro 
for  increased  interest  on  Exchequer-bills, 
to  be  consequent  possibly  on  the  expendi- 
turc  of  4,000,0002.  a  year  for  four  years,  on 
reproductive  railway  enterprise.  Though 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objects  to  this,  no 
thmks  nothing  whatever  of  the  78,0002. 
a  month,  to  be  paid  under  the  grant  he 
contemplates  for  the  maintenance  of  an 
idle  staff,  not  for  the  benefit  of  destitute 
sharoholders  certainly;  but  neither  u  it  for 
the  benefit  of  the  destitute  poor. 

Well,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

in   the  latter  part  of  his  address,   call- 

I  ed  attention  to  the  iU  consequences  of 

Governments  meddling  in  inland  naviga- 

jtion    matters;    and  with  great    candour 

took    some    blame    to    himself  for    the 

I  advance  of  the  public  money  which  had 

I  been  made  to  the  Royal  and  Grand  Canals. 

I  Now,  I  certably  was  not  aware  that  the 


89 


Adjourned  Debate 


ligbt  hoiL  Gentleman  was  Chief  Secretary 
of  Ireland  so  long  ago  as  the  year  1789; 
for  it  was  in  that  year  that  the  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  the  Irish  Legislature 
for  constructing  this  canal ;  hut  if  I  am 
not  wearying  the  House,  I  will  read  a 
description  given  in  the  Second  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  of  the  progress  of  these 
two  canals.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  perfect  candour,  acknowledged  that 
the  reason  these  canals  utterly  failed  was, 
that  for  a  long  way  they  ran  parallel  to 
each  other.  For  fifty-six  miles,  they 
were  never  more  than  eighteen  miles 
apart ;  for  many  miles,  not  more  than 
four.  Now,  was  it  possihle,  under  these 
circumstances,  that  these  canals  could 
pay?  That  competition  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  advocated  once  in  the 
London  and  Birmingham  Railway,  was  car- 
ried out  with  a  vengeance  in  Ireland.  The 
result  was,  the  two  canals  starved  each 
other.     This  is  the  report : — 

**  This  (the  Royal)  canal  was  began  in  1789,  and 
owes  its  origin  to  the  efforts  of  a  director  of  the 
Grand  Canal,  who  seceded  from  that  company  on 
aeeoont  of  some  trifling  differences,  and  resolved 
to  form  a  rival  company.  Being  a  person  of  con- 
siderable plausibility  and  energy,  he  succeeded ; 
and  if  the  only  object  of  the  new  company  had 
been  to  injure  the  Grand  Canal,  they  could  not 
have  devised  a  plan  better  suited  to  that  end. 
Tliej  appear,  however,  to  have  overlooked  the  in- 
rritaUe  consequences  to  themselves  of  such  ruin- 
ooi  competition.  The  sanction  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament  was  obtained  for  this  scheme,  without  any 
afiparent  examination  of  the  grounds  on  which  it 
dainaed  support,  or  any  calculations  as  to  its  pro- 
bable success." 

So  it  appears  there  was  no  calculation 
or  estimate  whatever;  and  the  effect  of 
such  rash  and  inconsiderate  legislation 
Biigfat  easily  have  heen  foreseen.  This 
was  private  enterprise.  True  it  is  that 
when  this  company  got  into  difficulty,  a 
jobbing  Minister  in  Dublin  lent  the  aid  of 
Government  to  these  influential  private 
parties,  but  the  undertaking  itself  was 
maided  by  Government  at  its  outset. 

Sm  ROBERT  PEEL:  The  Government 
advanced  60,0002.  in  the  outset. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK:  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  says  that  60,0002.  was  advanced 
in  the  outset.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  re- 
pcfri  of  the  Commission,  which  states,  Sir, 
that  the  first  parliamentary  grant  was  in 
1791 ;  the  canal  was  commenced  in  1789. 

Wdl»  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
eoounenting  upon  the  admirable  speech  of 
ay  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Stam- 
fatd  (Lwd  Granby),  who  showed  the  great 
adfttotage  which  might  be  derived  to  the 


{Feb.  16}  (Third  Night).  90 

fisheries  of  Galway  from  the  introduction 
of  railways  into  the  west,  said,  if  it  was 
true  that  the  poor  fishermen  could  make 
4,0002.  per  day,  why  did  not  they  make 
the  railways  themselves?  Just,  Sir,  con- 
ceive the  poor  fishermen — the  poor  fisher- 
men of  Gladdagh,  engaged  in  the  work  of 
constructing  a  railway  from  Galway  to 
Dublin.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  borne  in  mind  that  it  was  only  last 
year  that  he  himself  proposed  a  grant  of 
50,0002.  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  these 
same  poor  fishermen.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  then  think  that  they  had 
sufficient  enterprise  to  be  left  to  them- 
selves. The  measure,  however,  was  so 
bunglingly  drawn  up,  that  it  totally  failed 
in  its  effect.  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  remember  that  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works,  on  the  23rd  of  June  last, 
thus  addressed  Mr.  Trevelyan: — 

**  Very  extravagant  notions  have  been  formed 
by  some  of  the  beneficial  results  likely  to  arisd 
from  the  working  of  the  Act  to  peculiar  interests 
and  localities ;  but  we  cannot  avpid  expressing  to 
their  Lordships  our  opinion  that  its  machinery 
will  be  fomid  too  cumbrous,  and  some  of  its  pro- 
visions too  complicated  and  perplexing,  to  acbnit 
of  the  possibility  of  the  benevolent  objects  of  the 
Legislature  being  attained  to  anything  like  the 
extent  contemplated  or  that  would  appear  desir- 
able." 

That  is  the  practical  legislation  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet;  but,  I  trust.  Sir,  that 
in  the  simple  Bill  which  I  have  introduced, 
no  such  cumbrous  machinery,  no  such 
complicated  and  perplexing  provisions,  will 
be  found  to  prevent  our  benevolent  objects 
from  being  attained — that  it  will  be  found 
simple  and  easy  enough  to  be  worked  prac- 
tically out — and  that  it  will  save,  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
John  O'Connell),  **  one-fourth,  if  not  one- 
third,  of  the  population  of  Ireland  from 
starving.*'  Such  was  the  ground  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
for  the  support  which  he  is  prepared 
to  give  my  Bill.  Sir,  having  already 
tried  what  can  be  done  by  private  enter- 
prise during  the  last  seven  years,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  appears  to  be  content  to  trust 
to  private  enterprise  for  another  seven 
years,  whilst  the  people  of  Ireland  are  in 
this  frightful  state  of  wholesale  starvation. 
He  has  patience  to  wait  another  seven 
years  before  he  will  be  prepared  for  a 
social  revolution  in  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet talked  in  general  terms,  without 
at  all  going  into  details,  of  the  tax  on 
the  people  of  this  country  and  of  Scot- 
land which  would  be  necessary  to    en- 


91 


JSttUways 


{COMMONS} 


{IrtUmi}^ 


able  the  GoTerament  to  grant  these  loeat 
to  companies;  he  totally  passed  orer — and 
in  that  he  followed  the  eiample  set  him 
by  the  three  Chancellors  of  the  Bxcheqner 
wno  preceded  him— he  totally  passed  OTer 
Ae  finaneial  statement  which  I  made  a 
ibrtniffht  ago  to  this  Honse,  in  which  I 
proved  that  the  increased  consumption  of 
•zeiseable  and  custom  duties  paying  ar- 
ticles, which  would  be  created  or  the  im- 
prorement  of  Ireland  necessarily  conse- 

Sent  upon  the  adoption  of  my  BUI,  would 
*  more  than  make  up  for  the  bcreased 
expenses ;  that  my  plan  would  not  take 
away  from  the  taxes,  or  cause  new  taxes 
to  be  laid  on  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  would 
add  in  Ireland  alone  600,000e.  or  700,0002. 
a  year  to  the  British  revenue,  without  any 
increase  of  old  or  any  imposition  whatever 
of  new  taxes  either  in  England  or  Ire- 
land. But,  Sir,  as  that  exposition  has 
now  run  the  gauntlet  of  three  Chancellors 
of  the  Excheouer,  and  also  of  an  cx-Primo 
Minister,  I  thmk  I  may  take  it  for  granted 
that  no  one  in  the  House  will  gainsay  it. 
The  riffht  hoa.  Gentleman,  by  sUmpine  my 
Bill,  wUl  nrevent  the  addition  of  600,000f. 
or  700,0002.  to  the  revenue,  without  the 
unDOsition  of  any  new  tax  whatever.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  following  in  the  track 
of  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Excha- 
quer,  confirmed  his  statement  that  there  was 
no  railway  in  Ireland*  except  those  on  the 
•astern  coast,  where,  said  the  Chancellcnr 
1^  the  Exchequer*  there  was  no  distress. 
It  may,  Sir,  be  very  true  that  the  com- 
fueled  railways,  and  those  in  the  coarse  of 
construction,  are  ehiefly  on  the  eastern 
eoast;  but  mav  it  not  be  well  to  consider 
vriiether  the  absence  of  distress  there  has 
not  been  the  effect  of  the  construction  of 
the  railways?  Seventy  miles  of  railway 
liave  been  sanctioned  between  Dublin  and 
Wexford;  another  seventy  from  Drogheda 
to  Portadown;  thirty  or  forty  miles  more 
firom  Belfast  to  Coleraine — these  are  all 
that  remain  to  be  completed  on  the  eastern 
coast.  The  whole  of  the  remaining  thirteen 
hundred  miles  in  extent,  which  I  calculate 
have  yet  to  be  constructed,  run  cither  doe 
west,  south-west,  or  north-west,  in  the  very 
districts  where  the  greatest  distress  pre- 
vails. I  should  like  to  ask.  Sir,  what  part 
cf  Ireland  has  shown  a  blacker  picture  of 
misery  than  the  county  of  Cork?  Yet  from 
the  city  of  Cork  no  loss  than  four  railways 
diverge.  A  Bill  is  now  before  Pariiament 
to  mSko  another  railway  from  Athlone  to 
Galway,  traversing  part  of  the  county  of 
Bosoommon.    My  Bill  inoludcs  not  only 


railvrays  for  which  Acts  have  been  obtained, 
but  railvrays  "for  which  Acts  may  be 
hereafter  obtained,*'  so  that  this  under- 
taking, from  Athlone  through  Roscommon 
to  Galway,  will  feel  its  influence;  and, 
as  it  is  unopposed,  I  have  no  reason 
to  bdieve  that  it  will  not  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Legislature.  It  is  also 
well  known  that  a  branch  from  the  Dub- 
lin and  MuUingar  raQvray  is  projected 
through  the  county  of  Mayo  to  Castlebar 
and  to  Westport.  And,  Sir,  a  Bill  was 
passed  last  year  for  the  making  of  a  line 
nrom  Longford  to  Sligo ;  but  the  com- 
pany coura  not  raise  the  money,  and  it 
18  now  abandoned.  But,  Sir,  I  have 
been  assured  that,  if  my  Bill  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Parliament,  a  Bill  will 
forthwith  be  brought  in,  and  that  a  rail- 
road would  be  made,  and  so  would  rail* 
roads  in  every  part  of  Ireland.  Let  mj 
Bin  pass,  and  there  will  not  be  a  eounty  ut 
Ireland  which  will  not  be  traversed  by  rail- 
ways. The  right  hon.  Baronet  hinted  to 
you  that  there  will  be  a  great  difficulty  in 
raising  the  4,000,0001.  annually  which  wiB 
be  necessary  under  the  BiU—^e  did  not 
venture  boldly  to  state  the  fact,  but  he 
wished  the  House  to  understand  that 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  raia- 
ing  the  4,000,0001.  which  my  Bill  con- 
templates. Sir,  we  can  all  remember 
that  in  the  time  of  the  war,  for  three 
sneeessive  years,  we  spent  103,000,0001. 
annually  without  experiencing  any  vcrr 
great  £fficulty.  It  might  have  occurred 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  last  year  no 
less  than  11,000,0002.  of  raUvray  deposiu 
were  locked  up  in  the  Court  of  Chaneeiy, 
waiting  for  the  passing  of  the  Bills  thai 
before  the  Parliament.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  remembered  that, 
in  the  last  Session  of  this  Pariiament, 
the  Legislature  passed  Bills  authorising  and 
empowering  parties  to  raise  122.0UO,OOOL 
during  the  next  five  years.  What,  Sir, 
had  Immu  the  effect  of  those  measures  on 
the  funds  ?  The  three  per  cents  in  De- 
cember were  93;  and  in  June,  after  many 
of  those  Bills  had  passed,  and  the  rent 
were  aD  before  the  Legislature,  the  same 
stock  was  at  97.  It  has  been  said  the 
annual  savings  of  the  eountrr  are  be- 
tween 50,000,0001.  and  60.000.(KK)/. ; 
surely,  then,  we  can,  without  hasard, 
raise  and  employ  4,O0O,O0U{.  sterling  in 
a  year  for  the  improvement  of  the  conn- 
try  without  lowermg  the  price  of  the 
funds.  The  loan  of  15,000.000f.  in 
1835,  for  the   slave 
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raised  without  anj  prejudicial  effect  on  the 
funds :  no  man,  therefore,  with  any  pre- 
tension to  credit,  can  say  that  4,000,000?. 
a  year  for  four  years  could  not  be  raised 
wiUi  equal  facility,  and  without  any  de- 
rangement of  the  money  market,  which 
ou^t  for  one  moment  to  be  weighed 
against  the  welfare  or  staryation  of  the 
Insh  nation. 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  private 
enterprise  had  always  failed  in  Ireland 
when  stimulated  by  public  assistance. 
Is  the  memory  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
BO  short  that  he  cannot  look  back  to 
what  took  place  between  1822  and  1828? 
Has  he  forgotten  that  it  is  stated  in  a 
ret>ort  on  the  liable  of  the  House  that, 
during  that  period,  an  outlay  of  140,0007. 
took  place  in  the  west  of  Ireland,  in  the 
counties  of  Galway,  Mayo,  Clare,  Cork, 
and  Kerry — an  outlay  which  had  raised 
the  revenue  of  three  towns,  from  which 
none  had  been  received  before^  to  6,0007. 
sterling  a  year.  It  raised  the  revenue  in 
these  three  small  ports  and  towns  alone — 
Clifden,  Kilhenan,  and  Roundstone,  where 
ncMie  had  existed  before,  to  6,000Z.  a  year, 
i^resenting  an  amount  of  capital  greater 
than  the  whole  of  that  which  had  been 
laid  put  in  the  course  of  those  six  years 
hj  the  Government,  in  the  entire  west  of 
Ireknd.  True  it  is,  that  the  Government 
of  another  day  thought  fit  to  spend  some- 
thing like  1,500,000?.  upon  the  Caledonian 
Canal,  which  was  a  dead  loss  to  the  State. 
But  why  was  that?  Because  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  did  not  act  on  the  prin- 
dple  on  which  we  are  now  proceeding. 
The  Government  of  that  day  did  not  app^ 
ita  money  in  aid  of  private  enterprise  to 
stimulate  exertion,  but  selected,  under- 
took, and  executed  the  work  itself.  By 
the  measure  before  the  House,  no  at- 
teiim>t  is  made  to  interfere  with  the  ma- 
aagonent  of  railways  beyond  this — that 
%  condition  is  annexed  that  the  companies 
shall  provide  statable  dwellings  for  their 
labourers.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
tdd  us,  that  it  wiU  not  be  easy  to  bring 
labourers  from  the  distressed  localities;  but, 
I  do  not  see  why,  when  a  suitable  provision 
is  made  for  them,  vou  should  not  procure 
ihem  from  Mayo,  and  Galway,  and  Athlone, 
£ot  the  South  Western  Railway,  or  any 
ether  that  tnay  be  in  the  course  of  eon- 
Btmction,  as  easOy  as  they  can  repair  to 
lirerpool,  where  they  are  now  flocking  in 
tiioiisands.  In  the  county  of  Cork  the 
dktreiB  is  very  great.  In  Skibbereen  and 
Baatrytiiere  have  been  fifteen  inquests  per 


day.  The  fare  from  Bantry  to  Cork  is  not 
more  than  1*.  If  there  is  an  overplus  of  la- 
bour in  Skibbereen,  where  is  the  difficulty  in 
sending  them  to  Cork,  where,  if  my  Bill 
passes,  there  will  be  four  railways  in  pro- 
gress towards  construction  in  the  course  of  a 
fortnight  ?  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Lincohi  (Mr.  Collett)  the  other  night  said, 
and  as  a  director  in  them  he  spoke  with 
authority,  that  if  the  Government  had 
assented  to  the  Bill,  he  would  have  under- 
taken, eight  days  ago,  to  give  employment 
to  50,000  men  on  the  railways  in  Ireland ; 
and  amongst  the  railways  upon  which  he 
would  employ  this  great  number,  he  men- 
tioned the  Belfast,  Drogheda,  and  Navan 
Junction,  as  one  on  which  he  would  have 
set  to  work,  by  last  Monday  week,  seven 
thousand  men. 

I  have  received  a  letter  since  the  Bill 
was  introduced  from  one  of  those  kind 
and  benevolent  sisters  of  charity,  who, 
fearless  of  contagion,  regardless  of  sdf, 
have  done  so  much  to  assuage  the  mi- 
series of  Ireland.  This  letter  is  written 
by  a  lady  with  whom  I  have  no  acquaint- 
ance, a  daughter  of  the  Protestant  Bishop 
of  Meath,  Miss  Stopford,  an  honour  to 
her  country;  and  how  does  she  depiet 
the  distress  which  exists?  She  thanki^ 
me,  in  the  hame  of  the  Irish  people, 
for  having  brought  forward  the  measure; 
and  in  order  that  I  may  believe  the  real 
state  of  things  in  that  part  of  the  couhtnr, 
which  she  says  language  cannot  reach,  she 
sends  me  a  sketch  of  the  horrors  which  are 
Common  in  the  country.  And  what  does 
it  represent?  It  represents  a  family  of 
eight  persons,  the  roof  broken  through — 
no  fire  in  the  chimney — ^the  woman  of  the 
house  just  dead,  after  child-birth-^ni  child 
five  or  six  years  of  age  lying  dead  beside 
her — the  father  of  the  family  covered  with 
nothing  but  a  shirt,  also  dead,  lying  on  the 
straw,  with  the  rats  hovering  about  him, 
and  ready  to  feed  on  his  carcase.  The 
child — the  wretched  new-bom  baby — is 
also  without  covering,  whilst  another  young 
6hild  is  in  the  death-staggers.  [  The  noble 
Lord  held  the  sketch  in  his  hand.]  This, 
she  says,  is  but  a  faint  picture  of  what 
is  seen  every  day;  and  this  is  the  state  of 
things  now  existing  in  Navan,  the  very 
town  in  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lincoln  would  have  employed  7,000  men 
eight  days  ago.  Are  we,  then,  to  set  the 
chances  of  losing  a  farthing  or  a  halfpenny 
per  cent  in  the  price  of  Exchequer-bills, 
against  the  lives  of  the  Irish  people?  It 
has  been  shown,  wherever  railway  works 
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are  in  operation,  that  no  distreM  exists.  I 
trust  the  House  will  show  its  pitr  for  these 
unfcrtunate  people;  and  I  think,  when  I 
read  an  extract  from  a  letter  to  the  Bishop 
of  Meath,  the  greater  portion  of  it  will  be 
touched  with  pitj  and  compassion  for  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  Rev.  Mr.  R.  Win- 
ning, in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Bishop  of 
Meath, 


**  U  joa  can  dosDTthing  to  help  ui,  I  will  •▼« 
blsM  joQ :  whst  to  do  Ibr  our  tUnrin^  peoplo  we 
know  not ;  bj  oTer-oxeitioo  mnd  exposure  to  oold, 
I  hare  nnfbrtunately  been  confiiied  to  bed  £o^ 
three  weeks :  it  U  so  painfiillj  beartrendin^  to  fee 
tbe  exeetf  of  miserj ;  to  tee,  daily,  bundreda  hat- 
ing and  iluTering  at  joar  door,  and  be  wHbost 
tbe  meanfl  of  belping  tbem :  I  bnried  tbe  &tber 
aad  son  one  day  latt  week,  and  tbe  poor  mother 
IbUowed  tbem  tbe  next  day ;  yesterday  a  wretcbed 
motber  carried  ber  dead  cbild  tbrongb  the  parieb 
to  raiie  money  to  bay  a  cofBn :  tbonianda,  1,000 
in  my  parieb,  of  Rofnaaiite,  at  well  at  cnr  own 
ftarHnf  people,  are  looking  to  me  for  help:  it 
■inkf  into  my  heart :  these,  when  they  bare  an^ 
food,  exist  on  one  meal  a  day,  of  a  little  meal 
mixed  with  e<Ad  water  (torf  and  elotbing  are  gone 
for  tbe  most  part);  but,  thank  God,  the  enduraaee 
of  tbe  popolaee  is  wonderfiil :  they  are  adrised  by 
ns,  or  what  most  ensae,  if  prices  are  not  lowered, 
or  wages  raised  proportionably,  outrage,  robbery 
and  death  would  bare  long  sinoe  ensued  among 
tbe  P*opl«  here :  but  when  they  come  to  me  in 
handreds,  emaciated  for  want  of  food,  and  I  say  to 
tbem,  *  Ob,  boys,  why  do  you  come  to  me  when 
you  know  that  I  hare  not  the  means  to  feed  you  ;* 
they  answer  '  only  because  we  know  you  pity 
Hi!"' 

Now,  here  u  a  measure  proposed  which 
will  be  of  greater  senrice  than  any  other 
which  has  jet  been  proposed  to  Parliament. 
Will  jou,  for  fear  of  making  a  slight  de- 
rangement in  the  monej  market,  withhold 
jour  assistance  from  these  people  ?  I  haTe 
numerous  other  cases,  but  tkej  are  merelj 
a  repetition  of  descriptions  of  similar  mi« 
series.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Majo,  Mr.  Dillon  Browne,  the  other 
niffht,  objected  to  mj  measure.  I  cer- 
tamlj  shall  not  follow  him  into  the  ex- 
traneous matters  into  which  he  entered. 
I  am  content  with  the  rirtue  of  the  Bill 
itself,  and  nothing  shall  proToke  me  to 
trarel  out  of  the  record.  Nothing  in 
the  present  state  of  Ireland  shall  induce 
me  to  import  anj  germ  of  a  partj  nature 
into  the  subject.  But  if  the  non.  Ooitle- 
man  the  Member  for  Majo  thinks  this 
measure  will  not  be  of  benefit  to  his  own 
count  J,  or  if  he  thinks  that  because  I  TOted, 
as  he  is  pleased  erroneouslj  to  imagme, 
against  Catholic  Emancipation  and  against 
the  Reform  Bill,  nothing,  howcTer  good  it 
maj  be,  should  be  accepted  at  mj  hands,  I 
take  leaTe  to  saj  in  answer  to  the  latt  ob* 


serration,  that  it  is  to  me  a  source  ef  great 
satisfaction  and  great  gratification  to  think 
that  I  am  able  to  teU  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  I  haTe  receired  the  unanimoos  thanks 
of  one  of  the  largest  meetings  that  erer 
assembled  in  the  countj  of  Majo,  and  that 
that  rote  of  thanks  was  mored  to  me  b j  a 
Roman  Catholic,  whilst  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Archbishop  of  Toam  (Dr.  M'Hale) 
was  present  at  the  meeting.  I  trust  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  change  his  course,  and 
be  content  to  follow  the  example  of  this  his 
high-minded  and  excellent  Prelate.  As  to 
the  effect  of  the  measure  in  Majo,  I  will 
now.  Sir,  with  jour  permission,  read  « 
letter  which  I  receiyed  to-daj  from  a  gen- 
tleman with  whom  I  had  no  prerious  ac- 
quaintance, a  resident  Baronet  of  the 
countj  of  Majo.  The  gentleman  is  Sir 
Samuel  0*Mallej,  and  he  sajs — 

"The  measure  which  your  Lordship  has  pto- 
posed  would  do  more  grood  to  Ireland,  and  rthtw 
more  people  fit>m  distnMs  in  one  month,  tbaa  all 
Lord  John  Russell's  measures  put  together  would 
in  a  thousand  years." 

He  continues — 

"  Tour  Lordship's  oMasure  would  gire  imme- 
diate and  great  praeeat  relieC  and  eauee  eootiBa- 
ally  increasing  permanent  emplujmsut  and  isiH 
proTement,  without  adding  to  the  distress  of  any." 

Now,  Sir,  when  these  statements  are  made 
— ^when  parties  who  are  acquainted  with 
the  feelings  of  a  majoritj  of  the  people  of 
Majo  speak  thus — I  trust  I  maj  bare  the 
vote  of  the  representatire  of  that  countj 
on  this  occasion.  I  have  to-daj.  Sir,  also 
had  the  honour  of  presenting  to  the  House 
petitions  from  Newrj  and  Armagh ;  and  I 
receiTed  at  the  same  time  a  letter  from  the 
coroner  of  the  latter  countj;  and  this 
coroner  is  also  a  poor-law  guardian.  I  will 
read  that  letter.     He  sajs — 

*'  I  take  the  liberty  of  sending  herewith  a  peti- 
tioQ  from  the  inhabitanu  of  the  town  of  Newry  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  in  support  of  theprinciipis 
of  theBiU  tntrodaoed  by  you,  for  tbe  eoeowsfs- 
ment  of  railways  in  Ir^aiid.  There  is  ao  diftr- 
reoce  of  opinion  here  relatire  to  that  measurt. 
People  of  all  shades  of  polities  m  this  loeali^ 


eoocur  in  the  opinion,  that  it  is  the  only 
which  will  eonfer  anything  like  pennsnsat 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.     Lrt  the  eoneeqi 


ruUef 


be  what  they  may,  the  people  here  will  be  under 
Usting  obligatioiis  to  your  Lordship  by  prsesinf 
forward  that  measure.  I  am  not  a  imOway  speeu- 
Istor,  nor  bare  I  tbe  good  fortune  to  agree  with 
your  Lordship's  politaee  generally:  yet,  on  this 
subjeet,  I  express  the  unanimous  opinion  of  tboee 
who  agrse  with  me,  as  well  as  of  those  with  whom 
I  dillbr,  that  the  measure  introduced  by  your  Lofd- 
ship  b  the  only  scheme  yet  propounded,  calculated 
to  meet  the  emergency  in  which  this  eouatry  is 
placed  open  tbe  reaourees  of  tbe  country — iss- 
proTS  ths  cunditiMi  of  the  pso|ils    tnbsacs  tbe 
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Tadue  of  tiie  soil — and  bind  this  country  to  England 
with  ties  which  noTcr  can  be  severed.  The  peti- 
tion I  send  was  got  np  at  very  short  notice,  and 
reoeired  the  signatures  attached  to  it  in  a  very 
brief  time ;  similar  petitions  are  being  got  up  in 
Armagh,  and  Tarious  other  places.  In  a  very  few 
days  &  sentiments  of  unirersal  Ireland  will  be 
ezpieased  in  faTour  of  your  Lordship's  measure." 

I  haye  before  me  seyeral  letters  from  Dub- 
lin and  from  Cork  to  tbe  same  effect ;  and 
I  think  that  if  the  Irish  people  understand 
their  own  affairs,  I  may  safely  assert  that 
this  ia  the  only  scheme  which  can  do  them 
good,  and  that  I  am  entitled  to  press  it  on 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  I  do  not 
propose  to  make  a  sacrifice  in  the  shape  of 
a  grant  to  Ireland,  although  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  near  me  has  talked  of  making 
such  grants.  I  only  ask  the  House  to 
consent  to  a  measure  which  will  give  to 
industry  and  enterprise  in  Ireland  a  clear 
stage  and  no  favour — a  measure  which 
knows  no  private  interests,  and  by  which 
no  individual  companies  are  unduly  en- 
cooraged,  by  which  all  such  as  are  ready 
to  help  the  country  by  giving  employment 
to  the  people,  will  receive  impartial  assist- 
ance at  our  hands. 

I  wish  now.  Sir,  to  answer  a  few  of  the 
objections  taken  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  I  am  deeply  grieved  to 
find  has  been  obliged  by  ill-health  to  leave 
the  House.     I  entertain  strong  feelings  of 
friendship  towards  my  right  hon.  Friend ; 
but  if  it  were  otherwise,  I  would  take  care 
not  to  say  anything  in  his  absence  imder  such 
circumstances  calculated  to  hurt  his  feel- 
ings ;  notwithstanding  the  observations  he 
made  in  the  outset  of  his  speech  on  this 
subject.     But  I  must,  however,  say  that 
I  can,  and  that  I  am  prepared,  to  con- 
tradict   every  statement  he   has    made; 
and  to  prove  that  from  first  to  last,  his 
facts   have  no  foundation.      One  of  the 
statements  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
made  was  this;  that  the  measure  would  put 
the  bad  and  rotten  lines  on  an  equality 
with  the  best,  which  would  create  great 
unfairness,  and  do  away  with  the  proper 
reward  of  wise  enterprise.     That,  Sir,  is 
not  at  all  the  object  or  end,  neither  can 
it  poBsibly  be  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
which  I  propose.     The  strong  lines  can 
take  care  of  themselves  to  a  certain  extent, 
thongh  that  which  is  called  the  London  and 
Birmingham  line  of  Ireland — the  Ulster 
line— -drew  its  slow  length  along  for  ten 
mortal  years  before  it  was  completed.   The 
railway  is  only  twenty-four  miles  in  length, 
bat  it  took  ten  years  to  complete  it.     But 
mj  object  is  to  improve  tho  whole  of  Ire- 
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land,  and  to  leave  no  part  of  Ireland  without 
the  benefit  of  railroads.     It  is  necessary, 
therefore,   that  I   should  propose  better 
terms  than  those  proposed  by  the  Irish 
Gentlemen  to  the  Government.     I  believe 
that  the  terms  proposed  by  them  would 
have  reanimated  the  Great  South  Western, 
the   Waterford   and   Limerick,   the  Cork 
and  Passage,  the  Athlone  and  Longford 
branches   of  the   Dublin   and   Mullingar, 
and  one  or  two  other  lines  on  the  eastern 
and  northern  coasts;  but  I  believe  that 
these  are  all  which  would  have  been  com- 
pleted by  the  proposals  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment by  the  Irish  Gentlemen.     Now, 
it  is  my  special  object  to  make  railroads  . 
general  throughout  Ireland,  to  carry  out 
every  line  which  offers  a  good  security  to 
the  Government;   that  is   to  say,   which 
would  give  3|  per  cent  interest  "on  two- 
thirds**  only  of  the  entire  cost  of  construc- 
tion; but  when  you  say  that  I  put  weak 
lines  upon  an  equal  footing  with  the  best 
lines,  it   is  totally  contrary  to  the  fact. 
Sir,  take  the  case  of  a  line  which  has 
cost  16,0002.  per  mile,  of  which  the  gross 
traffic   is   6222.     That   is  less   than   the 
lowest  railway  in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland; 
indeed,  I  believe  I  may  say,  it  is  less  than 
the  lowest  line  in  Germany,  Austria,  or 
Belgium.     It  is  less  also,  than  any  in  the 
United  States  of  America.     It  is  less,  too, 
by   something  like  five-sixths,   than    tbe 
average  of  lines  in  Great  Britain  in  1845. 
The  line  that  has  6222.  a  mile  gross  traffic, 
would  be  ample  security  to  the  Govern- 
ment; that  is  to  say,  after  deducting  40 
per  cent  for  working  expenses,  it  would 
pay  the  Government  at  31.  lOs.  per  cent 
on  two-thirds  of  the  cost  of  its  construc- 
tion, being  the  capital  borrowed  from  tho 
State — ^but  it  would  pay  nothing  to  the 
share-capitalist.     With  respect  to  the  ob- 
servation which  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, I  may  say  that  unless  the  share- 
capitalists  made  most  desperate  exertions, 
they  would  get  nothing  for  their  borrowed 
money,  because  the  Government  must  be 
paid  in  fuU  before  the  share-capitalists  got 
anything. 

Well  now  I  will  take  the  case  of  another 
line.  I  will  assume  a  line  that  has  about 
the  traffic  of  the  Great  South  Western  of 
Ireland,  that  pays  something  over  1,0002. 
gross  traffic  a  mile:  this,  after  deducting, 
as  in  the  former  case,  40  per  cent  for 
working  expenses,  such  a  line  would  give 
51,  per  cent  on  the  entire  capital.  The 
Government  iu  that  case  will  be  entitled 
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to  rooeive  7^.  out  of  151.,  which  out  of  a 
gross  traffic  of  this  amount,  would  be  the 
dividend  to  be  divided  on  every  3001,  This, 
Sir,  would  leave  an  81.  dividend  for  the 
shareholders  on  a  good  line  like  the  Great 
South  Weatem?  A  weak  line,  on  the 
contrary,  which  by  means  of  the  encour- 
agement of  this  Bill  1  might  cause  to  be 
oonstructed  for  the  advantage  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland,  which  only  paid  21,  6s,  8d, 
per  cent  upon  the  entire  cost  of  its  con* 
struction,  after  paying  the  Oovemment 
32.  10«.  per  cent  upon  two-thirds  of  its 
cost,  namely,  upon  the  capital  borrowed 
of  the  State,  would  leave  nothing  whatever 
.to  the  share-capitalist,  nothing  but  a  blank 
to  those  speculators  and  gamblers  of  whom 
we  heard  so  much  on  Friday.  On  a  good 
line,  which  pays  6  per  cent  on  its  entire 
cost  of  construction,  there  will  be  a  divi- 
dend of  8^.  per  cent  to  the  private  specu- 
lator. No  dividend  whatever  to  him,  on 
the  bad  line,  which  pays  only  21.  6s,  8d, 
percent  on  the  entire  cost;  perfect  security, 
nevertheless,  to  the  Government.  Well,  then, 
what  becomes  of  your  argument,  that  my 
Motion  is  one  which  is  to  excite  gamUers 
to  embark  their  capital,  their  property,  and 
their  influence  in  executing  railroads  by 
the  aid  of  the  Government,  which  they 
know  beforehand  must  turn  out  to  be  bad 
speculations !  It  is  not  at  their  option  to 
decide  whether  they  shall  receive  Govern- 
ment aid  or  not.  When  they  have  under- 
taken a  lino,  it  will  not  be  at  their  option 
to  insist  upon  the  Government  advancing 
the  money.  It  is  to  be  a  subject  of  super- 
vision by  the  Railway  Commissioners. 
The  Railway  Commissioners,  responsible 
to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  are  to  ad- 
vance the  Government  loan  upon  their 
responsibility.  Certainly,  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  is  entitled  to  his  old  parti- 
alities; and  as  an  ex-First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  may  think  very  lightly  of  these 
new  creations;  but  still  they  are  a  body 
paid  by  the  State,  and  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment. For  them  the  Government  of  the  day 
is  responsible;  and  if,  as  my  right  hen. 
Friond  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  the  other  night,  those  Commissioners 
should  \yo  so  wanting  in  their  duty  '*  as  to 
lay  down  a  gcnoral  rule,  either  to  refuse 
to  grant  Government  aid  to  all  the  lines, 
or  to  grant  Government  aid  to  all  with- 
out discrimination,  whether  the  security 
was  good  or  not,'*  I  can  only  say  Par- 
liament would  not  moot  a  week  before 
there  wuuld  be  an  address  to  the  Crown 
to   remove   such  incapable  officers,   and 


probaUy  also  to  remove  the  Miniatora 
who  appointed  and  dared  to  uphold  them. 
Sir,  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  said  he 
had  read  the  Bill  attenUvely,  and  would 
take  care  to  mia-state  and  misfepreaent 
nothing;  and  he  told  yon  after  he  had 
read  it,  that  there  was  no  proviaion  for 
**  aeourity"  made  in  the  Bill. 

Sir  R.  PEEL:  A  oertificate  is  to  bo 
made  to  the  Treasury. 

Lord  0.  BENTINCK :  The  ri^l  hon. 
Baronet  says  he  spd^e  of  **  the  certificate." 
Why,  that  was  something  like,  I  wont  say  a 
quibble,  but  it  was  somethbg  Tory  like  spe- 
cial pleading,  because  the  Riulway  Commia- 
sioners  are  to  report  before  they  sign  the 
certificate,  that  *'  there  is  reasonable  loea- 
rity."  Not  one  word  is  there  however* 
said  he,  about  **  reasonable  security.*' 
Then  the  right  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of 
beneficial  employment,  and  of  eTerrthing 
else  but  the  point  at  issue,  whieh  waa 
the  neceasity  for  the  Railway  Commia- 
sioners  to  report  before  they  signed  the 
certificate  that  there  waa  a  **  reasonable 
security.'*  Sir,  1  think  the  next  pomt 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  ChanoeU 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  touched  upon  was 
this,  that  there  was  a  provision  in  the  BiU 
which  waa  evidently  btended  for  **  deati« 
tute  shareholders;"  and  the  right  h<Mi. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univorsitj 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gonlbum),  followed  in 
the  same  strain;  and  I  believe,  also,  the 
right  hen.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth.  They  said  that  there  would  be  a 
higher  claaa  of  mortgageea  than  the  Go- 
vernment, who  would  have  security  upon 
railways  ;  that  the  Government  waa  not 
to  take  priority  of  them.  It  most  be  known 
to  every  Gentleman  in  the  House  who 
knows  anything  of  raQway  matters,  that 
before  a  company  ia  in  a  condition  to  bor- 
row at  all,  half  of  ita  oapital  must  be  paid 
up.  So  that  half  the  capital  must  be  paid 
up  before  any  mortgagees  can  come  in  to 
claim  in  preference  to  the  Crown;  and, 
therefore,  the  Government  is  no  longer  in 
the  same  position  as  it  would  be  under  the 

{irovisions  of  this  BiU,  authorising  it  to 
end  200/.  on  the  securitv  of  100/.: 
more  than  half  the  eatimated  coat  of  tlio 
railway,  and  half  the  capital  of  the  com- 

Siny  must  have  been  exoeoded  before  the 
ovemment  cwM  havo  been  aaked  even 
to  lend  100/.  in  the  eaae  referred  to 
by  the  late  Chanedlor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goulbum).  But  the  real  truth  of  the 
matter  is,  that  there  cannot  bo  at  this 
time  at  the  most  abore  three  railways  in 
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Ireland  which  would  be  in  that  posidon; 
and  those  would  be  railways  with  respect 
to  which  the  security  cannot  be  doubted. 
Sir,  I  think  the  next  point  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  touched  upon  was  the  employ- 
ment of  the  people.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Robert  Peel),  if  1  understand 
him  aright,  concedes  to  me  the  good 
which  we  allege  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways in  Ireland  would  do  in  respect  to  the 
employment  of  the  people  to  the  ex- 
tent we  allege,  and  adnuts  that,  on  this 
point,  we  have  proved  our  case.  But 
not  so  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  made  the  extraordinary  statement 
<m  Friday  night,  '*  that  the  average  num- 
ber of  men  required  for  the  construction 
of  railways  did  not  exceed  from  20  to  30  per 
mile  for  two  or,  at  most,  three  years  I" 
Why,  Sir,  it  would  take  almost  that  num- 
ber to  make  a  turnpike-road !  This  was  a 
statement  made  upon  the  authority  of  that 
••  Great  Unknown" — ^whose  real  name,  I 
ihould  guess,  we  shall  never  hear.  I  am 
sure  it  waa  not  Mr.  Brunei,  because  I  have 
by  me  a  copy  of  the  report  which  that 
gentleman  has  made  to  tiie  Government, 
in  which  he  says  that  of  the  lowest  and 
commonest  order  of  labourers  on  the 
Tramore  line,  he  would  undertake  to 
employ  on  seven  miles  of  road  from  800 
to  1,000  men.  Well  then,  I  am  sure  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
get  hia  authority  from  Mr.  Brunei.  Mr. 
Brunei  also  says — **  It  is  notorious  that  the 
whole  amount  of  money  paid  in  wages  for 
this  class  of  labour  is  spent  upon  the  spot, 
and  that  naturally  and  necessarily  the  sur- 
plus labour  of  the  neighbourhood  is  always 
absorbed  before  a  supply  is  drawn  from 
elsewhere." 

Why,  Sir,  we  have  not  only  Chancel- 
lors of  the  Exchequer  coming  forward  on 
this  occasion,  but  also  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral,  the  Member  for  Marylebono  (Sir 
C.  Napier),  who  told  us  that  the  common 
labourers  of  Ireland  were  incapable  of  per- 
forming those  works,  and  that  English 
**  navvies"  would  have  to  be  procured  from 
this  country  to  construct  the  Irish  rail- 
ways. Now,  Sir,  there  is  no  man  who  has  a 
greater  respect  or  admiration  for  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  than  I  have,  when  he 
ia  in  his  proper  sphere.  If  Commodore 
Sloat,  with  the  assistance  of  General  Tay- 
lor, should  first  conquer  Mexico,  and  next 
sec^  to  pounce  upon  the  British  West 
Indiea-— or  if  the  Prince  de  Joinvillo,  as 
he  once  threatened  to  do,  should  try  to 
with  a  French  fleet  up  the  Thames 


to  sweep  the  Pool,  I  know  no|  officer  whom 
I  would  sooner  see  commanding  our  fleet 
than  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral.  But 
the  moment  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
steps  over  the  gangway  on  dry  land,  though 
it  be  only  into  the  dockyard,  he  is  as  much 
out  of  his  element  "as  a  fish  out  of  water." 
All  recollect  the  diatribes  which  we  used 
continually  to  hear  from  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Officer  in  this  House  against  the  ships 
built  by  Sir  W.  Symonds,  and  the  lessons 
in  shipbuildbg  he  used  to  teach  us.  Now, 
I  understand  that,  worn  out  by  his  impor- 
tunities, either  the  late  or  the  present  Ad- 
miralty at  length  authorized  the  gallant 
Admiral  to  turn  amateur  shipbuilder,  and 
to  build  a  steam-frigate  after  his  own 
fashion.  No  time  was  lost.  The  frigate 
was  built,  and  in  honour  of  the  gallant 
Admiral  she  was  called  The  Sidon.  Well, 
Sir,  The  Sidon  went  to  sea,  when  being 
caught  in  a  gale  of  wind  she  was  seen  to 
roll  so  furiously,  that  the  jolly  tars  of  Her 
Majesty's  navy,  who  are  comical  fellows, 
rechristened  this  celebrated  frigate — why 
I  leave  the  House  to  guess  < — Drunken 
Charlie!!! 

But  I  beg  pardon  for  this  digression: 
we  are  now  debating  about  the  emplovment 
of  the  people.  Since  I  entered  the  House 
to-night,  I  have  received  two  letters  on  the 
subject.  One,  I  believe,  is  from  the  di- 
rector or  secretary  of  the  Waterford  and 
Kilkenny  Railway,  and  is  addressed  to  the 
brother  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  op- 
posite, the  Member  for  Carlow  (Captain 
Layard).  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer stated  that  the  Waterford  and  Kil- 
kenny line  did  not  employ  the  labourers  of 
the  locality.     The  writer  states — 

"  In  reply  to  your  question  as  to  the  truth  of 
the  statement  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer on  Friday  night,  respecting  the  employ- 
ment of  labourers  on  our  line,  I  can  tell  you  that 
such  statement  is  not  borne  out  by  facts,  and 
must  have  been  made  on  erroneous  information. 
The  contractors  employ  all  the  able-bodied  la- 
bourers they  can  find  on  the  spot;  and  in  a  con- 
versation I  had  with  one  of  them  (Mr.  Hammond) 
only  three  weeks  ago,  he  assured  me  that  the  re- 
lief committee  at  Thomastown  was  a  **  sinecure," 
except  when  the  weather  was  too  bad  to  admit  of 
full  work  on  the  line.  Mr.  Hammond  used  tho 
same  language  with  respect  to  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land where  he  had  contracts." 

The  other  letter  which  has  been  forwarded 
to  me  is  from  Thomastown,  and  is  signed 
by  a  Mr.  Wandesforde,  who  states — 

"  If  it  would  be  of  any  use  in  forwarding  Lord 
G.  Bentinck's  Bill,  you  may  state  that  tho  work- 
ings on  the  Kilkenny  and  Waterford  Railway  at 
Thomastown,  two  miles  from  this,  have  been 
stopped  for  want  of  funds,  and  tho  workmen  who 
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have  been  employed  there  are  now  going  from 
house  to  houne  in  a  large  body  insisting  on  food  or 
money.  This  is  not  very  agreeable,  and  an  addi- 
tional force  of  police  has  been  applied  for  to  the 
inspector  at  KUkenny,  and  likewise  some  mili- 
tary." 

The  effect,  therefore,  of  the  railway  being 
under  construction  was,  that  the  relief 
committee  had  a  sinecure;  they  no  sooner 
stopped  for  want  of  funds,  than  a  reinforce- 
ment of  police  and  military  were  necessary 
to  keep  the  peace  of  the  place.  I  have  also 
another  letter.  [**  Divide !"]  I  beg  pardon 
of  the  Uouse  for  so  long  detaining  them, 
but  it  is  a  question  of  vital  importance  to 
Ireland.  You  have  at  this  moment  thou- 
sands starving.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork  told  you  the  other  night 
that  already  25,000  Christians  had  perish- 
ed from  starvation;  that  2,000,000  more 
would  follow  from  pestilence,  the  conse- 
quence of  famine;  and  I  do  trust,  late  as  it 
is,  and  great  as  has  been  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  that  you  will  allow  me,  to  the 
l)est  of  my  power,  to  prove  to  you — not  to 
Irish  Gentlemen,  I  believe  I  need  say 
nothing  to  them,  they  know  the  state  of 
their  unfortunate  country — but  to  English 
Gentlemen,  that  the  measure  which  I  pro- 
pose would  employ  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try. I  have  a  letter  from  the  secretary  of 
the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway — the 
only  line  that  has  not  been  touched  upon, 
in  which  he  says — 

"  I  have  obHcrvod  with  much  surprise,  during 
the  discussion  on  the  second  reading  of  your  Lord- 
ship's Bill  for  the  encouragement  of  Irish  rail- 
ways, tlmt  several  hon.  Members  assumed,  a  great 
proportion  of  the  labourers  employed  were  not 
local  labourt*ni,  but  came  from  remote  districts, 
aiul  many  from  England  and  Scotland.  From  my 
profcHsional  connexion  with  a  railway  which  is  th« 
m*cund  in  extiMit  and  importance  in  Ireland,  vii. 
the  Midland  (treat  Western,  I  am  in  a  position 
to  give  an  opinion  quite  at  variance  with  that  to 
which  I  liave  refcrrtMl.  Tlie  first  contract,  twenty- 
fix  miles,  was  let  to  a  Scotch  contractor,  Mr. 
Jcffji,  who,  with  the  exc4*ption  of  a  few  gangers, 
wag;ron-tippers,  and  supt^rintendents,  employed 
the  loi*al  labourers,  wh(»  only  required,  according 
to  the  report  of  Mr.  Jeffs,  a  little  practice  and 
lM*tter  ftHKl  to  enable  them  to  (*ompete  with  the 
lal>ourers  to  be  fdund  on  the  English  and  Scotch 
railways.  The  best  proof  which  I  can  give  your 
I<(»rdNhip  of  the  employment  of  the  local  popula- 
tion i^.  that  during  iiw  laiit  harvest  the  number  of 
laltourt'rs  on  the  works  were  reduced  fully  forty 
pnr  «*4>nt:  and  the  enjrinoer  was  under  the  necessity 
of  f^ivinir  the  contnu'tom  some  indulgence,  in  order 
that  thrir  works  should  not  interfere  with  the 
saving  of  thf  harvest." 

This  JH  the  opinion  of  a  pi*rson  competent 
to  jud^^o;  ancl  therefore  1  bejj  hon.  Gentle- 
nuMj  t<i  obsorvo,  that  these  railways  do  not 
prevent  the  men  employed  on  them  from 


going  to  harvest  in  harrest-tiroe,  and  thej 
are  £e  identical  men  who  are  thus  employed 
in  the  harvest.     The  letter  proceeds — 

"  The  two  other  contractors  employed  by  the 
company  are  Irishmen,  and  the  workmen  engapd 
by  them  are  almost  exclusively  local ;  in  proof  oC 
which,  I  have  to  sUte,  that  I  witnessed  within  a 
few  months  since,  in  the  town  of  Mullingar,  a  par* 
tial  strike  amongst  the  labourers,  because  tone 
residents  of  the  adjoining  county  (Roeeonunoa) 
were  employed  on  the  worits.  The  directors  have 
kept  in  active  employment,  since  the  month  oC 
August  last,  about  3,20V  men  per  week,  and  cosU 
easily  emnloy  6,000  in  addition  for  the  next  fUice« 
months,  for  the  construction  of  the  line  to  Athkme 
and  Longford.  The  directors  have  a  Bill  before 
Parliament  now,  for  an  extension  from  Athlooe  to 
Galway,  which  when  completed,  will  bieeet  Ire- 
land, and  as  it  were,  connect  the  Irish  aee  witk 
the  Atlantic  Ocean.  I  need  scarcely  say.  that 
your  Ix>rdship*s  plan  would  ensure  the  speedy 
completion  of  this  great  national  undertaking,  in- 
stead of  permitting  it  to  remain  incomplete  for 
several  years,  like  the  Dublin  and  Drogheda  and 
Ulster  Railways." 

As  to  the  line  to  Galwaj,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  seemed  to  doubt  that  it  woold  be 
possible  that  so  large  a  quantity  of  fiah 
could  be  caught  on  the  shores  of  Galway. 
[Sir  Robert  Peel  signified  his  dissent.] 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  does  not  doubt, 
then,  that  4,000/.  of  fish  maj  be  eaughi 
on  the  shores  of  Galwaj;  but  he  aajt,  if 
so,  how  comes  it  that  railways  hare  not 
been  constructed  ?  I  apprehend  there  ia  no 
more  fish  in  Galway  now  than  there  vaa 
ten  years  ago,  and  yet  there  were  no  nil* 
ways,  and  it  is  necessary  to  apply  the 
stimulus  of  Goyemment  and  to  procure  % 
railway. 

Seeing  the  hon.  Member  for  Roeeom* 
mon  in  his  place,  I  beg  to  call  his  at- 
tention to  this  important  point.  I  wish  to 
touch  gently  on  the  subject;  but  baring 
had  the  honour  of  meeting  upwards  of  fifty 
Irish  Members  of  Parliament  this  day  fort- 
night, assembled  no  rery  long  way  from 
this  House,  and  baring  rcceired  their  una- 
nimous thanks  for  the  proposition  I  nuide» 
and  baring  been  present  whilst  unanimous 
resolutions  were  passed  appointing  the  Earl 
of  Fingall,  Mr.  Daniel  0*Connell,  and  Mr. 
George  Hamilton  a  deputation  to  wait 
upon  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goremment,  with  the  purpose  of 
insisting  upon  his  giring  up  the  Gorem- 
ment night,  the  rery  next  Friday,  for  the 
discussion  of  a  measure  acknowledged  una- 
nimously by  them  to  be  of  rital  import- 
ance to  Ireland — I  confess  I  am  greatly 
surprised  at  the  dissension  that  appears, 
by  some  mysterious  interference  of  (lo- 
remmcnt,  to  hare  been  created  amongst 
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the  Irish  Memhers.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was  one  of  mj  warmest  supporters.  [Mr. 
F.  French  was  imderstood  to  intimate 
his  dissent.]  1  suppose  I  misunderstood 
the  hon.  Gentleman;  but  certainly  1  thought 
I  understood  him  distinctly  to  say  '*  that 
come  what  would,  he  would  support  my 
Bill ;"  hut  I  was  going  to  call  his  attention 
to  the  fact,  that  there  is  now  a  Bill  before 
Parliament  for  a  railway,  which  will  tra- 
Terse  the  county  of  Roscommon ;  that  Bill 
is  unopposed,  but  1  am  assured  that  unless 
this  measure  passes,  so  hopeless  would  it  be 
for  the  company  to  obtain  money  without 
the  aid  of  Government,  there  would  be  no 
prospect  of  Roscommon  getting  a  railway 
completed  at  all,  at  least  not  for  a  num- 
ber of  years,  as  was  the  case  with  the 
Ulster,  Dublin  and  Drogheda  Railways, 
which  hung  fire,  and  could  not  obtain  mo- 
ney to  complete  them  for  eight  or  ten  years 
after  they  obtained  their  Acts.  But  on 
the  subject  of  the  transit  of  fish,  and 
the  Talue  of  railways  for  the  accomplish- 
ment of  that  o^ect,  I  have  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  document  which 
I  think  will  relieve  the  doubts  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon,  and  of  every 
other  Member  who  may  be  sceptical  as  to 
the  advantages  of  railways  in  this  respect. 
1  hold  in  my  hand  a  return  of  the  quantity 
of  fish  carried  by  the  Midland  Counties 
Railway  of  England  during  the  period  of 
one  year — of  the  year  which  has  just  ex- 
pired. It  will  be  recollected  that  this 
railway  is  the  means  of  communication 
from  Hull,  Whitby,  Scarborough,  and  the 
northern  districts  of  Yorkshire.  It  ap- 
pears that  in  the  course  of  last  year  the 
quantity  of  fish  carried  on  the  North  Mid- 
land line  south  of  York,  amounted  to 
9,502  tons,  16  cwt.  Now,  supposing  that 
this  fish  was  only  worth  Zd,  per  pound — 
and  the  calculation  is  a  moderate  one — its 
value  per  stone  would  be  3s,  &d, ;  and  if 
we  multiply  the  entire  quantity  according 
to  the  rules  of  vulgar  arithmetic,  we  shall 
find  that  no  less  then  266,0562.  is  the  to- 
tal value  of  the  fish  conveyed  upon  the 
North  Midland  line  during  a  single  year ; 
and  but  for  the  railway,  a  great  part  of 
that  fish  would  have  been  wasted.  I  state 
this  fact  in  elucidation  and  illustration  of 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Granby)  who  sits  behind  me.  The  point 
as  to  the  employment  of  labourers  has 
been  so  much  disputed,  on  the  other  side 
especially,  that  on  that  subject  I  beg  leave 
to  read  a  letter  from  Mr.  Robert  Stephen- 
ton*     He  says — 


"  Being  obliged  to  leave  town  this  afternoon, 
must  be  my  apology  for  making  my  remarks 
brief.  The  statement  that  from  twenty  to  thirty 
men  per  mile  are  sufficient  to  execute  any  aver- 
age railway  in  three,  or  even  in  four  years,  is  so 
monstrous,  that  I  am  satisfied  it  could  not  have 
come  from  any  competent  engineer.  The  London 
and  Birmingham  occupied  about  four  years  to 
execute,  and  the  number  of  men  varied  from 
10,000  to  15,000.  At  the  Kilsby  tunnel  alone, 
which  is  one  and  a  half  miles  in  length,  wo  had 
for  upwards  of  two  years  from  1,20(L  to  1,300 
men.  On  the  Blisworth  cutting,  in  Northamp- 
tonshire, about  two  miles  in  length,  about  the 
same  number  were  engaged  for  a  like  period. 
The  same  remark  applies  to  the  great  chalk  cut- 
ting at  Tring.  The  average  number  of  men  em- 
ployed on  the  line  throughout  three  years  cannot 
be  taken  at  less  than  100  ;  but  this  conveys  an  in- 
correct notion  of  the  actual  number  of  labourers 
deriving  employment  from  the  London  and  Bir- 
mingham Railway,  because  it  only  represents  the 
number  actually  employed  between  the  fences. 
Besides  this  number,  you  must  add  all  kinds  of 
local  artificers,  in  constructing  and  maintaining 
the  contractors'  implements,  which  were  never  in- 
cluded in  the  returns  which  the  company  received 
from  time  to  time  from  the  contractors." 

Mr.    Stephenson  then   goes   on   to   state 
that— 

*'  On  the  Manchester  and  Leeds  Railway,  for  a 
considerable  portion  of  thr«e  years,  which  is  fifty 
miles,  fully  10,000  men  were  employed,  which 
gives  200  men  per  mile.  The  North  Midland 
Railway  is  similar  in  character  to  the  last  men- 
tioned line  ;  I  cannot  state  from  memory  the  ex- 
act number,  but  I  am  confident  it  could  not  fall 
much  short  of  a  similar  average.  The  Trent 
Valley  Railway,  now  in  progress  between  Rugby 
and  Stafford,  is  fifty  miles  long ;  and  there  is  at 
this  moment  about  5,000  men  employed  upon  it. 
This  is  a  remarkably  easy  line,  and  consequently 
approaches  more  nearly  the  average  which  would 
be  required  in  Ireland.  Without,  however,  de- 
pending upon  statements  of  this  kind,  the  amount 
of  money  to  be  spent  in  labour  on  the  Irish  lines, 
affords  an  excellent  and  indisputable  test  of  the 
number  of  men  that  will  be  required.  Take  the 
total  cost  at  16,0002.  a  mile  of  this,  all  is  spent 
in  local  labour,  except  the  following  items  : — 

Land,  say £1,500 

Rails  and  Sleepers    3,500 

Engines  which  would  be  made)     ,  «^^ 
inEnghind /    ^'""" 


£6,000 


The  production  of  these  articles,  except  land,  im- 
plies a  vast  amount  of  labour  in  England,  and 
consequently,  productive  of  much  good  at  home. 
The  whole  expenditure  of  a  railway,  is,  in  short, 
labour,  except  law,  land,  and  timber  ;  in  this  par- 
ticular, it  is  impossible  to  conceive  any  descrip- 
tion of  public  work  better  calculated  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  Ireland,  than  railways." 

The  production  of  these  articles,  to  which 
reference  is  here  made,  will  employ  a  great 
number  of  labourers  besides  in  England, 
and,  consequently,  would  produce  much 
good,  even  here,  at  home.     So,  when  you 
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say  this  measure,  which  I  introduce  for  the 
good  of  Irektnd,  is  calculated  to  render  it 
necessary  to  raise  fresh  taxes  on  the  Eng- 
lish people,  the  trutli  is,  that  far  from 
taxing  it  serves  the  English  people  ma- 
terially; for,  so  far  as  the  manufacture  of 
locomotives  is  concerned,  I  helievo  Man- 
chester and  Newcastle  are  the  only  two 
towns  in  which  they  are  constructed,  and 
the  carriikges  are  made  in  London  and 
elsewhere;  so  that  the  great  towns  of 
England  would  have  their  share  also  in 
that  expenditure;  hut  every  expenditure  of 
this  kind  adds  to  the  revenue  of  the  coun- 
try. Mr.  Stephenson  further  goes  on  to 
say  that — 

"  From  the  lUtemcntt  I  have  made,  it  would 
appear  that,  according  to  the  proposal  of  your 
Lordship*^  ]UU,  tliat  the  one-third  suhncribed  for 
by  shares,  would  be  nearly  all  spent  in  England 
in  produoinff  rails,  engines,  dtc.,  and  the  remain- 
ing two-thirds  to  be  advanced  by  Crovemment, 
would  literally  bo  employed  in  paying  for  looal 
Irinh  labour.*' 

So  that  every  farthing  which  I  ask  the 
Government  of  this  country,  by  my  Bill, 
to  lend  on  good  security,  will  be  employed 
either  in  local  labour  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  Irehind,  or  otherwise  usefully. 
The  letter  to  which  I  refer,  goes  on  to 
«ay — 

••  I  trust  your  Lordship  will  excuse  these 
hasty  notes ;  but  I  tru^t  tlicy  will  sufAce  to  rebut 
the  assertion  tliat,  twenty  or  thirty  men  per  mile 
are  sufficient  to  absorb  the  laliour  roquinnl  in  the 
coiutruction  of  railways  in  Ireland.  Turn  tlie 
matter  as  you  will,  other  questions  resolve  them- 
selves simply  into  this — how  many  men,  and  during 
what  perio<l,  will  10,000/.  per  mile  employ,  at  15f. 
or  at  V2i.  a  week  ?  This,  worked  out,  appears  to 
me  to  put  the  matter  beyond  controversy." 

If  I  were  going  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill,  I  would  l)eg  to  read  another  letter  to 
the  House  which  I  have  receivcil  on  this 
subject  of  the  expense  of  railways  from 
Mr.  Stephenson.  Mr.  Stephenson  in  this 
kst  letter  says,  tliat  if  the  object  be  to 
employ  a  still  larger  numl>er  of  labourers, 
it  might  Ik*  rnsily  obtained,  and  duublo  the 
number  of  lalM»urer«  employed  at  little  or 
no  more  cost  to  the  companies,  by  intro- 
ducing a  pn>vision  into  the  Bill  obliging  the 
companies  to  purchase  a  trifle  more  land 
for  s|Miil  and  for  side  cuttings  ;  so  that  the 
entire*  of  the  earthworks  might  bo  accom- 
plished by  men  alone  with  s|»adefi  and 
barrows,  without  the  aid  of  horseH  or  carts 
— the  earth  excavated  from  the  deep  cut- 
tings being  wheele<l  out  to  what  is  called 
*'  spoil.*'  and  the  embankments  being 
made  from  side  cuttings.  But  it  has 
1)een   objected  to  me,  on  tbo  ono  hamli 


that  I  should  employ  no  Irish  labonrera, 
and,  on  the  other,  that  if  I  employed  all 
the  labourers  on  railways,  the  fields 
would  remain  unsown,  and  that  conae- 
auontly  the  next  year's  hanrett  would  be 
defective.  If  those  Gentlemen  will  read 
the  Report  of  the  Poor  Law  Commission- 
ers,  they  will  find  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners report,  that  where  two  men  are 
employed  m  agriculture  in  England,  five 
men  are  employed  in  Ireland  upon  the  land; 
and  that  when  all  is  done,  the  five  Irishmen 
get  no  more  out  of  the  land  than  the  two 
Englishmen  do,  so  that  if  they  were 
well  paid  and  well  fed  in  IreUnd,  there 
woula  be  enough  of  men  to  do  all  the 
work  necessary  for  agricultural  purposes. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  seems  to  doubt  this.  He 
has  left  all  the  work  of  the  present  debate, 
however,  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  he  may  be  able  to  inform 
as  of  the  fact  of  this  matter. 

Well,  Sir,  ["  Divide,  divide!"]  I  have 
now  stated  what  I  intended  relative  to  one 
portion  of  the  Irish  railway  question;  but  I 
have  another  short  letter  to  which  I  wish 
briefly  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  which  I  only  received  to-day.  I  reallj 
am  very  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  trespass  so 
long  on  the  impatience  of  the  House;  but 
this  is  a  great  and  important  question,  and 
as  it  is  one  in  which  the  lives  of  one  or  two 
millions  of  people  are  concerned,  I  do  trust 
that  hon.  Uentleman  will  have  a  little  pa- 
tience. I  have  received  a  letter  from  a 
gentleman,  living  at  March,  in  the  Bedford 
Level,  on  the  subject  of  the  practical 
benefits  conferred  by  the  construction  of 
railways  in  an  agricultural  district,  which 
is  so  forcibly  expressed,  and  so  much  to 
the  point,  that  I  nope  the  House  will  per- 
mit me  to  read  it,  and  I  promise  it  soall 
be  the  last.  It  has  reference  to  the  Pe> 
terborough  and  Ely  Railway.  Thb  gen- 
tleman says — 

<*  A  line  of  railwmy  frooi  Ely  to  P9t«rbor«m|r)i 
was  oftened  on  the  14th  ultimo,  and  dvfaif  tbo 
conKtnirtion  but  winter  and  thia  abtorbed  mock 
lAb<mr  of  ernry  dctrripCioD,  aad  made  thit  pUro 
in  ft  flouriiihinit  eonditloo,  not  only  at  refsHt  tba 
common  Ub«iurer  bat  tl»  artiflui.  tradeamaa. 
and  hifirleri  (men  who  keop  a  cart  and  ono  or 
two  horart).  Ijord  John  KiMirll  obernrra  truly 
when  he  states  that  railwaya  take  the  abl^bodi*^; 
hut  that  make*  room  Ibr  others  that  would  not 
be  employed  ;  and  fuek  men  UaC  year  and  this 
Itave  fifund  employment  at  10».  and  12#.  a  woek, 
who  but  for  the  railway  would  beeooM  either 
charf«»able  to  the  parish,  or  bo  obliged  to  work  at 
rt/.  a  wrek.  There  hat  be«n  a  very  eontiderablo 
consumption  in  all  articles  botk  agrkaltval  sa4 
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exoiieftbl*.  The  butchers  hare  giren  \d  per  lb. 
more  lor  mntton  than  could  be  obtained  in  Smith- 
field.  Hie  value  of  land  has  been  enhanced,  and 
also  the  rent  of  houses.  This  is  purely  an  agri- 
cultural town  with  about  6,000  inhabitants.  A 
fKefid  of  mine  tried  to  sell  his  wheat  at  Wisbeach 
on  Saturday  (the  market  dAy),  and  sold  it  the 
Monday  following  in  London  by  railwliy  at  6«.  ad- 
Tance  per  quarter;  he  grew  fire  quarters  per 
acre,  which  makes  exactly  a  rent  difference. 
Smne  of  the  close-ftsted  fiirmers  are  not  quite  8&- 
tisAed  with  the  railway,  As  they  are  obliged  to  give 
Ibr  inferior  labourers  as  much  as  th^  formerly 
gave  ibr  the  best,  foz^tting  the  saTlng  in  poor's 
rates,  the  better  condition  of  the  peo^e,  and  the 
lati^GMtory  state  of  the  poor  in  general/' 

Thus  we  see  how  employment  wad  ex- 
tended by  n^ilwajA.  But  tnie  is  an  acoount 
of  the  operation  of  railways  in  this  countrt; 
and  if  sueh  is  the  effeot  of  railways  m 
the  fens  of  this  oonntry,  1  think  we  may 
presume  that  they  will  produce  quite  as 
beneficial  an  effect  in  Ireknd.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer iaid»  that  the  effect  of  my  Bill  was  to 
k>wer  the  price  of  shafes  in  Ireland.  But 
I  confess  wat  I  heard  Uiat  stlitement  with 
considerable  surprise.  1  find  it  stated,  in  a 
recent  accoutit  of  the  Belfast  share  list, 
*'  that  Bnglish  shares  had  given  way,  but 
that  the  now  Irish  shares  Were  commanding 
mofe  attention,  in  consequence  of  the  hope 
of  Ooremment  aid."  Well,  but  I  shodd 
hare  doUe  nothing  if  I  had  not  reanimated 
the  Irish  ndlway  shares.  I  shall  not  trespass 
upon  the  time  of  the  Bouse  with  the  read- 
ing of  any  more  documents,  although  I 
eould  bring  forward  many  others  in  support 
of  this  measure.  I  am  satisfied,  however, 
to  understate  rather  than  to  overstate  my 
case.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  used  another  most  extraor- 
dinary argument  against  me  when  he  said 
that  some  Irish  gentlemen  bad  come  to  him 
and  had  asked  for  a  loan  of  5,000,0002. 
to  be  added  to  their  own  10,000,000/.,  by 
which  means  thet  said  they  could  give 
employment  to  100,000  men  ;  whereas  I 
ask  for  16,0000,0002.,  with  8,000,0002. 
of  private  shsre-capital,  with  which  I 
promise  to  give  employment  to  110,000 
men.  Now,  t  do  not  think  there  is  any 
very  great  discrepancy  between  the  two 
statements  $  and  I  believe  I  may  claim  the 
eonfidence  of  the  House  for  not  having 
ihoWn  a  disposition  to  overstate  my  case. 
I  am  satisfied  fl-om  strict  inquiries  that  I 
have  made,  that  instead  of  finding  em- 
|doyment  for  only  110,000  persons  in  the 
eoustmction  of  the  railways,  I  could 
show  that,  according  to  the  Chancellor  of 
IIm  B^thequ^'s  statement,  every  million 


sterling  spent  on  railway  labour  would 
employ  45,000  labourers — that  at  least 
180,000  persons  would  be  employed,  were 
this  measure  to  be  carried.  Thus  the 
means  of  subsistence  would  be  provided 
for  not  550,000,  but  for  900,000  persons. 

There  is  another  point,  and  a  very 
important  one,  to  which  I  must  allude — 
I  mean  the  point  of  the  security  which 
would  be  offered  for  the  repayment  of 
any  advance  that  might  be  made  for 
the  construction  of  Irish  railways.  ["  Di- 
vide !"]  Now,  I  think,  that  if  I  can  show 
that  all  the  railways  in  Austria,  Italy, 
Belgium,  and  the  United  States — I  think 
if  I  can  show  that  all  the  railways  in  these 
countries,  from  their  traffic,  would  have 
offered  ample  security  for  the  repayment 
of  such  advances  as  I  propose  should  bo 
made  to  the  Irish  railroads,  I  shall  have 
made  out  my  cade ;  and  when  I  tell  you 
that  the  population  in  Ireland  is  denser 
than  in  any  of  these  countries,  except 
Belgium,  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  as- 
sume, that  the  railways  of  Ireland  will 
pay  as  good  a  dividend  as  these  foreign 
railways,  and  will  afford  a  good  security 
for  the  repayment  of  the  money  advanced 
for  their  construction.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Mr.  F.  Baring)  was  very  much  excited  at 
the  Idea  of  my  seeking  to  borrow,  as  he 
was  pleased  to  say,  "hand  over  head** 
16,000,0002.  for  the  purpose  of  executing 
these  Irish  railroads.  But  I  cannot  fbrget 
that  in  the  year  1839  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  supported  a  Bill  similar 
to  this  one,  and  asked  an  advance  of 
5,000,0002.  for  the  construction  of  Irish 
railways,  at  a  time  when  there  was  a 
deficiency  of  nearly  2,000,0002.  in  the 
Exchequer,  and  when  there  was  not  more 
than  4,000,0002.  of  bullion  in  the  coffers 
of  the  Bank.  Now,  I  must  say,  without 
meaning  any  offence,  that  I  do  not  feel 
any  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  on  my  side ;  for  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  assistance  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, with  the  prSHige  of  his  financial 
misfortunes,  would  create  any  very  great 
confidence  in  favour  of  the  measure  in  the 
money  market.  When  I  recollect  that  it 
was  once  the  fortune  of  this  same  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  fish  for  a  budget  in  a 
bottomless  pool  of  deficiency,  into  which 
he  himself  took  a  Leader,  dragging  the 
whole  Whig  Government  of  1841  after  him 
and  drowning  them  in  it,  I  feel  that  I 
may  congratulate  myself  in  having  his 
opposition. 


Ill  AMfaMff  {COMMONS} 

I  BOW  eome  to  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ih»  Member  for  the  UniTeraitj  of  Gam- 
bridge  (Mr.  Goalbam).  I  confess  I  was 
never  so  much  surprised  at  any  speech  as 
thai  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Indeed 
I  am  moch  duposed  to  pass  it  by,  merely 
saying— 
**  TU  a  pity  when  ohamung  women 
Talk  of  things  which  they  don't  understand ! " 

I  most  obsenre,  howerer,  that  from  the 
day  money  would  be  adyanccd  under  this 
BiU,  interest  on  that  money  would  become 
payable;   so  that  before  2002.  were  ad- 
Tanced,  the  company  must  haye  called  up 
not  only  100/.,  but  oL  lOs,  in  addition,  to 
meet  the  half-yearly  diyidend  on  the  Go- 
yemment  loan  of  200/.     Simultaneously 
with  the  demand  upon  the  Treasuir  would 
be  the  payment  of  the  interest  by  tne  com- 
pany, out  of  their  share  of  the  capital. 
Thus  the  Goyemment  would  not  be  out  of 
cither  capital  or  interest  for  a  single  day. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  showing  the 
bad  security  upon  the  Irish  lines,  instanced 
the  case  of  the  Dublin  and  Drogheda.    He 
said,  that  on  this  line  the  shares  were  75/. ; 
70/.  had  been  paid  up,  and  yet  the  price 
of  the  shares  was  only  58/. ;  and  from  this 
he  argued,  that  the  Dublin  and  Drogheda 
Rulway  would  be  no  security  to  the  Go- 
yemment.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  able  to  multiply  58  by  3,  he 
would  haye  found  the  product  to  be  174; 
and  if  he  had  been  able  to  multiply  70  by  2, 
he  would  have  found  the  result  to  haye 
given  140;  and,  deducting  140  from  174, 
he  would  haye  found  a  balance  of  34/.; 
showing  to  him  that  there  would  be  com- 
plete security,  not  only  for  the  GoTem- 
ment  advance  of  two-thirds  of  the  capital, 
namely,  140/.,  but  that  there  would  be  a 
surplus  security  of  34/.  remaining  for  the 
private  speculator.     When  the  public  read 
these  statements  of  the  late   Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  they  will  see  that  it  is 
not  a  very  difficult  task  to  fill  the  office  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  success. 
The  hon.  Gentleroan  the  Member  for  In- 
yemess  (Mr.  Baillie)  objects  to  giving  loans 
to  Ireland,  and  says,  that  when  the  Scotch 
people  were  suffering  the  greatest  distress, 
grants  or  loans  were  never  heard  of.     lie 
told  us  of  Lord  Macdonald,  and  Macleod 
of  Macleod,  who  have  anticipated  the  whole 
of  their  income  for  the  current  year  in  re- 
lieving the   distress  among  their  people. 
Sir,  I  know  it.     I  can  cordially  concur  in 
admiration  of  the   noble   generosity   and 
charity  of  the  Scotch  landlords ;  but  I  will 
not  allow  that  the  hon.  Member  speaks  the 
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sentiments  of  the  pec^le  of  Seotland  when 
he  says  no  loans  or  grants  ought  to  be 
given  to  Ireland.  He  says,  Scotland  got 
no  loans  or  grants.  Sir,  I  think  I  have  as 
much  right  to  speak  for  Scotland,  and 
more,  perhaps,  than  the  hon.  Member — 
who,  I  nelieve,  is  not  a  Scotchman — and  I 
repudiate  for  Scotland  the  sentiments  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I  will  say,  that,  even 
if  she  had  not  received  anything,  she  would 
not  raise  her  voice  against  relief  to  Irdand 
in  such  an  emergency.  But  the  faet  b  quite 
otherwise.  Scotland  ffot  loans  and  grants 
long  before  Ireland  did.  Scotland  has  re- 
ceived no  less  than  850,000/.  out  of  the 
2,000,000/.  Drably  Act,  whilst  England 
has  got  only  250,0M/.  I  know  the  feeling 
of  the  Highlanders — I  know  their  prover- 
bial and  historic  character  for  gratitude 
—I  know  they  would  not  be  unmindfbl  of 
the  fact,  that  the  Irish  Members,  so  far 
from  opposing,  have  ever  voted  for  the 
loans  which  were  advanced  to  Seotland — 
no  Irishman  ever  raised  his  voice  against 
grants  or  loans  to  Scotland  in  the  tames  of 
Scotland's  need;  and,  recollecting  this,  I 
know  well.  Sir,  they  would  not  raise  their 
voices  against  Ireland  in  the  day  of  her 
greatest  adversity. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ex-Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  teOs  us  this  is 
unite  a  novel  plan.  Does  he  reeoUeet 
1835?  Does  he  recollect  the  monster 
Conmiittee  of  fifty  Members  of  this  House 
— many  of  whom  were  Members  of  the 
present  and  of  the  late  Government — ^who 
unanimously  voted  in  favour  of  railways  in 
Ireland  ?  And  what  was  the  plan  ?  *Why 
the  Government  of  that  day  was  recom- 
mended to  advance,  not  one-half  the  sums 
required,  but  two-thirds,  half  as  a  gift  and 
half  as  a  loan,  for  the  formation  of  Irish 
railways.  But  what  did  a  former  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  do— and  that,  too,  when 
there  was  a  gloom  in  the  commercial  world, 
not  over  railways,  which  did  not  then 
exist,  but  over  commerce  and  nuuiufac- 
tures — when  commercial  credit  was  at  a 
discount,  and  the  numufacturinff  bterest 
reduced  to  the  lowest  ebb?  Why,  he 
came  down  to  this  House  and  recommend- 
ed 5,000,000/.  of  Exchequer-bills  to  be 
lent,  not  upon  security  examined  by  RaiU 
way  Commissioners,  but  upon  the  security 
ofthe  stock  in  trade  of  manufaetorers  and 
of  merchants,  upon  the  woollen  and  cotton 
and  cutlery  of  the  manuCsetarers,  and  upon 
the  sugar  and  coffee  and  tea  and  other 
merchandise  of  the  merchants,  the  goods 
only  to  be  given  in  pledge  ia  the  porta 
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of  London,  Liyerpool,  Hull,  Bristol,  Leitb, 
and  Glasgow.  This  was  1793 — he  was 
not  a  Chimcellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  the 
modem  red-tape  class — ^he  was  a  man  of 
a  higher  order — he  was  the  illustrious  Son 

the  immortal  Chatham — he  was  "  the 
Pilot  who  weathered  the  storm.  *'  Sir, 
did  such  a  measure  in  those  days  make 
the  public  securities  fall  ?  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  Sir.  Mr.  Fox,  who  was  in 
oppoai^n,  and  disliked  the  measure  on 
eonstitntional  grounds,  fearing  that  it^ 
would  give  too  much  power  to  Minis 
iers,  and  not  choosing,  as  he  said,  to 
plac«  the  trade  of  the  country  at  their 
nod,  nerertheless  acknowledged  ''he  had 
not  heart  or  nerve*'  to  go  to  a  division. 
What  happened,  then,  to  the  money  mar- 
ket ;  with  the  French  at  our  doors,  did 
the  public  securities  fall?  Far  from  it. 
True,  the  drivellers  of  that  day  rose  in 
their  places,  like  the  three  Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer  of  this  day,  and  expressed 
their  fears  that  Exchequer-bills  might  fall 
to  a  discount;  but  they  were  speedily  an- 
swered, by  being  told  that  the  mere  report 
upon  'Change,  that  Mr.  Pitt  proposed  to 
issue  5.000,000^.  of  Exchequer-bills  for 
the  relief  of  the  commerce  and  trade  of 
the  country,  had  given  confidence  in  the 
city,  and  had  caused  all  the  public  secu- 
rities of  one  accord  to  rise.  1  have  just 
received  an  account  from  America,  that 
the  effect  of  issuing  new  treasury  notes  to 
the  amount  of  23,000,000  dollars,  and  re- 
issuing 5,000,000  more  of  old  treasury 
notes,  has  been  to  raise  the  public  secu- 
rities at  Washington  and  New  York. 

Sir,  1  did  not  bring  forward  this  mea- 
sure in  any  factious  spirit,  nor  with  any 
feeling  of  rivalry.  One  of  the  gentlemen 
to  whose  great  abilities  and  researches  I 
am  chiefly  indebted  for  the  materials  which 
I  have  used  is  Mr.  Laing,  the  political 
friend  of  Lord  Dalhousie,  the  personal  friend 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Labouchere).  That  hon.  gentleman  asked 
me,  when  I  first  applied  for  his  assistance, 
whether  this  measure  was  to  be  made  a 
party  one  ?  My  answer  to  him  was  this, 
that  this  measure  was  not  proposed  in  a 
spirit  of  rivalry  or  of  opposition  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  —  that  we,  as  a 
party,  had  resolved  that  we  would  not  allow 
party  feelings  to  interfere  with  the  con- 
sideration of  what  was  for  the  interest  of 
Ireland;  and  that  was,  I  wont  say  the  con- 
dition, but  that  was  the  honest  understand- 
ing on  which  I  received  that  gentleman's 
diamterested  and  patriotic  services.     But 


because  I  said  the  other  night  that  I  had 
summoned  all  my  Friends,  I  am  told  this 
proves  the  present  to  be  a  party  measure. 
Sir,  when  did  I  smnmon  my  Friends?  It 
was  not  till  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
with  that  high-mindedness  and  generous 
feeling — that  chivalry  which  belongs  to 
his  illustrious  house  —  came  across  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House  on  Tuesday 
last,  and  said  to  me,  *'  I  will  not  take 
advantage  of  you.  The  Government  have 
decided  that  they  will  reject  this  Bill  on 
its  first  reading,  and  I  think  it  is  there- 
fore only  fair  to  come  over  and  tell  you." 
Now,  believing,  as  I  do,  that  this  is  a  mea- 
sure which  will  go  a  long  way  to  cure  all 
the  evils  of  Ireland,  am  I  to  be  told  that 
because  the  Government  do  not  approve  of 
it,  and  do  not  sanction  it,  that  I  am 
tamely  to  drop  such  a  measure  as  this  ? 
It  has  also  been  said  that  I  offered  to  take 
the  government  of  the  country.  Sir,  I 
think  consistently  with  the  independence  of 
this  House  and  of  the  country,  when  the 
Government  comes  down  and  says,  if  you 
do  not  reject  this  measure,  though  you 
believe  it  to  be  a  good  measure,  we  will 
throw  the  Government  up,  and  anarchy  may 
prevail,  and  there  will  be  no  help  for  you 
— why,  Sir,  I  should  have  been  wanting 
altogether  in  that  spirit  of  independence 
which  always  has  belonged,  and  ought  al- 
ways to  belong,  to  this  House,  if  I  had 
not  risen  and  said,  that  if  this  measure, 
which  I  have  proposed  on  its  own  in- 
trinsic merits,  should  so  carry  with  it  the 
feelings  of  this  House  as  to  convert  a 
comparatively  small  minority  into  a  ma- 
jority— I  would  not  shrink,  were  the  task 
unwillingly  forced  upon  me,  from  taking 
the  responsibility  of  carrying  this  scheme 
into  execution.  At  the  same  time,  I  hope 
that  nothing  which  has  fallen  from  me  can 
be  construed  into  a  premeditated  intention 
of  proposing  this  measure  in  a  spirit  of 
hostility  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  And 
I  believe  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  will  say  that  he 
has  no  cause  of  complaint  in  the  con- 
duct of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House;  and  I  will  say  now,  that 
so  little  was  it  my  intention  to  bring 
forward  this  measure  from  any  feeling  of 
rivalry  towards  my  noble  Friend,  that  I 
conscientiously  think  it  would  be  of  ^  great 
assistance  to  his  other  measures.  There 
is  no  one  of  his  measures  with  which  it 
clashes — there  is  no  one  which  it  does  not 
support ;  and  I  take  leave  to  tell  my  noble 
Friend,  that  when  the  day  comes  when  his 
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army  of  480,000  men,  who  now  lire  upon 
tho  broad  of  idleness,  are  to  be  dismissed, 
unless  ho  is  supplied  with  some  great 
safety  ralve  of  this  kind,  he  will  not  be 
able  to  keep  the  peace  in  Ireland,  even 
if  the  35,000  military  and  police  that 
are  now  there,  should  be  raised  to  70,000. 
Hunger  is  not  to  be  resisted ;  and  if  it 
cannot  get  the  key  of  the  granair,  it  will 
hare  recourse  to  the  crowbar  and  sledge* 
hammer ;  and  I  tremble  to  think  what 
may  bo  the  consequence  when  the  day 
comes  when  it  is  to  be  told  to  those  480,000 
able-bodied  men,  that  they  must  choose  be* 
tween  the  workhouse  and  starvation.  There- 
fore, I  say  now  again,  at  the  last  hour, 
that  I  offer  this  measure  with  a  feeling  of 
the  most  perfect  good-will  to  my  noble 
Friend ;  and  if  he  says  that  he  cannot  un- 
dertake to  carry  out  this  measure,  if  he 
will  appoint  a  Commission,  as  was  done 
by  Mr.  Pitt  in  1793,  ho  may  hare  the 
disinterested  unpaid  services  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  offered  to  stake  the  whole 
of  his  fortune  to  tho  House  and  to  tho 
country  as  security  to  the  Qovcmment 
for  its  success.  I  am  not  going  to  offer 
mine,  because  I  know  that  it  is  of  little 
value;  but  if,  along  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  Mr.  Laing,  he  chooses  to 
put  mo  at  the  head  of  his  unpaid  Commis- 
sion, then  I  will  be  responsible  for  carry- 
ing this  measure  out,  without  tho  loss  of  a 
single  shilling  to  the  State,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  with  a  large  additional  annual 
revenue  to  the  Exchequer.  I  will  be  re- 
sponsible for  carrying  this  measure  out, 
and  for  the  employment  of  tho  people, 
through  its  means,  to  the  extent  and 
nnnibers  which  I  have  stated.  1  will  bo 
responsible  for  the  regeneration  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  if  it  fail,  why  then,  as  the  re- 
sponsible head  of  the  Commission,  I  shall 
bo  liable  to  impeachment;  and  I  now 
challenge  the  House  to  put  that  pro- 
cess in  force  against  me.  I  say  not 
this  in  any  trifling  spirit,  or  in  any  idle 
bravado.  There  aro  ready  hands  and 
willing  hearts  in  this  House,  I  doubt  not, 
to  put  it  in  execution.  There  is  a  party 
in  this  House  to  whom  I  have  shown  no 
quarter;  and  it  is  meet  and  just  that 
they  should  give  no  quart4*r  to  me.  As  I 
have  given,  so  I  will  take  no  quarter;  and 
I  now  offer  myself,  with  the  a.Hsistance  of 
the  gentlemen  I  have  before  namt^d,  to  carry 
out  this  measure  at  the  hazard  of  impeaoh- 
ment,  without  its  costing  the  country  asingle 
shilling,  and  I  will  answer  for  ita  auoeeM. 


It  is  a  measure  which  offends  against  no  old 
party  recollections — it  is  a  measure  which 
wars  not  against  any  rcligioua  prejudice — it 
is  a  measure  which  confiscates  not  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlords,  whilst  it  seeks  not 
to  expatriate  the  peasantry,  or  to  send 
the  poor  to  the  workhouse — it  is  a  mea- 
sure which  outrages  no  constitutional  law 
— it  is  a  measure  which,  whilst  it  clothea 
the  naked  and  "  fills  the  hungry  with  good 
things,"  sends  not  the  "rich  empty  away.'* 
And  I  ask  now  the  Government,  for  the 
last  time — I  implore  them,  for  the  sake  of 
suffering  Ireland,  to  accept  it  at  my  hands. 
I  say  to  them,  grant  to  Ireland,  grant  to  me 
this  my  humble,  my  fervent,  my  honest, 
my  onlv  prayer ;  and  I,  for  one,  care  not 
if  this  be  the  last  time  that  I  address  this 
or  any  other  mortal  assembly. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  exnlained  that  he 
understood  the  Irish  Members  were  only 
committed  to  support  tho  first  reading  of 
this  Bill,  and  that,  aflerwards,  they  were 
at  liberty  to  act  as  they  choee. 

Mr.  W.  R.  COLLBTT  would  not  deUin 
the  House  more  than  a  few  minutes. 
Having  stated  a  few  days  ago  that  ho  was 
ready  to  fl;tve  employment  to  50,000  men 
in  Ireland,  he  felt  himself  bound  to  bear 
out  that  assertion.  There  were  393  miles 
of  Irish  railways  with  which  he  was  con* 
nected.  There  were  223  of  these  under 
compact,  and  upon  which  upwards  of 
20,000  labourers  were  employoo.  During 
the  last  year  he  had  given  employment  to 
13,000  persons  on  the  Chester  and  Holy- 
head Railway.  With  these  facts  beforo 
the  House,  he  trusted  he  would  get  credit 
for  the  truth  and  sincerity  of  his  state- 
ment on  the  other  evening — that  if  the 
Government  consented  to  this  measore,  ho 
would  have  50,000  additional  persons  put 
up<m  these  works. 

Mr.  MUNTZ,  in  expUnation,  said  that 
when  he  had  first  s|>oken  in  favour  of  tho 
noble  LonFs  measure,  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  in  tho 
event  of  its  being  carried.  He  should  now 
be  obliged  to  vote  against  this  measure, 
because  ho  was  not  prepansl,  at  this  mo- 
ment, to  leave  lrf*land  in  its  present  un- 
fortunate state,  without  the  pmteelion  of 
the  present  Government,  am!  the  advan- 
tages of  those  measure,  however  small, 
which  they  were  carrying  through  Tar- 
liament. 

I/ORD  J.  RUSSELL:  Sir.  ahhoui^h  I 
am  unwilling  to  detain  the  House  at  all 
from  coming  to  a  division  at  this  late  hour, 
and  though  1  mmn  lo  fbrbcmr  from  attempt* 
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ing  any  reply  to  the  speech  of  the  nohle 
Lord  Uie  Member  for  Lynn,  yet,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer haying  commenced  this  discussion, 
and  many  of  his  statements  haying  been 
attacked,  and  as  no  Minister  of  the  Crown 
has  since  taken  part  in  this  discussion,  I 
think  it  wo^ild  be  most  respectful  to  the 
House,  before  coming  to  any  decision,  that 
I  should  state  what  is  the  general  view, 
without  going  into  details,  which  I  take  of 
Uie  condition  of  this  country  and  Ireland 
at  this  moment,  and  of  its  bearing  upon 
the  Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  has  brought 
forward.  1  will  not  go  into  the  finances  of 
the  case  now }  but,  without  stating  those 
particulars  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  hare  had  sufficient  information, 
I  may  at  once  say,  that  I  concur  generally 
in  the  views  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth.  Con- 
sidering our  financial  condition  at  this  mo« 
ment,  the  proposition  of  giving  such  assist - 
anee  to  Ireland  as  is  contained  in  the 
measure  of  the  noble  Lord,  becomes  a 
matter  extremely  serious.  But  there  is 
another  part  of  Ihe  question,  that  relating 
to  our  oommercial  and  social  position.  I 
take  it  that  our  position  is  this :  there  was 
not  any  such  failure  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, except  in  the  Highlands,  as  would 
have  made  this  a  year  of  much  suffering 
and  difficulty  for  the  people  of  Great  Bri- 
tain ;  but  the  great  failure  of  the  potato 
crop  in  Ireland  has  made  it  necessary,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Executive  Government 
of  this  country,  to  make  a  very  great  effort 
in  order  to  preserve  a  great  portion  of  the 
people  of  the  country  from  starvation.  But 
the  consequences  have  been,  that  instead 
of  a  large  importation,  as  has  usually  been 
the  case,  of  food  from  Ireland  to  this  coun- 
try, there  has  been,  in  the  first  place,  a 
much  smaller  importation;  and,  in  the 
next  place,  there  has  been  a  considerable 
exportation— an  exportation  now  going  on 
— from  this  country  to  Ireland,  for  the 
purpose  of  feeding  those  whose  usual  food 
nas  entirely  failed.  Their  means  of  pro- 
curing ibis  food  have  been  furnished  from 
the  Treasury  of  this  country,  at  the  rate  of 
800.000J.  or  900,000?.  a  month ;  but  the 
consequences  of  enabling  the  people  of 
Ireland  in  such  large  numbers  to  buy  food 
b  this,  that  the  price  of  food  in  this  coun- 
try, and  in  foreign  countries,  has  been 
greatly  enhanced.  But  not  only  are  the 
consequences  of  the  high  price  of  food  be- 
ffinninff  to  be  felt,  and  very  severely  felt, 
Sol  a  depression  in  the  manufacturing  in- 


terests of  the  country  has  also  taken  place; 
together  with  the  want  of  sufficient  wages 
for  industry,  upon  which  the  great  bulk  of 
the  population  is  maintained.  It  is,  in  my 
opinion,  most  desirable  not  to  make  that 
pressure  greater  than  the  people  of  this 
country  can  bear,  so  as  to  be  able  still  to 
furnish  assistance  to  their  fellow-country- 
men in  Ireland.  I  think  if  we  come  to 
press  to  a  very  much  greater  extent  than 
we  now  press  upon  Uiem,  and  to  drain 
further  the  resources  of  this  country,  we 
should  find  that,  without  enabling  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  to  escape  the  dreadful  con- 
sequences of  the  present  famine,  we  had 
disabled  the  people  of  England  and  Scot- 
land from  giving  that  assistance  which  t 
am  sure  they  are  disposed  to  give.  With 
this  view  of  our  finances,  and  of  our  com- 
mercial and  manufacturing  position,  I  have 
to  consider  how  the  means  of  this  country 
Cftn  be  best  disposed  of  to  preserve  the 
greatest  nimiber  of  human  creatures  fh>m 
famishing.  That  appears  to  me  a  very 
serious,  painful,  and  at  the  same  time  a 
truo  view  of  the  case.  I  believe  in  the 
last  month  or  week  that  not  less  than 
600,000  persons  have  received  wages  upon 
the  pubhc  works  in  Ireland,  representmg, 
probably,  3,000,000  of  the  population. 
One  hundred  thousand  persons  more  were 
in  the  workhouses,  maintained  by  the  rates. 
Thousands  and  thousands  more  are  main- 
tained by  private  charity  in  Ireland,  and 
by  the  exertions  of  the  resident  landlords, 
many  of  whom  have  no  doubt  made  great 
sacrifices  on  behalf  of  the  poorer  classes. 
I  have,  then,  to  consider,  when  there  are 
more  than  three  and  a  half  millions  of  per- 
sons thus  living,  whether  on  the  advances 
thus  made  by  the  many,  or  from  the  rates 
collected,  or  the  subscriptions  and  charit- 
able donations,  I  say,  I  am  to  consider, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
proposition  of  my  noble  Friend  is  one  that 
tends  directly  to  the  removal  of  the  dis- 
tress. Now,  Sir,  on  that  point  I  do  mot 
think  the  proposition  is  effectual  in  the 
manner  that  the  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
seem  to  suppose.  I  cannot  think  so,  be- 
cause while  I  see  the  means  which  1  have 
stated  from  those  different  sources  are  all 
applied,  or  intended  to  be  applied,  to  the 
relief  of  the  most  distressed  persons,  the 
most  destitute,  and  the  most  in  want  of 
food,  that  the  natural  employment  given 
by  railway  contractors  is  to  the  best  la- 
bourers and  the  most  able-bodied  men, 
such  only  as  are  capable  of  bearing  the 
very  hard  and  laborious  operations  that 
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ftre  in  snch  cases  carried  forward.  Mj 
noble  Friend,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
seemed  to  contradict  a  statement  made  bj 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the 
Limerick  and  Waterford  Railway  had  de- 
clined to  employ  the  labourers  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood. I  believe  mj  right  hon.  Friend 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was 
perfectly  correct — that  it  amounts  to  this, 
not  that  they  refused  to  employ  the  able- 
bodied  labourers  where  the  railway  is  being 
carried  on;  but  they  say,  and  I  have  the 
letter  of  the  secretary  here,  that  they  do 
object  to  employ  the  worst  class  of  la- 
bourers and  tnc  very  destitute  poor.  What 
ihey  like  to  employ  are  of  course  the  best 
and  most  able-bodied  labourers.  The  noble 
Lord  read  the  letter.  [Mr.  W.  R.  CoL- 
LBTT  :  Hear.]  The  hon.  Gentleman  cheers. 
I  have  no  doubt  from  his  experience,  it  is 
exactly  the  statement  he  would  expect  the 
railway  company  to  make,  that  they  are 
ready  to  employ  the  able-bodied  labourers 
of  the  neighbourhood;  but  they  do  object 
to  that  general  employment  of  the  desti- 
tute, which  to  procure,  after  all,  should  be 
the  great  object  of  the  Executive  in  making 
their  advances.  In  the  course  of  these 
discussions,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  made  various  statements  in 
respect  to  the  employment  of  labour  af- 
forded by  railways  with  which  he  is  con- 
cerned. I  have  received  several  state- 
ments from  ditfcrcnt  quarters,  being  copies 
of  various  reports  which  have  been  made 
public  in  the  railway  papers  of  this  Uouse; 
and  from  those  reports  it  appears  that 
while  the  hon.  Gentleman  estimated  so 
much  fur  permanent  way,  so  much  for  land, 
and  so  much  for  the  remainder,  tearing  it 
to  be  inferred,  and  asking  indeed  in  what 
that  rest  could  bo  employed  except  in  la- 
bour, he  seems  entirely  to  have  lorgetten 
that  very  large  sums  are  expended  in  loco- 
motive engines,  and  very  large  sums  also 
for  the  construction  of  stations,  which  sta- 
tions are  in  point  of  fact  in  a  great  part 
ornamental  buildings.  With  respect  to  the 
North  Midland  Railway,  one  of  those  lines 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  I 
find  there  were  exjionded  190,000/.  for 
locomotive  engines,  and  260,000/.  for  the 
stations.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  perfectly  well,  though  those  sums 
were  expended  in  labour,  that  it  is  not  the 
kind  of  labour  which  can  be  performed  by 
any  class  of  labourers,  still  less  by  the 
class  of  destitute  lalMiurers.  But  with  re- 
gard to  the  27,0(Mj/.  per  mile  which  that 
line  cost,  it  will  bo  found  that,  deducting 


those  two  items  for  stations  and  locomotives, 
that  sum  will  be  reduced  by  6,000/.  per 
mile.  Various  statements  I  have  rec^ved  all 
concur  in  one  general  result — that  of  the 
whole  of  the  sums  expended  in  railways, 
about  one-half  may  be  said  to  be  for  la- 
bour; but  then  that  includes  a  vast  deal  of 
skilled  labour,  so  that  on  the  whole  but 
one-fourth,  or  25  per  cent,  is  devoted  to 
ordinary  purposes.  Now  when  the  ques- 
tion is,  as  my  noble  Friend  has  just  been 
stating  it  over  and  over  again,  how  we  are 
to  save  millions  of  Irish  people  from  star- 
ving, we  are  obliged  to  go  into  details,  and 
when  we  find  that  of  the  whole  16,000,000/. 
to  be  advanced,  only  one-fourth  of  that 
sum  goes  to  unskilled  labour,  I  say  this  is 
not  a  Bill  which  goes  to  the  immediate  re- 
lief of  those  starring  people.  Every  one 
knows  who  is  at  all  acquainted  with  Ire- 
land— and  this  is  a  remarkable  circum- 
stance— that,  with  respect  to  skilled  la- 
bour, such  as  that  of  masons,  bricklayers* 
and  carpenters,  there  is  no  great  supply, 
certainly  no  surperabundant  supply  of  that 
labour  in  that  country;  and  that  labour,  as 
compared  with  other  descriptions  of  labour 
in  Ireland,  remains  dear — almost,  if  not 
quite  as  dear  as  such  labour  in  this  coun- 
try; and  so  far  from  those  classes  being  in 
constant  want  of  employment,  they  are  the 
very  class  amongst  whom  combinations 
exist  in  order  to  obtain  high  wages  from 
their  employers.  I  heard  an  instance  of 
this  only  a  very  short  time  ago  in  the  town 
of  Galway,  where,  amid  the  greatest  dis- 
tress, there  happened  to  be  two  or  three 
public  buildings  in   progress,  and,  coose- 

auently,  there  was  work  for  masons,  and 
^ose  masons  were  holding  out  for  more  than 
2i.  Qd.  a  day.  I  say,  then,  if  you  are  ap- 
plying these  large  sums  for  labour,  that  the 
word  labour  is  a  complete  delusion  when 
applied  in  connexion  with  the  distress,  be- 
cause it  includes  a  great  deal  of  skilled  la- 
bour. I  come,  therefore,  to  the  conclusion 
on  this  general  riew,  that  the  finances  of 
the  country  being  severely  pressed  by  the 
demand  for  the  relief  of  tnose  who  are 
famishing  in  Ireland;  that  the  mannfactures 
and  commerce  of  this  country  being  in  a 
state  of  partial  suffering;  that  the  wages  of 
industry  in  this  country  likewise  being  se- 
verely tasked  by  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  by  the  efforts  which  are  being 
made  by  Pariiament  and  by  Government  to 
relieve  that  distress  :  unless  this  Bill  it  one 
which  goes  immediately  to  the  relief  of 
destitution,  it  is  not  one  which  this  House 
should  adq>t.  For  the  abort  reasooa  which 
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I  have  given — for  reasons  in  which  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
must  concur — for  the  reason  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  sum  proposed  to  be  ad- 
vanced would  not  go  to  the  relief  of  des- 
titution, 1  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  not  be  wise  in  the  present  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country  to  accede  to 
this  Bill.  1  am  not  at  this  hour  going  to 
enter — as  I  might  do,  were  it  earUer — into 
the  question,  whether  it  is  advisable  for 
the  Government,  under  any  circumstances, 
to  make  grants  9f  money  for  the  promotion 
of  railways.  There  are  questions  connected 
with  those  matters  which  would  make  me 
differ  from  some  of  the  opinions  that  have 
been  urged  against  the  Bill  of  my  noble 
Friend ;  but,  at  all  events,  I  think  that 
any  advances  which  are  made  to  railways 
should  be  made  in  a  different  state  of  the 
country,  and  in  accordance  with  those  prin- 
ciples on  which  Governments  generally 
proceed  when  they  are  making  advances 
to  public  works.  I  am  far  from  saying, 
that  there  are  no  great  public  works  to 
which  Government  might  not,  under  parti- 
cular circumstances,  make  grants  of  public 
money.  In  the  fens,  as  the  noble  Lord 
knows,  it  has  been  done  with  great  advan- 
tage ;  and  there  are  now  great  public 
works  in  Ireland,  which  have  been  imder- 
taken  under  various  Governments,  and 
which  have  been  most  useful  in  their  re- 
sults; and,  certainly,  I  should  be  most  loth 
to  say  that  railways  would  not  be  most 
useful  to  Ireland;  but  I  am  only  dealing 
with  the  proposition  before  the  House. 
Now,  with  regard  to  my  noble  Friend's 
speech,  and  to  the  manner  in  which  he  has 
brought  forward  this  Bill,  I  am  far  from 
making  any  complaint  of  his  bringing  a 
measure  before  the  House  which  he  con- 
scientiously believes  will  be  of  great  service 
to  Ireland,  and  which  will  tend  to  relieve 
the  misery  of  that  country  ;  but  tho  noble 
Lord  must  at  the  same  time  see,  that 
it  was  not  equally  reasonable  in  him  to 
expect,  that  if  the  Ministers  of  the  Queen 
did  not  take  the  same  view  as  he  takes  of 
the  utility  of  this  measure,  they  should 
adopt  a  measure  of  which  they  disapprove. 
The  noble  Lord  might  have  brought  it  for- 
ward, and  have  laid  it  on  the  Table,  as  a 
measure  to  be  taken  or  not  by  the  Govern- 
ment; but  he  thought  it  so  important,  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Newark 
(Lord  J.  Manners)  declared^ it  to  be  his 
noble  Friend's  intention  to  proceed  with 
the  measure,  and  elicit  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament with  regard  to  it.     But  it  is  quite 


impossible  for  any  Government  to  allow 
the  finances  of  the  country  to  be  taken  out 
of  their  hands,  and  placed  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  other  per- 
son. Therefore,  whilst  I  quite  concede 
that  he  had  the  best  motive  for  bringing 
forward  this  measure— and  though  I  think 
he  was  quite  right  in  saying,  that  if  he 
succeeded  with  the  measure  he  would  him- 
self be  responsible  for  carrying  it  into  exe- 
cution— though  I  think  he  showed  great 
spirit  in  expressing  that  determination — 
yet,  on  the  other  hand,  I  must  say,  feel- 
ing myself  responsible  for  the  conduct  of 
affairs  in  this  very  important  crisis,  all  I 
can  do  is,  to  bring  forward  those  measures 
which  I  in  my  heart  believe  will  tend  most 
to  the  relief  of  destitution  in  Ireland,  and 
ask  Parliament  to  consent  to  those  mea- 
sures. ^  If  I  am  supported  by  Parliament, 
I  shall  then  feel  courage  to  go  on  and  to 
brave  all  the  difficulties  with  which  I  am 
encompassed;  but  I  do  hold,  it  would  be 
most  injurious  to  this  country  to  have  at 
this  moment  any  Minister  at  the  head  of 
affairs  who  may  be  baffled  in  any  effort  he 
may  make;  whose  opinions  are  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  4;he  ruling  opinions  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons;  and 
whose  position  is  still  further  embarrassed 
by  having  to  carry  out  measures  of  which 
he  does  not  approve.  I  must  repeat, 
therefore,  that  I  do  not  think  I  was  taking 
any  other  than  a  constitutional  course, 
when  I  intimated  to  those  who  I  believed 
were  disposed  to  support  the  Government, 
that  with  respect  to  the  management  of 
the  finances  of  this  country  in  this  great 
crisis,  we  must  have  the  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons  with  us,  or  we  cannot 
be  competent  to  conduct  the  Government 
of  this  country.  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
has  had  nothing  to  complain  of.  With  his 
convictions  I  think  he  was  perfectly  right 
in  bringing  forward  this  measure,  and  in 
his  readiness  to  carry  it  out  if  Parliament 
should  consent  to  it.  It  is  now  for  the 
House  of  Commons  to  decide  whether  this 
measure  is  that  which  he  has  described  it  to 
be — the  sole  measure  which  is  essential  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland;  or  whether,  on  the 
contrary,  the  course  which  we  are  pursuing 
is  the  best  calculated  to  promote  the  wel- 
fare of  that  country,  and  of  the  whole 
empire. 

Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK  rose  to 
explain  a  sentence  ho  had  used  in  refer- 
ence to  a  ship  which  had  been  built  on  the 
plan  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Marylebone.     It  was  said  of  a 
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ship  when  she  rolled  in  the  tnragh  of  the 
sea,  that  she  rolled  like  a  dnuuLen  man ; 
and  his  allusion  was  to  that  phrase.  He 
did  not  mean  such  an  allusion  to  have  the 
sUflhtest  reference  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer,  and  nothing  could  be  further  from 
hb  intention  than  to  apply  it  to  him. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question,  that 
the  word  "  now  "  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion:—Ajes  118;  Noes  332:  Miyoritj214. 

List  of  ike  Ans. 


Aeton,  Col. 
AUU.  J.P. 
BaUey,  J. 
Bsiley,  J.  Jon, 
Bsnkef,  O. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bsakernlle,  T.  B.  M. 
BsteM>n,  T. 
Bonet,  P. 
Bentinck,  Lord  6. 
Bentinok,  Lord  IL 
Bernard,  Vinot. 
Blackbame,  J.  L 
Blaokftone,  W.  S. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Borthwlok,  P. 
BrlMO,  M. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bmen,  Col. 
BttUer,  Sir  J.  T. 
Bunbury,  W.  M. 
Butler.  P.  S. 
Cbandoe,  Marq.  of 
Chiobeiter,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 

Clayton,  R.  R. 

Clifton.  J.  T. 

Cole,  hon.  II.  A. 

Collett,  W.  R. 

Conolly,  Col. 

Diok,  Q. 

Disraeli.  B. 

Doneombe.  hon.  A. 

Duncombe,  hon.  0. 

Du  Pre,  C.  G. 

Entwislo,  W. 

FamhAm.  K.  B. 

Ferrand,  W.  B. 

Finch,  G. 

Fitsferald,  R.  A. 

Forbes,  W. 

Fox.  S.  L. 

Gaskrll.  J.  M. 

Goooh.  E.  8. 

Gore,  M. 

Goring,  C. 

Granbjr,  Marq.  of 

Gratian,  II. 

Gregory.  W.  II. 

Qrof(an.  K. 

IlaUbrd.  Sir  11. 

Hall.  Col. 

lUUer.  T.  P. 

Hamilton.  J.  II. 

Hamilton.  G.  A. 

Uarrb.  hon.  Capt. 

Ikakr.J.  W. 


Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
HilULoi^E. 
Ilodigton,  R. 
Hudson,  G. 
Hussey,  T. 
Ingestre,  Viset. 
Jolliffe,  8b  W.  G.  H. 
KeUy.  J. 
Ker.  D.  S. 
Kirk.  P. 

Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 
Lawson,  A« 
Lefroy,  A. 

Lennox.  Lord  G.  U.  G. 
Leslie.  C.  P. 
UddeU.  hon.  H.  T. 
Uwtber,  Sir  J.  U. 
Mackenxie,  W.  F. 
Macnamara,  Major 
M'Carthj,  A. 
Manners,  Lord  G.  S. 

Manners.  Lord  J. 

Martin.  T.  B. 

MUes,  W. 

Noeld,  J. 

Neeld,  J. 

Newry,  Viset. 

Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 

Northland,  Viset. 

O'Brien,  C. 

0*Brien,  W.  S. 

O'Connell.  D.  Jun. 

O'Connell.  J. 

Osborne,  R. 

Packe,  C.  W. 

Figot.  Sir  R. 

l»rimc.  R. 

Uushout,  Capl. 

Soott.  hon.  F. 

Seymcr,  H.  K. 

Shirley,  K.  J. 

Smithwick.  R. 

Smyth.  Sir  H. 

Stuart.  J. 

Taylor.  E. 

Taylor.  J.  A. 

Thompson.  Aid. 

Trollopc.  Sir  J. 

Toite.  11.  M. 

Tyrell.  Sir  J.  T. 

Vomer.  Sir  W. 

Vviic,  R.  H.  R.  H. 

Waddington.  H.  S. 

Walpolc.  S.  H. 

WaUh,  Sir  J.  B. 

Woodhouic.E. 


Woraoster,  Marq.  of 
Wyndhan,  J.  H.  C. 


Bercslbrd.  Maior 
Newdegate,  C.  K. 


List  of  Ae  NoE8. 


AehMon,  Viset. 
Aolaod,  Sir  T.  a 
AcUnd,  T.  D. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ahisworth,  P. 
Aldam,W. 
Anson,  hon.  CoL 
Arkwrifht,  O. 
Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Attwood.  J. 
Austen,  Col. 
BaUUe.  Col. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baine,  W. 
Bannerman,  A, 
BareUy,  D. 
Barkly,  H. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  W.  B. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barrington,  Viset. 
Beckett,  W. 
BeU.J. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Benbow,  J. 
Berkeley,  hen.  C. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Bemal.  R. 
Blakemore.  R. 
Bodkin.  W.  H. 
Bodkin.  J.  J. 
BouTorie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bowles,  Adm. 

Bowring.  Dr. 

Bramston,  T.  W. 

Bright,  J. 

Brcwklehurst,  J. 

Brotherton,  J. 

Brown,  W. 

Browne,  R.  D. 

Brownrigge.  J.  S. 

Bnioe.  Lord  K. 

Bruges,  W.  U. 

Buckley,  E. 

BuUer,  C. 

Buller,  E. 

Rurroughes,  H.  N. 

Byng.  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 

CanlweU,  E. 

Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 

Can»w,  W.  II.  P. 

Castlrreagh.  Viset. 

Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 

Cavendish,  hon.  G.  U. 

Cayley.  E.  S. 

Chaplin.  W.  J. 

Chapman.  B. 

Chelsea.  Viset. 

Cholmeley.  .SirJ.  M. 

Christie.  W.  D. 

Chutf.  W.  L.  W. 

CUy.  Sir  W. 

Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 

GoUiiis,W. 


Conploa,  U.  C. 
CopelaMl,AM. 
Cort>aUy.M.E. 
Corry,  K.  hon.  H. 
Couitenay,  Lord 
Cowper.  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G 
Crawford,  W.  8. 
Cripps,  W. 
Currie,  R. 
Cnrteis,  H.  B. 
Dalmeny.  Lord 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Deedes,  W. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Denison.  E.  B. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
D'Eyneourt,  rt.  ban.  C. 
Dickinson,  F.  U. 
Dodd,G. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Douro.  Marq.  of 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.B. 
Du|;dale,  W.  S. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Viset. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  Adra. 
Dundas,  F. 
Dundas.  D. 

Eastbope.  Sir  J. 

Eastnor,  Viset. 

Ebrington,  Viset. 

Egerton,  W.  T. 

Egerton,  Sir  P. 

Ellice.  rt.  hon.  E. 

EUice.  E. 

Ellis.  W. 

Emiyn,  Viset 

Escott,  B. 

Esmondc.  Sir  T. 

Etwall.  R. 

Evans.  W. 

Evans,  Sir  Dt  L. 

Ewart.  W. 

Fielden,  J. 

Ferguson,  Col. 

Filmer.  Sir  E. 

Ficxmaurice,  heti.  W. 

Fitxroy.  Ikmi.  U. 

Fitxroy.  I^ord  C. 

riuwilliam.  hon.  G.  W. 

neetwood.  .Sir  P.  II. 

Flower.  Sir  J. 

Forster.  M. 

Fox,  C.  R. 

French,  F. 

(isrdner.  J.  D. 

Gibson,  rt.  boo.  T.  M. 

r.iU.  T. 

Gladstoitf.  Capt, 

GodjMO.  R. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 

Gore.  boo.  R. 

Oo«lbvft,rt.lKift.U. 


125 


A^lfoumed  Debate 


{Feb.  16} 


{Third  Nigk). 


126 


Graham,  rt  bon.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.  C- 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  lion.  Sir  G. 
Grimidilch,  T. 
GrosTenor,  Lord  E. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Gneit,  Sir  J. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hareonrt,  G.  G. 
Haftie,A. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
HawM,B. 
Hay.  Sir  A.  L. 
Hajter,  W.  G. 
Heathooat,  J. 
Heatboote,  G.  J. 
Heatheote,  Sir  W. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Heneage,  E. 
Herbert,  rt.  bon.  S. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hindlej.  C. 

HobbooM.rt.  bon.  Sir  J. 
Hogg.  Sir  J.  W. 
Hollond,  R. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hope.  A. 
Hoekins,  K. 
Howard,  bon.  0.  W.  G. 
Howard,  bon.  J.  K« 
Howard,  bon.  £,  G.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  bon.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Home.  J. 
Hompherj,  Aid, 
Hunt.  R.  H. 
Hutt.  W. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jamea.  W. 
Jamea.  Sir  W.  0. 
Jermyn.  Earl 
Jenrifl,  Sir  J. 
Jobnstone.  Sir  J. 
Kelly.  Sir  F. 
Kemble,  H. 

Labouchere.  rt.  bon.  H. 
Lambton.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
LasceUes,  bon.  E. 
Laaoelles,  bon.  W.  S. 
layard,  Maj. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Le  Marcbant,  Sir  D. 
Lemon.  Sir  C. 
Lincoln.  Earl  of 
Lindaay,  bon.  Capt. 
Loeb,J. 
Lockbart,  A.  £. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon.  bon.  Gen. 
KacauUy.rt.  bon.T.B. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
M'DonneU.  J.  M. 
M*Taggart.  Sir  J. 
Mabon.  Visct. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
MaitUnd,T. 
IIaiiglM,R.D. 
l^ribuks,  S. 


MarshaU,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  bon.  F. 
MUdmay,  H.  St.  J. 
MUton,  Visct. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
MitcbeU,  T.  A. 
Moleswortb,  Sir  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris.  D. 
Morrison.  Gen. 
Mostyn.  bon.  £.  M.  L. 
Muntz.  G.  F. 
Mure,  Col. 
Napier.  Sir  C. 
NeyiUe,  R. 
Norreys.  Lord 
O'Brien.  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
0*Conor  Don 
Ogle.  S.  C.  H. 
Ord.W. 
Oswald.  J. 
Owen.  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Col. 
Paget.  Lord  A. 
Pakington.  Sir  J. 
Pahner.  R. 
Pahnerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  h 
Pattison,  J. 
Pechell.  Capt. 
Peel.  rt.  bon.  Sir  R. 
Pennant,  bon.  Col. 
Philips.  G.  R. 
Phillipps,  Sir  R.  B.  P. 
Philips.  M. 
PhiUpotts,  J. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Ponhill,  F. 

Ponsonby,  bon.  C.  F.  A. 
Power.  J. 
Powlett.  Lord  W. 
Price.  Sir  R. 
Protberoe,  E.  D. 
Pulsford,  R. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rawdon.  Col. 
Reid.  Sir  J.  R. 
Reid,  Col. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich.  H. 
Roebuck,  J.  E. 
Romilly.  J. 
Ross.  D.  R. 
Round,  J. 
Rumbold.  C.  £. 
Russell.  Lord  J 
Russell,  Lord  E. 
RusseU,  J.  D.  W. 
Rutberfurd.  A. 
Ryder,  bon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson.  R. 
Snndon.  Visct. 
Scott.  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Shaw,  rt.  bon.  F. 


Shell,  rt.  bon.  R.  L. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Smith.  J.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  bon.  R.  B. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerset.  Lord  G. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanley,  bon.  W.  0. 
Stansfleld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart.  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
StrioUand,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tancred.  H.  W. 
Thesiger.  Sir  F. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Tower.  C. 
Towneley,  J. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 


Trotter.  J. 

Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane.  Lord  H. 
Vernon.  G.  H. 
Villiers,  Visct. 
Vivian.  J.  H. 
Wakley.  T. 
Walker,  R. 
WaU,  0.  B. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
White,  H. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshire.  W. 
Winnington.  Sir  T.  E. 
Wood.  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyse.  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

HiU.  Lord  M. 
Tu&ell,  H. 


Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 
House   adjourned   at   half-past    Three 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  February  17,  1847. 

MnfUTBs.]  PariTioNs  PaiSBNTCD.  By  Mr.  Cabbell, 
firoin  Ocorgs  Shillibeer,  Funcnl  Carriage  Proprietor  tad 
Undertaker,  for  Repeal  of  the  Excise  Duty  on  Honei, 
&c— By  General  Moriion,  flrom  Shipowners  of  Alloa  and 
Kincardine.  Ibr  Reduction  of  Lightbouae  Duet.— By  Mr. 
Protheroe,  fkom  Halifax,  for  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on 
Tea.— By  Lord  O.  Beiitinck,  and  Mr.  Ferrand,  from 
Bradford,  for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Anatomy  Act. — By 
a  great  many  Hon.  Memben,  from  an  immenie  number 
of  places,  in  Favour  of  the  Ten  Hourt  Factory  BilL— By 
Mr.  Duncan,  from  Dundee  Chamber  of  Comroerost 
against  the  BilL— By  Sir  W.  Somerville.  from  Drqgheds 
Board  of  Guardians,  for  Relief  of  the  Destitute  Poor 
(IreUnd).— By  Sir  W.  SomerviUe,  from  Inhabitants  of 
Killineer  and  TuUyuscar,  fox  Alteratioo  of  the  Poor  Law 
(Ireland).— By  Mr.  Kemble,  from  Bermondsey.  for  an 
Efficient  Poor  Law  (lreland).-<By  Mr.  Henley,  from 
Buckingham,  and  Mr.  Famham.  from  Nottingham,  tat 
Repeal  or  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 
Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  that  during 
tbo  period  he  had  cniojcd  the  honour  of  a 
scat  in  that  House,  ne  had  repeatedly  had 
occasion  to  thank  them  for  their  kindness 
towards  him ;  and  he  hoped  they  would 
have  the  goodness  again  to  extend  their 
indulgence  to  him  whue  he  trespassed  on 
their  attention  in  reference  to  a  matter  of 
a  rather  personal  character.  He  was  anx- 
ious to  take  the  earliest  possible  oppor- 
tunity to  correct  an  erroneous  impression 
which  appeared  to  have  gone  abroad  with 
regard  to  certain  statements  which  he  had 
made  in  that  House.     It  was  said  that  he 
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had  acted  with  discourtesy;  hut  he  trusted 
that  he  knew  his  duty  too  well  to  act  with 
deliberate  discourtesy  to  anybody  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere.  It  had  been  stated 
that  he  had  made  charges  against  a  cer- 
tain individual.  He  denied  having  done 
so.  He  thought  it  right  to  recall  to  the 
recollection  of  the  House  the  fact  that  when 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Sir  B.  Hall)  referred  to  certain  statements 
made  in  a  blue  book  with  respect  to  cer- 
tain union  workhouses  in  Ireland,  he  did 
not  lose  a  moment,  after  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  resumed  his  seat,  in  reading  from  the 
book  in  question  a  charge  which  certainly 
did  strike  him  as  being  of  an  appalling 
character.  The  House,  he  trusted,  would 
remember  that  on  that  occasion  he  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  charge  would  be 
speedily  denied.  He  made  no  charges 
himself  against  any  one  whomsoever,  but 
merely  relied  upon  the  report  of  the  blue 
hook,  sanctioned  as  it  had  been  by  the 
names  of  the  assistant  poor-law  commis- 
sioners of  Ireland,  and  published  under  the 
authority  of  that  House.  He  distinctly 
disclaimed  having  made  any  charge  what- 
ever. He  contented  himself  with  merely 
reading  a  few  pages  from  the  blue  book; 
but  he  certainly  did  say,  and  he  now  re- 
peated it,  that  his  constituency  would  not 
he  satisfied  if  they  were  to  be  taxed  for 
the  payment  of  poor  rates  not  levied  in 
Ireland.  To  this  opinion  he  still  adhered, 
and  he  still  most  sincerely  hoped  that  the 
statement  would  be  denied  which  averred 
that  there  were  arrears  of  poor  rates  due 
by  wealthy  landed  proprietors  in  that 
country.  In  conclusion,  he  would  only 
observe,  that  no  reflection  cast  upon  him 
in  that  House  or  elsewhere  would  prevent 
him  from  discharging  his  duty  towards  his 
constituents  and  the  public  to  the  best  of 
his  ability. 

FACTORIES  BILL— ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read 
for  the  resumption  of  the  Adjourned  Debate 
on  the  Factories  Bill, 

Sir  a.  L.  HAY  rose  to  oppose  the  mea- 
sure, and  said  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
the  opinions  of  one  or  two  persons  who 
were  eminently  competent  to  pronounce  a 
sound  decision  upon  such  a  question,  and 
whoso  authority  had.  he  confessed,  very 
groat  weight  in  inducing  him  to  adopt  the 
course  which  he  had  resolved  to  pursue  in 
referonco  to  the  Bill.  He  totally  dis- 
sented from  what  had  fallen  a  few  nights 


since  from  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  who  maintained  that  the 
question  at  issue  was  not  one  of  principle, 
but  rather  one  of  degree.  The  opinion 
was  an  unsound  one,  and  had  no  warranty 
in  fact,  for  surely  it  could  not  be  contended 
I  that  the  measures  which  were  adopted  in 
reference  to  factory  labour  by  that  Houae 
in  the  year  1833,  were  of  such  a  character 
as  to  establish  the  principle  that  State  in- 
terference was  to  be  permitted  in  regulat- 
ing the  relation  between  the  employer  and 
the  employed.  He  did  not  think  that  any- 
thing that  had  heretofore  occurred  in  the 
way  of  factory  legislation  warranted  the 
assertion  that  the  question  was  now  merely 
one  of  dcCTce,  or  at  all  justified  the  inter- 
ference which  was  now  (most  unwisely  aa 
it  seemed  to  him)  attempted  with  those 
sound  commercial  principles  which  formed 
the  basis  of  the  prosperity  of  the  mannfac- 
turing  interests  in  this  great  country.  The 
first  authority  to  whom  he  would  refer  aa 
demonstrating  the  inexpediency  of  any 
such  interference,  was  one  whose  name 
would,  he  was  sure,  carry  respect  in  that 
House — Mr.  Leonard  Homer,  one  of  the 
conmiissioners  appointed  in  the  year  1833. 
That  gentleman,  who,  under  the  Act  pass- 
ed in  that  year,  was  inspector  of  factories 
for  Scotland,  the  north  of  Ireland,  and 
three  counties  of  Ireland,  was  removed  in 
1836  to  Lancashire,  and  the  great  cotton 
district  of  England,  so  that  he  had  abun- 
dant opportunity  for  araassmg  the  informa- 
tion necessary  to  the  forming  of  a  sound 
opinion  upon  this  great  question.  In  a  let- 
ter to  Mr.  Senior,  dated  from  Leeds,  a 
year  after  he  became  inspector  for  Lanca- 
shire, Mr.  Homer  expressed  himself  as  fol- 
lows : — 

*'  I  sfTM  with  you  in  thinkini;  thai  a  limiU* 
tion  of  the  hour*  of  Uboar  of  perwms  above  tlM 
age  of  childhood,  to  anything  lets  than  twrlro 
hour*  a  day,  it  uncalled  for,  they  being  free 
agents  :  and  that  a  redaction  of  the  ho«ir»  of  work 
in  cotton  lactoriee  to  ten  hour*  a  day  woald  be 
attended  with  the  mott  fiiul  coneequencea,  and 
which  would  fint  be  felt  by  the  working  claMee." 

He  had  not  since  then  altered  his  opinion, 
for  in  his  report  of  the  16th  of  May.  1845 
(page  22),  there  occurred  the  following 
passages,  in  reference  to  certain  experi- 
ments which  had  been  mado  at  Preston 
for  reducing  the  hours  of  work  to  eleven, 
keeping  up  the  same  quantity  of  produce 
as  was  done  by  the  labour  of  twelve  : — 

**  These  experiments  do  not  in  my  mind  ft>rm 
any  ground  to  justify  a  further  lefi«UttTo  rt^nr- 
tion  uf  the  hours  of  labour  in  Lkdnnt^,  on  tin* 
plea  that  has  often  been  pat  Ibrwanl,  that  if  the 
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hours  be  ahortened,  the  produce  will  not  be  lessen- 
ed. In  a  Teiy  large  proportion  of  the  factories  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  a  reduction  of  hours  must  of 
neoessitj  cause  a  reduction  of  the  quantity  pro- 
duced, and  consequently  must  cause  an  enhance- 
ment of  the  cost  of  that  produce,  the  rate  of  wages 
remaining  the  same.  I  could  go  into  such  details 
as  would  prove  this,  but  I  should  be  obliged  to 
enter  into  technicalities  which  I  could  not  hope  to 
make  intelligible  to  any  one  not  &miliar  with  the 
jHTOoesses  described." 

So  mucli  for  Mr.  Homer's  opinions  on  the 
question.  Mr.  Senior  was  of  precisely  the 
same  mind,  for  in  his  advertisement  to  his 
letters,  published  in  1837,  he  said — 

"  Mr.  Homer  agrees  with  me  in  thinking  that  a 
reduction  of  the  hours  of  work  in  cotton  &ctories 
to  ten  hours  a  day  would  be  attended  by  the  most 
&tal  consequences,  and  that  the  eyil  would  fall 
first  on  the  working  classes." 

And  ag^y  in  talking  of  the  masters,  he 
observed — 

*  "  They  are  tired  of  having  to  come  to  town, 
eanvaif ,  and  expostulate  every  year,  in  order  to 
keer  itt  a  Ten  Hours  Bill,  or  some  other  equally 
wild  proposaL" 

Such  testimony  as  that  was  entitled  to  the 
most  serious  consideration  of  the  House. 
The  feeling  in  Scotland  was  decidedly 
against  the  contemplated  change.  He 
was  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  that  coun- 
try, in  which  the  writer  explained  the  fact 
most  satisfactorily: — 

"  The  millowners,"  he  said,  "  with  whom  I  have 
conversed  are  quite  indignant  at  this  legislative 
tampering  with  their  interests,  being  perfectly  un- 
called for,  and  threaten  unanimously,  however 
great  the  sacrifice,  to  put  their  mills  on  fight 
hours  a  day,  and  reduce  the  wages  one-third;  and, 
believe  me,  I  will,  as  an  individual,  cheerfully  unite 
in  their  resolution ;  and  this  occurring  at  the  pre- 
sent time  of  high-priced  provisions,  will  at  once 
both  astonish  the  Government  of  the  country  and 
the  fiM^ry  operatives  themselves.  A  great  delu- 
sion likewise  exists  with  relation  to  lalK>ur  in  fac- 
tories. The  word  is  quite  misapplied.  It  is  the 
machinery  which  labours.  The  females  only  wait 
upon  it,  and  care  and  attention  are  the  principal 
requisites  in  good  factory  operatives.  This  is  an 
important  point,  and  one  which  is  too  much  over- 
looked." 

Taking  all  these  arguments  into  consider- 
ation, he  was  decidedly  adverse  to  the 
measure  now  under  consideration.  He 
did  not  think  this  country  could  afford  to 
despise  foreign  competition,  notwithstand- 
ing all  that  might  be  said  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  At  this  moment  the  Ame- 
ricans could  undersell  the  British  in  the 
markets  of  China  and  India;  and  he  was 
not  in  favour  of  any  measure  that  could 
have  the  tendency  of  increasing  such  com- 
petition, and  rendering  it  yet  more  formid- 
able. Under  these  circumstances  he  should 
VOL.XC.    {SS} 


give  his  most  decided  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BERNAL  thought  that  whatever 
side  hon.  Members  might  take  on  the  pre- 
sent question,  they  ought  to  express  their 
opinions  without  exaggeration  or  prejudice. 
He,  for  one,  had  always  been  consistent  on 
this  subject;  he  had  never  altered  his  opin- 
ion of  its  merits.  Still  he  desired  to  state 
that  he  had  no  sympathy  with  any  of  the 
illiberal  or  vulgar  attacks  which  had  been 
made  on  the  master  manufacturers,  who, 
he  believed,  generally  desired  to  promote 
the  interests  of  those  they  employed,  as 
far  as  was  consistent  with  their  self-inter- 
est. He  conceived  those  manufacturers 
had  done  great  good  to  this  country. 
Their  industry  and  energy  were  daring, 
and  their  projects  were  magnificent.  All 
he  asked  of  them  was  to  pause  a  little, 
and  not  to  suffer  the  current  of  prejudice 
to  carry  them  away,  for  he  believed  an 
end  to  tiie  question  must  come  ere  long  by 
the  concession  of  what  was  now  sought. 
He  felt  certain  that  three  years  would  not 
go  over  their  heads  before  a  Ten  Hours 
Bill  would  be  carried.  The  Bill  now  before 
the  House  proposed  to  limit  the  labour  of 
young  persons  between  the  age  of  13  and 
13,  and  all  females,  to  ten  hours  a  day  for 
^Ye  days  in  the  week,  and  eight  hours  on 
Saturday.  That  was  to  make  the  week's 
labour  fifty-eight  hours,  instead  of  sixty- 
eight  hours,  as  at  present.  Now,  in  dis- 
cussing the  advantages  that  would  result 
from  the  proposed  change,  he  would  only 
deal  with  proposed  arguments  and  matters 
of  fact,  and  discard  all  poetry.  He  would 
therefore  admit  at  once  that  he  conceived 
the  arrangement  would  also  limit  the  la- 
bour of  adults  in  factories.  This  being  the 
case,  he  would  address  himself  to  one  or 
two  of  the  leading  arguments  employed  by 
previous  speakers  against  the  Bill.  The 
principal  argument  he  had  to  deal  with 
was  this,  that  if  the  hours  of  labour  were 
reduced  to  ten  hours  a  day,  there  would  in 
consequence  be  a  reduction  of  wages  in  the 
same  proportion  ;  and  it  had  further  been 
stated  that  the  factory  operatives  were  not 
prepared  for  that.  He  would,  for  the  sake 
of  argument,  concede  the  first  proposition, 
that  there  would  be  a  reduction  of  wages  ; 
but  he  must  tell  the  House  that  the  oper- 
atives had  over  and  over  again  expressed 
themselves  willing  to  take  the  measure, 
and  abide  the  issue.  He  recollected  two 
years  ago  having  a  two  hours  conversation 
with  delegates  from  the  manufacturing 
districts;  and  when  this  subject  was  named 
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to  them,  their  answer  was,  "  We  arc  con 
t(»nt  to  encounter  the  risk,  and  abide  the 
chance  of  reduction.*'  But  he  did  not 
concede  that  there  would  be  a  necessary 
reduction  of  wages  to  the  extent  named  hy 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill.  He  would  call 
the  attention  of  those  who  differed  with 
him  in  opinion  on  this  subject  to  the 
figures,  the  data,  the  facts  that  illustrated 
this  point.  Had  the  Acts  passed  during 
late  years  for  the  regulation  of  the  textile 
manufactures  of  the  country  reduced  the 
rate  of  wages  ?  Between  1813  and  1833, 
seven  distinct  statutes  had  been  passed  on 
the  subject  of  factories,  and  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  hours  of  labour,  lie  appealed 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  if  this  had  not  been  the  case. 
The  hours  of  labour  had  been  already  re- 
duced from  eighty-four  to  sixty-nine  ;  and 
was  he  then  to  be  told  that  this  was  a 
question  of  ])rinciple?  To  talk  of  it  as 
such  was  palpably  absurd.  Now,  ho  had 
collected  from  the  blue  books  details  of  the 
rates  of  wages  from  1813  to  1833,  during 
which  period,  as  he  had  stated,  seven  dis- 
tinct Acts  had  been  passed  bearing  on  the 
question  of  factory  labour.  What,  then, 
was  the  rate  of  wages  in  the  dificrent 
years  ?  In  1833,  Mr.  Holland  Iloole  gave 
evidence  on  the  subject  of  wages  ;  and  his 
authority  was  the  more  important,  as  he 
was  well  known  to  bo  opposed  to  measures 
of  this  kind,  lie  stated  what  were  the 
wages  in  eight  years,  the  last  of  which  was 
183.'$;  and  the  result  was,  that  the  average 
wages  of  young  women  employed  in  the 
cotton  manufactories  in  Manchester  was 
8x.  4<l.  a  week  ;  while  in  1833  they  were 
8x.  10(/.  a  week;  so  that,  though  the  hours 
of  labour  were  reiluctnl,  the  wages  of  those 
persons  had  not  been  reduced,  but  rather 
had  increasinl.  And  the  advantage  would 
appear  still  gn»ator  when  they  considerwl 
the  trices  of  provisions  in  relation  towagos 
at  the  different  ]M'ri<Mls.  lie  beggetl  the 
House  t(»  grant  him  its  attention  while  he 
pn>ceeded  Ui  read  the  scale  of  prices  which 
prevailed  in  the  articles  of  foo<l,  and  other 
m^cessaries,  in  each  of  these  re8|KH.*tive 
years.  The  House  vtouUl  remember  that 
in  the  intermediate  ])erio4l  seven  enact- 
ments had  been  ]msse<l,  limiting  the  hours 
of  labour  in  factories.  He  found,  then, 
that  the  price  of  oatmeal  was,  in  1813, 
/i/ijr.;  in  lj^33.  2.W,:  buteher*s  meat,  in 
1S13,  ;W.;  in  \S'X\.  3J«/.;  snap,  in  1S13. 
S</.;  in  lS:;:5,(;i/.:  eandUw.  in  1?<13.  lU/f.; 
in  1S:;3.  ;}^d.  ikt  lb.:  coals,  in  1S13.  Sj</.; 
in   liJ33,  lilJ,     Salt,   they  wero  aware, 


was  considerably  reduced ;  and  there  had 
been  a  reduction  generally  in  calicoes,  ar- 
ticles of  dress,  cheese,  and  potatoes, 
amomiting  nearly  to  50  per  cent,  so  that 
while  the  young  women  in  1833  got  tho 
same  wages  that  tliey  did  in  1813.  they 
could  supply  themselves  with  articles  of 
food  and  clothing  at  50  per  cent  less.  Now 
if  the  House  took  the  average  weekly 
earnings  in  1844  and  1845,  uey  would 
find  that  the  same  facts  were  exhibited. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Bright) 
entercil  at  some  length  into  the  question  of 
wages  as  existing  in  his  own  and  other  fac- 
tories in  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire.  The 
hon.  Member  stated  the  number  of  his  work- 
ers at  518,  and  their  average  earnings  per 
week,  of  sixty-nine  hours,  at  10#.  IJ.; 
Mr.  Ackroyd  employed  575  workers,  at 
an  average  weekly  wages  of  9i.  3d. ;  while 
Messrs.  Kccles  and  Co.  employed  230  at 
an  average  of  10*.  7d,  lie  alluded  to 
these  facts  merely  to  show  tliat  wages  in 
1844  and  1845  had  not  been  reduced, 
although  from  the  year  1833  they  had 
passed  two  other  enactments  limiting  tho 
hours  of  labour  in  factories.  He  had, 
therefore,  the  right  to  assume  that  a  donht 
might  be  cast  on  the  assertion  that  the  re- 
duction of  the  duration  of  labour  would  be 
followed  by  a  re<luction  of  wages.  Ho 
believetl  it  would  not,  and  he  conceived 
that  he  had  as  good  a  right  to  prophesy  as 
his  opponents.  They  were  told  that  the 
health  of  towns  was  a  subject  of  vital 
importance  to  all  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity. When  this  subject  was  being  forced 
upon  their  notice  in  a  manner  which  could 
not  be  disn»ganled.  could  they,  when  con- 
sidering this  question,  forget  that  the  ar- 
tisan was  worked  for  twelve  or  fourt4*en 
hours  in  a  heated  and  unwholesome  atmo- 
s]ihen* ;  that  women  (workers  also  in  fac- 
tories) wen»  torn  fn)m  their  domestic  rela- 
tions, and  interniptetl  in  tho  midst  of  those 
maternal  duties  which  nature  hod  pointed 
t>ut  as  im]>erative  ?  Let  the  Huuao  look  to 
the  facts  elicit*^  by  Mr.  Fletcher,  a  most 
intelligent  tiurge<m  of  Burr.  lie,  writing  t«» 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  stated,  that 
he  was  startled  at  the  statistical  detaiU  he 
had  collected;  but  after  ho  hod  himself 
again  testinl  their  accuracy,  he  was  obli;:i -d 
to  acknowledge  that  in  no  single  instance 
were  they  overcharged.  He  had  not  taken 
one  town  t»r  dir^trict,  but  had  eompariHl  une 
with  the  other  throughout  tht'  textih*  iitanu- 
fai'turing  counties.  He  had,  fur  instance, 
taken  one  district  in  the  town  of  Bury,  and 
compared  it  with  another  di»lrict»  in  which 
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a  different  Bpecie9  of  manufacture  prevailed. 
First,  in  the  town  district  of  Bury,  which 
he  had  examined,  hp  found  thi^t  great  mor- 
talitj  prevailed  in  consequence  of  defective 
ventiktion,  and  that  the  average  age  of 
death  of  factory  operatives  did  not  exceed 
eight  years;   while  in  some  other  kinds 
of  factories  the  period  exceeded  fourteen 
years.     He  found  that  the  deaths  of  in- 
tuits under  two  years  of  age  averaged  61 
per  cent,  and  in  other  districts  32  per  cent. 
The  hon.  Member  ()ir.  M.  Gibson)  seemed 
to  doubt  this;  but  the  facts  were  accre- 
dited, and  could  be  substantiated  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  hon.  Member.     Now,  in 
the  district  of  ^ury  North,  he  found  the 
mortality  of  factory  operatives,  compared 
with  others,  as  9 J  years  to  19;  and  the 
deaths  among  their  infants  under  twp  years 
of  age,  compared  with  those  of  other  chil- 
dren, as  54  per  cent  to  33.     Did  not  this 
prove  that  proper  and  efficient  attendance 
could  not  be  bestowed  by  the  mothers  on 
then-  ofispring,  and  that  at  a  time  when  all 
a  mother  s  care  was  n^ost  urgently  required? 
They  had  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  neces- 
sity for  the   construction  of  parks,  and 
ichools,  and  athen»ums  for  the  working 
elasses ;  but  he  should  like  to  know  what 
period  the  workman  had  to  give,  or  what 
physical  energy  he  h^  left,  to  enjoy  walks 
m  the  parks,  or  intelligent  recreation  in 
athenssoms  ?     It  might  be  said  that  they 
could  go  there  on  Sundays ;  but  did  the 
House  think,  after  five  days'  labour,  at 
twelve  hours  a  day,  the  operatives  had 
nothing  to  do  but  to  ramble  in  the  parks, 
or  amuse  themselves  in  the  athenaeum  ? 
It  was  truly  said  ^at  manufactures  at  the 
present  moment  were  depressed.     Now, 
what  was  the  cause  of  it  ?     Why,  it  could 
be  traced  to  the  working  of  that  magnifi- 
cent demon — if  he  might  be  allowed  the 
term — the  steam-engine.     By  the  aid  of 
its  powers,  the  manufacturers  of  this  coun- 
try had  overstocked  every  market  in  the 
▼orid;   and  that  was  the  cause   of  the 
depression  in  manufactures.     The  conse- 
quence of  all  this  was,  that  all  the  mills 
throughout    the    kingdom    were  working 
short  time;  and  as  there  must  necessarily 
be  diminished  production  in  future,  what 
harm   was  there  in  passing    this    Bill  ? 
Would  they  deny  that  there  was  over-pro- 
dnetion.  and  that  over-production  was  an 
eril  ?   He  maintained  that  it  was  a  decided 
nil.     He  should  like  to  know  if  the  bank- 
ruptcies and  failures  produced  by  it  were 
lot  decided  evils.     But  when  it  was  said 
that  a  reduetiou  of  two  hours*  labour  per 
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day  would  diminish  the  power  of  produc- 
tion, they  forgot  the  increasing  powers  of 
machinery.     If  they  would  look  into  Mr. 
Homer's   report,   they  would   find    that, 
although  thirty-three  mills  had   recently 
ceased  in  one  district,  the  increase  of  horse- 
power there  had  been  truly  astonishing. 
His  hon.  Friend   (Sir  A.  L.  Hay)   had 
talked  something  of  competition  with  Ame- 
rica, and  said  the  Americans  were  under- 
selling us.     Why,  they  had  been  under- 
selling us  for  years  before  we  reduced  the 
price  of  labour.     He  knew  also,  that  the 
wages  in  the  United  States  considerably 
exceeded   ours.      Wages   in    the   United 
States  were  about  155.  a  week,  while  with 
us  they  were  about  IO5.    In  France,  wages 
were  lower  than  in  this  country.    Moreover, 
the  women  spinners  in  America  were  very 
differently  treated.     They  generally  had  a 
vacation  of  two  or  three  months  in  a  year, 
when  they  returned  to  their  families,  and 
renewed  their   domestic   relations.     Was 
that  the  case  with  any  factory  operatives 
in  this  country  ?     But  it  was  urged  that  if 
this  Bill  were  passed,  the  price  of  manu- 
factures would  be  increased  in  the  home 
market.    Well,  perhaps  it  might,  but  only 
to  the  extent  of  a  halfpenny  a  shirt,  or 
a  farthing  a  gown,  or  some  trifle,  which 
could  not  enter  into    serious  argument. 
Then,  again,  it  was  urged,  that  if  factory 
labourers  objected  to  their  present  hours  of 
labour,  they  could  combine  or  turn  out. 
This,  he  thought,  was  ungenerous ;  for,  in 
his  opinion,  the  operatives  of  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire  were  deserving  of  the  high- 
est eulogium,  and  were  entitled  to  credit 
rather  than  odium,  for  not  having  long  ago 
resorted  to  a  turn-out  or  a  combination. 
Now,  why  should  the  operatives  be  com- 
pelled to  work  more  hours  a  day  than  the 
mechanic  ?     There  was  not  a  mechanic  in 
any  mill  who  worked  more  than  ten  hours 
a  day — not  a  smith,  joiner,  or  carpenter, 
upon  the  average,  worked  in  a  mill  more 
than  ten  hours  per  day ;  and  why  should 
the  factory  operatives  be  compelled  to  work 
longer  ?     It  was  a  very  common  thing  to 
talk  of  educating  the  people ;  but  he  wanted 
these  men,  who  were  standing  upon  the 
soles  of  their  feet  for  twelve  hours  a  day, 
in  an  atmosphere  of  from  seventy  to  eighty 
degrees,  to  have  a  little  repose  as  well  as 
education.     A  person  occupied  all  the  day 
in  such  a  manner,  could  not  be  supposed  to 
turn  to  scholastic  duties,  or  afterwards  take 
a  walk  in  the  park  at  Manchester,  or  **  hie 
to  the  meadow  to  pull  go  wans"  at  Glasgow. 
It  had  been  said,  that  the  agricultural  la* 
F2 
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bourer  was  worked  as  severely  as  the 
manufacturer:  he  was,  however,  always 
healthy,  owing  to  the  continued  blessings 
of  air  and  light.  He  said  they  were  called 
upon,  in  justice  and  fairness,  to  deal  kindly 
with  men  who  had  not  resorted  to  unlawful 
combinations ;  and  he  felt  assured  that  if 
they  did  not  yield  to  their  peaceful  agita- 
tion, they  would,  ere  long,  greatly  me  it. 
But  it  had  been  said,  that  if  this  measure 
were  passed,  other  concessions  would  be 
required.  lie  begged,  however,  for  him- 
self, to  state  that  the  present  was  a  Ten 
Hours  Bill,  and  as  such  he  supported  it ; 
but  if  the  operatives  should  come  forward, 
and  request  a  limitation  of  the  hotu^  of 
labour  to  eight,  he  should  most  certainly 
oppose  it.  He  found  that  there  was  a 
clause  in  the  present  Bill,  proposing  that 
from  the  1st  of  May,  1847,  to  the  1st  of 
May,  1848,  the  hours  of  labour  should  be 
reduced  to  eleven,  but  that,  after  that 
period,  the  time  should  be  reduced  to  ten 
nours.  Ho  did  not  approve  of  the  eleven 
hours  measure ;  he  thought  that  it  either 
went  too  far,  or  not  far  enough.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  express  a  hope  that  the 
manufacturers  would  no  longer  leave  them- 
selves open  even  to  the  suspicion  of  grasp- 
ing avariciously  that  which  they  could  not 
maintain,  and  which  Christianity  and  mo- 
rality forbade  them  to  maintain,  even  if 
they  had  the  power  of  doing  so. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  had  attended  a 
meeting  held  in  the  town-hall  of  Rochdale, 
by  the  working  classes  of  that  town,  for 
the  purpose  of  expressing  their  opinions 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Ten  Hours  Bill; 
and  he  asked  them  what  were  their  wishes 
with  respect  to  this  Bill,  whether  they  de- 
sired him  to  support  the  measure  in  that 
House,  and  whether  they  were  willing  to 
receive  any  reduction  of  wages  which  might 
arise  from  the  passing  of  that  measure  ? 
The  answer  which  he  received  to  these 
Questions  was  decidedly  in  the  affirmative. 
One  part  of  the  hall  was  appropriated  to 
the  uso  of  females;  and  ho  asked  them 
vpecifically  what  their  wishes  were,  and 
they  responded  in  the  most  enthusiastic 
manner,  that  thoy  wished  the  Bill  to  bo 
supportofl.  He  was  bound  to  say,  how- 
ever, that  a  different  opinion  prevailed 
amongst  the  constituency  of  Rochdale ;  but 
these  were  but  a  comparatiTcly  small  num- 
l>or  of  the  inluihitants,  and  he  considered 
that  he  was  not  so  much  elected  to  support 
the  views  of  a  limitiHl  constituency,  as  to 
n^proMont  the  groat  body  of  the  people. 
)k4icving,  therefore,  that  the  great  body 


of  the  operatives  were  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  he  should  support  it.  The  operatiTes 
could  not  help  themselves.  While  the 
mills  were  open,  they  must  work;  and 
he,  therefore,  thought  Parliament  should 
impose  some  limitation. 

Mr.  DENNISTOUN  concurred  with 
one  observation  made  by  his  hoii«  Friend 
below  him  (Mr.  Bemal),  that  the  question 
was  one  of  the  deep^  importance,  and 
ought  to  be  met  in  a  spirit  of  fair  and  ra- 
tional argument.  Though  his  hon.  Friend, 
towards  the  close  of  his  speech,  soared  into 
the  regions  of  poetry,  he  wished  to  limit 
himself  altogether  to  matter  of  fact;  it  waa 
on  the  ground  of  fact  his  hon.  Friend  had 
challenged  him  to  meet  him.  But,  before 
he  did  so,  he  could  not  help  adverting  to 
the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  regard 
to  this  question.  He  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised the  noble  Lord  should  have  foimd 
fault  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
(Mr.  Bright),  because  at  ten  minutes  to 
six,  on  the  previous  Wednesday,  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  what  the  noble  Lord 
called  an  attack  on  him.  But  short  as 
was  the  time  that  remained,  it  did  not  pre- 
vent the  noble  Lord  from  making  a  counter 
attack  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham, 
and  from  decUmng,  as  First  Minister  of 
this  great  commercial  country,  that  he 
was,  then  and  there,  perfectly  prepared,  in 
the  short  space  of  exactly  three  minutes, 
to  state  the  whole  of  the  grounds  on  which 
he  was  ready  to  support  a  measure,  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  tnose  most  competent  to 
judge,  was  fraught  with  the  most  disas- 
trous consequences  to  the  mannfacturinff 
interests  of  the  empire.  He  was  surprised 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  not 
seen  there  was  a  principle  involved  in  the 
measure.  There  would,  said  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bemal),  be  no  princifde  in- 
volved in  a  proposition  to  adopt  an  eight 
hours  Bill;  it  would  only  be  a  question  of 
degree;  so  also,  if  it  had  been  proposed  to 
limit  the  hours  to  two  hours  instead  of  to 
ten,  still,  according  to  thu  reasoning,  it 
would  only  be  a  question  of  degree  Then, 
in  fact,  there  was  no  principle  to  he  con- 
sidered in  repealing  the  com  laws;  if  they 
once  reduced  the  duty,  it  was  then,  accord- 
ing to  this  reasoning,  merely  a  question  of 
degree  whether  or  not  they  should  decide 
upon  a  total  repeal.  His  hon.  Friend  had, 
.however,  stated  an  argument,  which,  at 
'  the  first  blush,  seemed  pUusiblo,  and  which 
;  if  not  met,  would  place  the  opponents  f»f 
I  the  meaanre  in  a  aomewhat  diiBcalt  po- 
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Bition.  It  was  true  they  had  abeadj  re- 
duced the  hours  of  labour;  but,  because  no 
material  injury  had  resulted  from  the  com- 
pelled reduction  in  the  time  of  labour  from 
fourteen  to  twelve  hours,  he  did  not  admit 
that  no  evil  would  be  the  consequence  of 
a  furUier  reduction  of  from  twelve  to  ten 
hours.  But,  then,  though  they  made  this 
law,  they  effected  in  reality  no  limitation. 
There  was  no  necessity  for  such  a  law;  the 
trade  generally  throughout  the  country  did 
not  work  more  than  at  present — that  is, 
they  did  not,  on  the  average,  work  more 
than  twelve  hours  a  day;  and,  if  he  was 
correct  in  that  statement,  and  he  chal- 
lenged contradiction,  the  ^hole  argument 
of  his  hon.  Friend  fell  to  the  ground.  Al- 
though th^  had  apparently  limited  the 
hours  of  labour  for  women  and  children, 
this  now  proposed  was  the  first  direct  step, 
by  legislative  interference,  towards  limiting 
the  power  and  capacity  of  the  steam-engine 
— that  which  his  hon.  Friend  called  the 
demon  of  steam.  This,  in  a  country  de- 
pendent for  its  wealth  and  welfare  on  its 
commerce  and  manufactures,  appeared  to 
him  the  most  ruinous  and  absurd  proposal 
that  ever  entered  the  brain  of  man.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  gone  at  great  length 
into  the  question  of  foreign  competition; 
and  this,  indeed,  was  the  most  important 
element  in  the  consideration  of  the  subject. 
His  hon.  Friend  challenged  him  to  test  his 
logic  by  figures ;  and  he  would  now,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  House,  endeavour 
to  demonstrate  to  his  hon.  'Friend  how  ac- 
counts stood  with  their  chief  competitors — 
the  Americans.  He  would  take  a  case  for 
comparison — that  of  a  mill  in  Glasgow.  The 
mill  he  instanced  was  of  the  average  extent 
of  25,000  spindles;  the  cost  of  the  raw  mate- 
rial used  in  that  mill  amounted  annually  to 
8,770/.;  the  wages  to  7,198?.;  the  charges 
for  annual  interest  on  the  capital  for  tear 
and  wear  and  waste,  5,571  f.;  making  a 
total  of  21,5392.  The  cost  of  raw  material 
thus  amounted  to  no  less  than  40  per  cent 
of  the  whole.  Then  take  the  case  of  the 
Americans.  It  was  capable  of  proof,  that 
in  the  single  items  of  freight  and  insur- 
ance alone,  the  Americans  at  this  moment 
had,  and  they  always  would  have,  an  ad- 
vuitago  over  us  equal  to  as  much  as  10 
per  cent.  The  per  centage  on  that  single 
iton  in  the  trade  of  this  mill,  would  amount 
to  870/.  per  annum;  or,  on  the  whole  con- 
smnpticm,  to  about  1,500,000/.  It  was  evi- 
dent, beyond  that,  that  the  prices  of  the  raw 
naierial  in  this  country  must  always  ave- 
nge oonaiderably  more  than  in  the  United 
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States;  it  would  not  be  an  unreasonable  es- 
timate to  calculate  this  as  a  gain  to  the 
Americans  of  another  10  per  cent;  thus 
the  Americans  had  altogether  an  advantage 
of  20  per  cent — the  English  manufacturer 
paying  3,000,000/.  more  than  the  Ameri- 
can for  his  raw  material;  and  this  was 
a  natural  advantage,  which,  strive  as  they 
might,  they  could  not  get  rid  of.  The 
manufacturers  in  this  country  were  con- 
tinually exposed  to  competition  with  the 
Americans  in  every  neutral  market;  and 
it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  they 
should  not  lose  sight  of  that  branch  of 
their  trade — the  export  trade.  They  now 
maintained  their  position  with  the  greatest 
difficulty;  and  the  slightest  increase  in  the 
cost  of  production  would  be  ruin.  He 
would  mention  a  remarkable  fact  connected 
with  their  export  trade.  In  the  year  1843, 
the  last  year  for  which  they  had  a  return, 
there  was  used  up  in  this  country,  and 
spun  into  cotton  yarn,  400,000,000  lbs.  of 
cotton.  Of  these  342,000,000  lbs.  were  ex- 
ported,  leaving  only  about  58,000,000  lbs. 
to  be  consumed  in  this  country.  Now  this, 
according  to  his  calculation,  amounted  to 
one-seventh;  and  the  result  of  this  measure, 
if  the  estimate  of  its  advocates  was  right, 
that  it  would  decrease  the  productive  power 
of  the  country  one-seventh,  would  be  to 
destroy  the  manufacture  of  the  whole 
quantity  of  cotton  goods  consumed  in  this 
country:  this  was  an  astounding  fact,  and 
he  called  upon  the  noble  Lord  to  declare  if 
he  was  willing  thus  to  destroy,  at  one 
blow,  an  amount  of  goods  equal  to  the 
whole  quantity  consumed  in  this  country. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  proceeded  to  argue 
as  to  the  effects  of  such  a  Bill  upon 
wages,  and  had  entreated  them  not  to 
be  poetical  or  imaginative,  but  to  come 
to  facts  and  figures.  He  would  take  the 
actual  figures  of  a  mill  in  full  operation, 
and  would,  in  this  way,  point  out  the  in- 
evitable result  of  a  further  legislative  inter- 
ference on  profits  and  wages.  He  would 
return  to  the  same  mill  in  Glasgow  which 
he  had  before  mentioned;  and  he  trusted 
that  every  hon.  Gentleman  having  an^in- 
terest  in  the  question,  would  follow  and  en- 
deavour to  refute  him.  The  total  produc- 
tion of  'yarn  in  the  mill  he  alluded  to, 
amoimted  to  312,000 lbs.;  and,  deducting 
one-seventh,  caused  by  a  Ten  Hours  Bill, 
this  would  be  44,700  lbs.  This,  in  money 
value,  at  Is,  per  lb.,  was  2,228^  Then, 
taking  into  account  the  raw  material  used, 
amounting,  as  he  had  before  shown,  to  40 
per  cent,   or   840/.,  and  deducting  this 
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from  tho  2,228^,  thoj  obtained  as  the  loss 

rer  annum,  in  this  single  mill,  tho  sum  of 
.388/.  Where  was  this  loss  to  fall  ?  It 
could  ho  only  in  one  of  three  ways.  This 
loss  would  fall  altogether  upon  the  ope- 
ratives, or  upon  the  master,  or  would 
be  divided  between  them.  If  divided 
equally,  the  loss  in  wages  would  be  674Z. ; 
or,  upon  the  whole  cotton  trade,  there 
would  be  a  loss  in  wages,  per  annum,  of 
877,000/.  Those  of  the  operatives  who 
were  paid  by  the  piece  would  even  he  worse 
off ;  for  it  was  calculated  that  the  reduc- 
tion in  the  amount  of  their  wages  in  that 
single  mill,  at  the  rate  of  1,328/.  a 
year,  would,  on  the  whole  trade,  equal 
1,300.000/.  Therefore  the  proposal  to  re- 
duce their  productive  labour  by  one-seventh, 
was  very  little  less  than  ruinous  to  the 
workmen  themselves.  Hon.  Members  ar- 
gued in  favour  of  the  limitation  of  produc- 
tion in  manufactures  :  were  they  prepared 
to  apply  the  same  principle  to  the  prt)duc- 
tion  of  food  ?  What  would  be  said  of  tho 
man  who  should  propose,  or  the  Liegisla- 
ture  that  should  pass,  a  measure,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  diminish  by  one- 
sixth  the  amount  of  food  grown  in  this 
country?  It  was,  of  course,  impossible 
to  set  an  accurate  money  value  upon  the 
quantity  of  food  raised  in  these  countries; 
but  assuming  it  at  200  millions  sterling, 
and  supposing  that  quantity  reduced  by 
one-seventh,  the  seventh  would  be  above 
28  millions  in  value.  What  would  be  the  re- 
sult ?  Why,  the  loss  in  Ireland  of  the  potato 
crop,  estimated  at  less  than  half  that  sum, 
and  operating  only  over  one  year,  had  baf- 
fled all  their  statesmen,  and  set  at  defiance 
all  the  golden  rules  of  their  ]K)litical  eco- 
nomy; and  yet  here  they  were  calle<l  upon 
to  apply  this  very  same  principle  if  not 
to  the  food,  at  least  to  the  raiment,  of  the 
p<H>ple.  The  article  cotton  was  next  in  im- 
portance t<i  the  article  com;  and,  suppos- 
ing tho  crop  of  cotton  were  by  some  con- 
vulsion of  nature  totally  distruyed,  what 
inconvenience  would  arise !  and.  wanting 
tho  means  of  purchasing  fuotl,  how  great 
wo«ld  he  the  niisory  of  this  country  !  Gold 
and  silver  might  Ihj  Hwept  away  from  a  na- 
tion, and  no  extt^UHive  suffering  be  pro- 
duced by  the  loss  of  it.  fur  they  were  but 
articles  of  exchange,  which  would  be  re- 
p1ac(*d  by  others ;  but  frxKl  and  clothing 
constituted  th«»  wealth  of  the  world ;  and 
not  <»nly  was  it  no  injury  to  a  people  to 
produee  them  in  abundance,  but  it  was  a 
[M>Hitivo  iMMK'fit.  He  could  not  conceive 
such  a  thing  as  ovcr-productioii  of  food  or 


raiment;  the  producer  might  suffer,  but  the 
purchasers  were  always  benefited.  lie 
could  not  imagine  any  more  direct  eontr*- 
diction  of  the  precepts  of  political  economy 
than  to  assert  there  could  be  an  over-quan- 
tity of  food  or  raiment.  They  might  suc- 
ceed in  the  coming  division;  but  (said  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  conclusion)  **  that  will 
not  settle  the  question;  it  will  not  only  not 
settle  the  question,  but  it  will  unsettle 
every  interest  in  the  kingdom.  Once  ad- 
mit the  principle  of  interference  on  this 
gigantic  scale,  and  no  trade,  no  profession, 
no  individual,  is  safe.  You  wiU  nave  esta- 
blished a  principle  the  application  of  which 
I  defy  you  to  limit  to  factories.  Too  will, 
in  spite  of  yourselves,  be  compelled  to  go 
on,  till  the  evil  will  become  so  intolerable, 
that  I  venture  to  predict  that  not  many 
years  wiD  elapse  tOl  those  very  persons* 
on  whose  behaJf  you  think  yon  are  now  le- 
gislating, will  demand  of  you,  in  a  voice 
not  to  be  misunderstood,  to  retrace  your 
steps;  and  will  call  upon  you  to  save  thfm, 
amidst  the  wreck,  and  anarchy,  and  confu- 
sion, which  you  yourselves,  by  your  un- 
wise and  unjust  legislation  now,  will  bare 
brought  upon  the  country.*' 

Mr.  FERRAND:  When  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oldham  presented, 
that  afternoon,  a  great  number  or  petitions, 
signed  by  many  thousands  of  the  opera- 
tives of  the  north  of  England,  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  rose 
immediately  after,  and  informed  the  House 
that  he  had  a  petition  to  present  from  a 
body  of  persons  (a  very  different  class  of 
persons)  who  were  the  members  of  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  at  Dundee.  He  was 
prepare<l  to  admit  that  this  was  indeed  a 
very  different  class  of  persons.  On  the 
onu  hand,  there  were  thousands  of  opera- 
tives praying  for  the  protection  of  that 
House — men  steeped  in  misery  and  dis- 
tress; whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  at  Dundee  requested  that 
that  House  would  not  listen  to  the  prayer 
(»f  millions  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
He  rose  to  support  the  prayer  of  the  toiling 
millions  of  England  and  Scotland:  in  doing 
so  he  made  no  apology  to  the  House;  ho 
begged  only  for  a  patient  hearing;  h«>  felt 
that  no  hon.  Member  was  mure  competent 
than  himiH^lf  to  describe  the  situation  and 
the  feelings  of  tho  operatives  under  this 
fatal  system.  It  was  now  seventeen  year* 
since  he  first  became  an  advocate  of  the 
Ten  Hours  Dill;  and  at  the  many  meetings 
he  had  att4*nded,  he  never  yet  saw  one 
manufacturer  who  dared  raise  his  voice 
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against  his  workpeople  when  assemhled  to 
agitate  and  obtain  the  enactment  of  this 
measure.  He  never  yet  knew  one  manu- 
facturer who  dared  meet  those  in  his  em- 
ployment, and  fairly  argue  the  question  at 
issue.  If  there  was  an  instance  of  such  an 
occurrence,  he  should  be  glad  to  hear  on 
which  side  the  victory  finally  rested.  He 
saw  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Ward)  smiling  at  what  he  said.  It  was 
not  many  weeks  since  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  visited  his  constituents,  and 
was  obliged  to  adnit  that  the  operatives  of 
tfaia  country  were  unanimously  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  The  working  people  of  Sdeffield 
gave  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  understand 
that  they  entirely  differed  from  him  in  the 
view  he  took  of  the  question.  The  right 
hoii.  Baronet  the  Member  /or  Tamworth 
had  informed  the  House  that  it  was  on  ac- 
count of  his  anxiety  for  the  interest  of  the 
factory  op^rative^,  that  he  opposed  the  Ten 
Qours  Bin.  Noyr,  with  thp  permissipn  of 
the  Hoiise,  he  (Mr.  Ferrand)  should  like  to 
read  a  detailed  account  of  the  state  of  that 
class  of  our  fcllow-su'^ects  in  the  absence 
of  such  a  measure.  p.e  would  not  o€fer  his 
own  opinion;  he  would  give  them  the  au- 
thority of  the  Lancashire  cotton-spinners. 
Out  of  the  mouths  of  these  manufacturers 
themselves,  opposing  the  Bill,  he  would 
judge  them  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  the  statement  he  was  about  to 
read  was  true,  he  would  be  justified  in  ask- 
ing, had  any  hon.  Member  the  audacity  to 
stand  up  in  that  Ilouse,  and  to  declare  he 
was  prepared  to  perpetuate,  in  a  Christian 
and  civilized  land,  so  fearful  a  state  of  suf- 
fering and  degradation  as  that  which  would 
be  shown  to  be  the  condition  of  the  unfor- 
tunate factory  operatives?  These  great 
Lancashire  cotton-spinners  said — 

**  We  think  it  is  high  time  that  the  attention  of 
the  public  should  be  directed  to  this  momentous 
qaestion  (the  Victory  question) ;  that  they  should 
be  informed,  not  merely  of  the  advantages  at- 
tendant on  manufiM^uTes,  which  we  fully  allow, 
Irat  aUo  of  the  evils  which  accompany  those  ad- 
vantages, but  which  are  not  inseparable  from 
them ;  in  order  tl^t  they  may  be  able  to  investi- 
gate the  cause,  and  suggest  the  remedy.  As  indi- 
vidnaU,  we  are  friendly  to  manufactures,  and  ex- 
tensively engaged  in  them.  We  shall  not,  there- 
lore,  be  suspected  of  a  wilful  exaggeration  of  the 
evils  we  lament.  We  shall  assume  nothing,  infer 
nothing,  exaggerate  nothing,  extenuate  nothing  ; 
but  simply  state  the  nature  and  amount  of  the 
•ril,  lament  its  existence,  and  suggest  its  cure. 
PoBtt^tic  manufactures  are  almost  extinct.  The 
population,  which  was  formerly  scattered  through- 
oat  the  country,  is  now  congregated  into  large 
towns,  and  is  impressed  with  a  distinct  character. 
We  win  bodily  appeal  for  the  confirmation  of  our 


views  on  the  present  unwholosomcncss  of  large 
manufactories  to  any  one  who  has  been  long  and 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  interior  of  these 
establishments ;  who  lias  seen  children  enter  them 
at  ten  or  twelve  years  of  age,  with  the  beaming 
eye,  and  the  rosy  cheek,  and  the  elastic  step  (5 
youth,  and  who  has  seen  them  gradually  lose  the 
gaiety  and  lightheartcdness  of  early  existence,  and 
the  colour  and  complexion  of  health,  and  the  vi- 
vacity of  intellect,  and  the  insensibility  to  care, 
which  are  the  natural  characteristics  of  that  tender 
age,  under  the  withering  influence  of  laborious 
confinement,  ill-oxygenated  air,  and  a  meagre 
and  unwholesome  diet.  We  have  witnessed  all 
this  repeatedly,  and  we  have  found  it  impossible 
to  resist  the  obvious  conclusion — a  conclusion 
which  we  think  cannot  be  gainsaid  by  any  man  of 
experience  and  observation." 

Now,  who  was  the  inan  of  experience  and 
observation  who  made  use  of  these  words  ? 
Why,  it  was  no  oth^er  than  Str.  W.  R. 
Gregg  himself,  one  of  the  most  extensive 
cotton-spinners  in  Lancashire,  and  who  at 
that  time  was  in  favour  of  a  reduction  in 
the  hours  of  labour.  That  was  before  his 
mind  was  poisoned  by  their  principles  of 
political  economy,  invented  to  rob  the 
operatives  of  protection.  Mr.  Gregg,  said 
further — 

"  f'rom  the  long  hours  of  labour,  and  the  warm 
and  often  close  atmosphere  in  which  they  are  con- 
fined, a  very  large  proportion  of  our  manufao- 
turing  labourers  feel  the  necessity  of  some  arti- 
ficial stio^ulus ;  we  regret  to  say,  that  many  of 
them,  especially  those  who  re^ceive  the  highest 
wages,  are  in  the  habit  of  spending  a  portion  of 
their  leisure,  after  working  hours,  more  particu- 
larly on  Saturday  evenings,  and  during  the  Sun- 
day, in  besotting  themselves  with  ale  and  beer ; 
and,  still  oftener,  with  the  more  efficient  stimulus 
of  gin.  It  is  customary  for  them  in  many  of  the 
towns  to  stop  at  the  ginshops  and  take  a  dram  as 
they  go  to  their  work  in  the  morning,  and  another 
as  they  return  at  night ;  and  where,  as  is  fre- 
quently the.  case,  the  houses  of  the  workpeople  lie 
in  a  cluster  round  the  fiictory,  it  is  not  imcom- 
mon  for  a  wholesale  vendor  of  spirits  to  leave  two 
gallons  (the  smallest  quantity  which  can  be  sold 
without  a  license)  at  one  of  the  houses,  which  is 
distributed  in  small  quantities  to  the  others,  and 
payment  is  made  to  the  merchant  through  the 
original  receiver.  The  quantity  pf  gin  drunk,  in 
this  way  is  enormous ;  and  it  is  painful  to  know 
that  children,  and  even  girls,  are  initiated  into 
this  fiktal  practice  at  a  very  tender  age.  This  is 
a  picture  which  it  is  impossible  to  contemplate 
without  sentiments  of  sorrow  and  regi'et  that  such 
a  state  of  things  should,  exist  within  reach  of  a 
remedy,  and  yet  that  remedy  not  to  be  applied  ; 
for,  as  we  shall  endeavour  to  show  in  the  subse- 
quent pages,  all  these  evils  may  be  greatly  miti- 
gated, if  not  altogether  removed.  But  this  is  not 
all.  Ardent  spirits  are  not  the  only  stimulus 
which  this  class  of  people  indulge  in.  Many  ot 
them  take  large  quantities  of  opium  in  one  form 
or  another;  sometimes  in  pills,  sometimes  in 
laudanum,  sometimes  in  wliat  they  call  an  anodyne 
draught,  which  is  a  narcotic  of  the  same  kind. 
They  find  this  a  cheaper  stimulus  than  gin,  and 
many  of  them  prefer  it.    It  hatf  been  in  vogue 
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among  them  for  many  yeftn,  when  w»get  were 
low,  and  the  uae  of  it  is  now  oontinued,  when 
there  is  no  longer  this  excuse." 

Mr.  Gregg  proceeded  to  detail  another 
cause  of  the  unhealthmess  of  manufactur- 
ing towns: — 

*<A8  a  seoond  cause  of  the  unhealt^ess  of 
manufiusturing  towns,  we  place  the  serere  and  un- 
lemitting  labour.  Cotton  fiustories  which  are  the 
best  in  this  particular,  begin  to  work  at  half-past 
6  or  6  in  the  morning,  and  cease  at  half-past  7 
(»r  8  at  night.  An  interral  of  half  an  hour,  or 
40  minutes,  is  allowed  for  breakfi»t,  an  hour  for 
dinner,  and  generally  half  an  hour  for  tea,  learing 
about  12  hours  a  day  clear  Ubour." 

He  (Mr.  Ferrand)  begged  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
to  the  fact,  that  there  were  12  hours 
a  day  clear  labour;  this  was  the  system 
which  they  wished  to  put  a  stop  to. 

**  The  work  of  spinners  and  stretchers  is  among 
the  most  laborious  that  exist,  and  is  exceeded, 
perhaps,  by  that  of  mowing  alone;  and  few 
mowers,  we  beliere,  think  of  continuing  their  la- 
bour for  12  hours  without  intermission.  Add  to 
this,  that  these  men  never  rest  for  an  instant 
during  the  hours  of  working,  except  while  their 
mules  are  dofiing,  in  which  process  tney  also  assist ; 
and  it  must  be  obrious  to  erery  one  that  it  is  next 
to  impowible  for  any  human  being,  howcTcr  hardy 
and  robust,  to  sustain  this  exertion  for  any  length 
of  time  without  permanently  iiguring  his  coosti- 
tuUon." 

Then  what  did  Mr.  Gregg  say  with  regard 
to  other  labourers  of  this  country  ? — 

**  A  collier  never  works  above  eight  hours,  and 
a  form  labourer  seldom  above  ten  hours  a  day ; 
and  it  is  therefore  wholly  out  of  all  just  proportion 
that  a  spinner  should  labour  for  twelve  hours  re- 
gularly, and  frequently  for  more.  We  know  that 
incessant  walking  for  twenty-four  hours  was  con- 
sidered one  of  Uie  most  intolerable  tortures  to 
which  witches,  in  former  times  were  subjected, 
for  the  purpose  of  compelling  them  to  own  their 
guilt,  and  that  few  of  them  could  hold  out  for 
twelve ;  the  fotigue  of  standing  for  twelve  hours, 
without  being  permitted  to  lean  or  sit  down,  must 
be  scarcely  less  extreme.  Accordingly  some  sink 
under  it,  and  many  more  have  their  constitutions 
permanently  weakened  and  undermined." 

Yet  they  had  Members  of  that  House  rising 
to  argue  about  a  quarter  of  a  pound  of 
cotton  as  if  equal  in  importance  with  the 
lives  of  millions,  and  calling  upon  the 
British  House  of  Commons  to  refuse  this 
Bill,  in  order  that  their  inordinate  wealth 
might  become  still  greater.  He  beliered 
there  was  not  a  cotton-spinner  of  Lanca- 
shire who  dared  attend  a  public  meeting  in 
any  one  of  the  principal  towns,  and  there, 
in  the  presence  of  the  operatives,  make 
use  of  that  language  which  was  so  un- 
blushingly  uttered  in  that  House.  If  there 
was  any  MUch  man — if  there  was  any  Mem- 
l>cr  of  that  House  connected  with  the  cot- 


ton trade,  prmred  to  resist  and  ^Ksmite 
the  demana  ot  the  people  of  the  norta  of 
England,  he  challenged  him  to  go  to  the 
noith,  and  he  (Mr.  ^errand)  would  meet 
him  and  plainly  and  openly  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  question.  He  pledged  bis 
word — whatever  were  the  attempts  lately 
and  secretly  made,  as  he  would  shortly 
show  to  the  House,  to  get  up  statementa 
to  be  used  in  this  debate  by  intimidatiu 
the  operatives — that  the  peo[4e  would 
unanimously  declare  their  resolution  to 
work  for  the  future  na  longer  than  tea 
hours  a  day ;  and,  if  they  were  not  l^ps- 
lated  for,  to  take  means  to  benefit  them- 
selves. He  would  not  read  all  that  Mr. 
Gregg  said,  but  let  the  House  bear  the 
following : — 

"  In  a  word,  the  hands  employed  in  theee  laife 
manufoctories  breathe  foul  air  for  twelve  hows 
out  of  the  twenty-four;  and  we  know  that  fow 
things  have  so  speciflo  and  ii^iarious  an  aotion  oa 
the  digestive  organs  as  the  inhalation  of  impore 
air ;  and  this  foct  alone  would  be  almost  siifftrieat 
to  account  for  the  prevaleiiee  of  stomaehic  com- 
plaints in  districts  where  manufoeiories  abound. 
The  small  particles  of  eoitoo  and  dost  with  which 
the  air  in  most  rooms  of  foctories  is  immgnated, 
not  unfrequently  Uy  the  foundation  of  distressiag 
and  fotal  diseases. 

*'  The  fourth  cause  of  the  fll-health  whidi  pre- 
vails  among  the  manufootoring  populatioii  may  ba 
traced  to  the  injurious  inflocDce  which  the  weak- 
ened and  vitiated  constitution  of  the  women  has 
upon  their  children.  They  are  often  employed  la 
foctories  some  years  after  their  marriage,  aad 
during  their  pregnacy,  and  up  to  the  very  period 
of  their  eonilnement,  which  all  who  have  sf  tended 
to  the  physiology  of  this  subject  know  masi 
send  their  oflbpring  into  the  worid  with  a  de- 
bilitated and  unhealthy  frame,  which  the  eire«ai- 
stances  of  their  infoncy  are  ill  ealmlated  to  re- 
novate; and  hence,  when  these  ehildren  begia 
to  work  themselves,  they  are  prepared  at  onoe  to 
succumb  to  the  evil  influences  by  which  they  are 
surrounded." 

Now,  could  the  House  wonder  at  the  state- 
ment which  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Fletcher 
of  Bury,  after  those  which  he  had  just  read? 
These  were  not  off-hand  exaggerated  state- 
ments ;  they  were  not  vulgar  denoimce- 
ments ;  but  the  deliberate  opinions  of  Mr. 
Grcj^,  written  by  him  in  a  pamphlet,  and 
pubhthed  to  the  worid  with  all  toe  weight 
of  his  authority.  Was  there  a  Member 
of  that  House  could  gainsay  one  of  them? 
If  not,  then  he  unheaitatin^y  declared  that 
the  factory  system  of  this  country  was  car- 
ried on  at  an  annual  sacrifice  of  thoosanda 
of  the  people  of  England.  The  master 
manufacturers  had  said,  in  a  statement 
which  they  had  circulated  among  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  that  if  rarliameni 
adopted  the  Tea  Hours  Bill,  they  would 
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hold  the  Ministers  responsible  for  the  con- 
sequence ;  and  he  bcUeved  tbej  bad  even 
gone  so  &r  as  to  threaten  to  close  their 
mills,  and  thus  to  create  outbreaks  similar 
to  those  that  took  place  in  1842.  Was 
this  the  way  for  men  to  act  who  bad 
amassed  enormous  wealth  at  the  expense 
of  the  bones,  the  sinews,  and  the  marrow 
of  the  factory  operatives  ?  Was  this  the 
example  they  were  prepared  to  set,  after 
the  bargain,  so  chsgraceful  to  them,  with 
regard  to  the  repeal  of  the  com  laws,  which 
they  had  made  with  the  factory  operatives, 
when  they  promised  the  latter  that  in  return 
for  their  assistance  on  that  question,  they 
would  give  their  support  to  a  Ten  Hours 
Bill?  He  called  upon  them  to  redeem' their 
pledge;  and  if  they  did  not,  then  they  ought 
to  he  branded  with  infamy  and  disgrace. 
He  denied  that  Ministers  ought  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  any  consequences  from  this 
state  of  things.  It  was  the  master  manu- 
facturers themselves  who  were  responsible, 
and  who  had  declared,  through  their  re- 
presentatives in  that  House,  that  if  left 
alone,  without  any  legislative  interference, 
they  and  their  workmen  would  mutually 
c(»ne  to  an  agreement  with  each  other  as 
to  a  reduction  of  the  hours  of  labour.  He 
asked,  had  they  done  so,  or  attempted  to 
do  80  ?  No ;  they  had  broken  their 
pledges  and  promises,  and  it  was  therefore 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  interfere,  see- 
ing it  was  ever  their  duty  to  protect 
the  weak  against  the  oppression  of  the 
strong.  They  were  told  that  they  had  no 
right  to  interfere  between  man  and  master; 
but  he  denied  that  they  were  interfering 
with  men ;  they  asked  a  Ten  Hours  Bill 
for  women  and  children,  who  were  com- 
pelled either  to  work  in  factories  or  starve; 
for  let  the  House  recollect  that  it  was  ma- 
chinery which  destroyed  the  labours  of  the 
weaver  and  the  comber  at  their  own  homes; 
and  he  had  been  told  by  a  respectable  ma- 
nufSftcturer  in  the  north  of  England,  a  sup- 
porter of  the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  that  he  firmly 
believed  that  in  ten  years  the  comb  machi- 
nery would  destroy  the  labour  of  70,000 
operatives.  It  was  for  women  and  children 
that  they  interfered;  but  a  Ten  Hours  Bill 
would  be  for  the  benefit  of  all,  and  secure 
more  regularity  and  imiformity  in  labour. 
Why,  at  the  present  time,  many  mills  were 
not  working  more  than  six  hours  a  day ; 
at  other  times  they  would  be  working 
twelve  hours :  so  that  the  operatives  were 
either  wholly  overworked,  or  on  short  time 
and  starving;  and  he  believed  theris  was 
a  probabihty  that,   ere  long,   the  works 
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would  be  shut  up  altogether.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  in  some  of  those 
factories  greater  labour  was  required  than 
any  horse  in  this  country  could  perform; 
and  that,  as  a  consequence,  factory  workers 
died  by  thousands.  In  fact,  it  had  been 
ascertained  that  men  could  not  endure  fac- 
tory labour  beyond  the  age  of  45  years. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  said, 
*^  Leave  the  women  and  children  to  them- 
selves, and  they  will  settle  their  disputes 
with  the  masters  by  themselves;"  but,  did 
any  man  suppose  that  when  a  woman  went 
to  a  mill  to  gain  only  6s.  or  75.  a  week,  in 
order  that  she  might  be  able  to  furnish  her 
hungry  children  with  food,  she  would  not 
work  off  her  fingers*  ends  rather  than  see 
them  without  the  sustenance  they  re- 
quired? Many  of  these  poor  women  had 
said  to  him — **  You  little  know  what  our 
Bufferings  are :  you  little  know  what  it  is 
to  come  home  at  night,  and  hear  our  chil- 
dren crying  for  food.  If  you  were  in  our 
situation,  you  would  not  hesitate  to  work 
ten  hours  a  day  to  get  food  for  them;  and 
so  will  we,  as  long  as  God  gives  us  life 
and  strength  to  do  so.'*  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Durham,  on  Wednesday  last, 
made  some  extraordinary  statements  in 
his  speech,  and  in  so  firm  and  determined 
a  manner,  that  he  had  no  doubt  many 
Members  of  the  House  believed  them  to 
be  true.  The  hon.  Member,  in  one  part 
of  his  speech,  said — "  Such  speeches  as 
used  to  be  made  by  Lord  Ashley  had  not 
been  repeated  that  day,  except  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Newark,  in 
the  letter  which  he  had  read;  but  Lord 
Ashley  used  to  make  speeches  in  that 
House  which  were  now  given  up;  and  he 
believed  that  the  friends  of  the  measure  it- 
self did  not  credit  the  facts  that  had  been 
stated.**  Now,  he  was  prepared  to  chal- 
lenge the  hon.  Member  to  name  one  state- 
ment that  Lord  Ashley  had  ever  made  in 
that  House,  connected  with  the  Ten  Hours 
Bill,  that  was  not  strictly  true.  It  was 
not  manly  in  that  hon.  Member  to  come  to 
that  House  and  attack  Lord  Ashley  be- 
hind his  back.  **  He  cannot  be  here,*' 
said  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  [Mr. 
Roebuck:  I  did  not  say  so.]  He  hoped 
the  next  time  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
interrupted  him,  he  would  speak  so  loud  as 
to  be  heard.  He  certainly  understood  him 
to  have  made  the  remark  he  had  quoted. 
He  would  repeat,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Durham  ought  not  to  have  attacked 
Lord  Ashley,  when  he  had  no  opportunity 
of  meeting  him  in  that  House,  and  defend- 
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infr  hiiDfiGlf.  He  should  bo  f^lij  of  in- 
gratitude to  that  noble  Lord  if  he  sat  in 
that  House,  and  allowed  his  character  to 
be  so  unjustly  attacked,  when  he  remem- 
bered tlic  sacrifices  he  had  made  in  fight- 
ing this  question.  He  had  sacrificed  his 
seat  for  the  principles  which  he  held  on 
this  question.  Prcviouslj  to  the  Ministry 
having  publicly  state<l  their  determination 
to  change  the  com  laws,  the  noble  Lord 
published  a  letter  in  the  newspapers,  and 
intimated  to  his  constituents  that  he  was 
prepared  to  vote  for  that  measure;  but  he 
believed  he  was  justified  in  saying — though 
ho  did  not  speak  on  the  authority  of  the 
noble  Lord  himself — that  a  communication 
was  made  to  him  by  some  of  the  leailing 
cotton-spinners  of  Lancashire,  that,  if  he 
would  support  them  in  obtaining  the  repeal 
of  the  com  laws,  they  would  support  him 
in  a  Ten  Hours  Bill.  He  would  prove  that 
to  the  House  before  he  sat  down;  but,  in 
the  meantime,  he  wished  to  say  that  the 
noblo  Lord  sacrificed  his  seat  for  that  mea- 
sure, which,  during  the  best  part  of  his 
life,  he  had  advocated.  The  noble  Lord 
had  recently  been  in  Lancashire,  attending 
rast  meetings  of  the  operatives  on  this 
question,  and  no  one  had  opposcnl  him.  He 
was  at  Rochdale,  and  ho  believed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  was  invited  to  meet 
him.  [Mr.  BuKarr  was  not  invited.]  He 
understood  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  invited;  but  would  ho  deny  that  he 
was  in  the  town  when  the  noble  Lord  held 
a  meeting  there  ?  The  brother  of  the  hon. 
Meml>er  (Mr.  Bright)  went  to  that  meet- 
ing; he  had  the  **  pluck**  to  go  and  advo- 
cate the  views  he  held  on  this  question  : 
but  the  hon.  Member  did  not  go  to  meet 
the  noble  Lord  face  to  face,  and  there  to 
make  such  charges  against  him  as  he  had 
made  in  that  House.  His  brother,  hnw- 
ever,  did  appear  among  his  own  factory 
pe<»ple  to  oppose  the  measure  of  Lord 
Ashley,  though  not  a  single  man  could  be 
found  in  the  meeting  to  stand  up  and  as- 
sist him.  He  again  aski^l  what  statements 
did  Lord  Anhley  ever  make  in  that  House, 
tliat  the  hon.  Member  for  I>urhnni  was  pre- 
pttre<l  to  dispute  ?  Two  years  ago  the  state- 
ment made  by  L<>rd  Asliley  an  to  the  dis- 
tance children  walked  in  factories  was  at- 
tempted to  be  disputi'fl  by  the  bun.  Mem- 
ber; and  what  was  tlie  conduct  of  the 
noble  Lonl  on  that  (M>ca«inii  i  It  was  manly 
and  straightforwani.  lie  said  children 
walkeil  fnmi  twrnty  to  twonty-st-vrn  miles 
a  ilay.  Lord  Anhloy  gave  a  challenge  to 
Mr.  Ashworth,  Mr.  Gregg,  or  auj  other 


millowner.  to  meet  Mr.  Kenworthy  and 
Mr.  J.  Fieldcn,  assisted  by  two  uporatiTes, 
who  were  to  be  accompanied  by  an  actuary, 
to  test  the  validity  of  Lord  Ashley's  calcu- 
lations. This  challenge  was  delivered  to 
Mr.  Ashworth;  but,  after  communicating 
with  the  other  millowners,  he  declmed  it. 
He  asked,  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  prepared  to  meet  Lord  Ashley  at 
the  present  time;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
was  justified  in  making  upon  him  the  at- 
tacks which  he  had  made  in  that  Uoose  ? 
But  the  hon.  Member  made  another  extra- 
traordinary  statement*  on  Wednesday,  as 
to  a  petition  against  the  com  laws  from 
Manchester,  which  he  said  was  signed  by 
75,000  of  the  people  of  Manchester,  an^ 
which  he  contrasted  with  one  signed  by 
22,000  in  favour  of  a  Ten  Hours  Bill. 
Now,  the  whole  population  of  the  borough 
of  Manchester  was  242.614,  which  would 
not  give  more  than  12O,t)U0  males;  of 
this  number  there  was  not  more  than  one 
in  three  males  of  sufficient  age  to  sign 
a  petition;  which  would  allow  40,(KK).  It 
was,  therefore,  for  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  inform  the  Ilonse  how  the  remaining 
35,000  signatures  were  obtained,  even  sup- 
posing the  whole  male  population  of  Man- 
chester capable  of  signing  had  signed  it. 
22,000  signed  in  favour  of  ten  hours — a 
fair  test  of  the  opinion  of  the  inhabitanti 
of  Manchester.  He  should  be  glad  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  explain  how 
it  was  that  the  League  got  up  this  peti- 
tion ;  and  how  many  of  these  signatures 
varied  in  price  fnmi  St,  to  14*.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  also  denied  in  that  House  that 
the  opiTatives  were  ever  askinl  the  ques- 
tion whether  they  were  prepartnl  to  a(*t*t*pt 
the  Ten  Hours  Bill  regardless  of  its  efft*ets 
upon  wagi*s.  Now,  this  question  was  put 
to  crowdetl  me«Hings  in  twenty  towns  — 
Manchester,  Bolton,  Bury,  Blackbara,  Old- 
ham, Ashton,  Preston,  Rochdale,  Leeds, 
Bradfoni,  Halifax,  Huddersfield,  Keighley, 
Holmfirth.  Barn»ley,  DewKbunr,  Wakefield, 
(ilasgow.  Paisley,  and  DuiMlt^i^  It  was  not 
put  at  Kdinburgh,  b<*cause  there  were  no 
factory  o|HTatives  there;  ami  as  U}  Glas- 
gow, he  was  quite  certain.  At  rach  f»f  the 
meetings  in  England  the  following  reaulu- 
tion  was  unanimouidy  adopted  : — 

••  Th-it  tho  (Uctorr  wnrkw^  ronipiMifif:  thi«  fn»'o|. 

ifip  an*  quiir  prpparr«l  to  a<*^|H  the  Ten  Hour* 

Bill,  n>ffnnllc<«  of  iu  t'A«ct«  upon  wacrt.  leavini; 

>  till*  finrra  of  Uliour  to  be  n>piUu<«l  br  cin-uiu- 

»l.1I»0l'S.'* 

I 

'  N<»w,  at  the  time  the  h«»n.   Mendn^r  fur 
I  Durham  was  nuking  the  above  statement 
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to  the  House,  his  own  newspaper,  the 
Manchester  Examiner —  [Mr.  Bright  :  I 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Manchester 
Examiner J\  He  was  glad  to  he  put  right; 
hut  it  was  stated  all  through  the  country 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  proprietor 
of  that  paper.  Had  the  hon.  Gentleman 
no  interest  in  that  newspaper  ?  [Mr. 
Brioht:  None  whatever.]  Did  he  under- 
stand the  hon.  Memher  to  saj  that  he  was 
not  a  shareholder,  and  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  Manchester  Examiner  ? 
[" Oh, oh! ''and'* Order! "]  [Mr.  Bright: 
1  have  no  connexion  with  it  whatever.]  He 
considered  himself  quite  in  order  in  putting 
that  question  to  the  hon.  Memher ;  and  he 
would  put  it  to  the  Speaker  whether  he 
was  in  order  or  not  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  No,  you  are  not. 

Mr.  FERRAND  :  Well,  to  leave  that 
point,  he  found  in  the  Manchester  Exami- 
ner a  report  of  the  meeting  at  Rochdale, 
in  which  the  very  question  ahout  wages, 
which  the  hon.  Memher  for  Durham  de- 
nied was  ever  put  to  ^the  operatives,  was 
stated  to  iiave  heen  put  and  carried  in  the 
affirmative  hy  the  meeting.  On  the  very 
night,  too,  that  the  hon.  Memher  macCe 
that  statement  to  the  House,  a  communi- 
cation was  sent  off  to  Bradford,  in  York- 
shire, and  hy  twelve  o'clock  next  day  the 
town  was  placarded  for  a  meeting  in  the 
evening  to  test  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Memher.  On  this  suhject,  he  would  read 
the  following  communication  from  Brad- 
ford:— 

"  As  to  the  question  of  a  reduction  of  wages  to 
the  operatives,  if  a  Ten  Hours  Bill  be  made  the 
law  of  the  land,  it  ought  to  be  blown  to  the  winds. 
We  had  a  meeting  here  last  night  in  Christ  Church 
•ehool-room,  the  Rev.  William  Morgan,  minister 
of  Christ  Church  in  the  chair,  for  the  {purpose  of 
testing  the  fiictory  operatives  whether  they  would 
be  willing  to  submit  to  such  a  reduction,  if  it  was 
to  take  place,  consequent  on  the  passing  of  a  Ten 
Hoars  Bill;  uid,  although  the  bills  calling  the  meet- 
ing were  only  posted  on  the  walls  of  the  town  at  noon , 
the  room  was  filled  from  one  end  to  the  other ; 
and  when  that  particular  question  was  put  rehu 
tive  to  the  reduction  of  wages,  in  consequence  of 
havmg  a  Ten  Hours  Bill,  every  hand  was  held  up 
for  it,  and  carried  it,  with  shouting  and  clapping 
of  hands  and  other  marks  of  approbation." 

That  was  the  feeling  of  the  operatives  of 
Bradford ;  and  he  also  hold  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  Keighley,  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  all  the  clergy,  all  the  shop- 
keepers, and  forty-nine  out  of  fifty  of  the 
aduts,  had  signed  a  petition  in  favour  of 
the  Ten  Hours  Bill.  But  ho  would  now 
come  to  another  extraordinary  statement 
made  hy  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham. 


He  said  the  mechanics  of  the  north  of 
England  were  delighted  to  work  fourteen 
or  sixteen  hours,  and  he  did  not  know  how 
much  longer,  if  they  were  only  paid  for  it. 
Now,  he  had  received  a  communication 
from  the  mechanics  of  Manchester,  in 
which  they  said — 

"  "We,  the  undersigned,  having  been  appointed 
by  the  mechanics  of  Manchester,  in  meeting  as- 
sembled, to  contradict  certain  statements  made  by 
Mr.  John  Bright,  we  will  not  say  where,  on  Wed- 
nesday the  10th  instant,  during  the  debate  oh  the 
Ten  Hours  Factory  Bill,  bee  leave  to  request  vour 
acceptance  of  the  enclosed  pamphlet  and  circu- 
lars, a  perusal  of  which,  we  think,  will  convince 
you  that  the  statements  made  by  that  gentleman 
relative  to  the  desire  of  the  mechanics  &^  a  body 
to  work  long  hours,  is  calculated  to  mislead  the 
public,  and  misrepresent  them.  The  publishing  of 
the  prize  essay  was  decided  upon  at  a  delegate 
meeting  representing  the  mechanics  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  in  May,  1845;  and  the  address  td 
the  employers  in  the  month  of  July,  1846." 

Why,  the  mechanics  of  Great  Britain  had 
had  a  meeting  to  decide  what  steps  they 
could  hcst  take  to  reduce  the  hours  of  la- 
hour,  and  they  ofiered  a  prize  to  any  per- 
son who  should  produce  the  host  essay  on 
the  suhject.  He  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem-^ 
her  for  Sheffield  to  say  if  he  was  prepared 
to  defend  the  promise  made  hy  the  manu- 
facturers to  the  operatives,  that  they  would 
assist  them  in  getting  a  Ten  Hours  Bill, 
if  they  would  lend  their  efforts  towards 
ohtaining  a  repeal  of  the  corn  laws  ?  In 
the  years  1843  and  1844,  when  the  agita- 
tion for  the  repeal  of  the  corn  laws  was  so 
popular  among  the  millowners,  and  not 
among  the  operatives,  an  effort  was  made 
hy  the  former  to  ohtain  the  assistance  of 
the  latter;  and  John  Brooks,  of  Manches- 
ter, accompanied  hy  several  other  Leaguers, 
attended  several  meetings  of  the  operative 
cotton  spinners,  and  held  out  the  Ten 
Hours  Bill  as  an  inducement  to  them  to 
join  the  agitation.  The  result  was,  that 
several  of  the  most  active  did  join,  and,  at 
the  expense  of  their  own  hody,  went  over 
the  district  to  induce  the  factory  workers 
to  join  in  the  agitation.  Mr.  Henry  Ash- 
worth,  who  was  the  instrument  of  the  mas- 
ters in  opposing  the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  at  a 
puhlic  meeting  held  in  the  Temperance 
Hall,  Bolton,  said — 

"  That  the  existence  of  the  com  laws  was  the 
cause  of  the  long  hours  system ;  and  that  unless 
the  system  was  altered,  the  manufacturing  popu- 
lation would  become  a  race  of  pigmies." 

Was  not  that  holding  out  encouragement 
to  the  operatives  ?  On  the  24th  of  May^ 
1844,  this  gentleman  wrote  to  the  Ten 
Hours  Bill  delegates  in  London.     He  waa 
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then  chainnan  of  tho  masters*  depaU- 
tion  in  LodcIod,  opposing  the  Bill,  and 
said — 

•*  Perhaps  your  chainnan  will  allow  me  to  ap- 
peal to  hiniielf  in  reference  to  mj  own  publidj- 
expreued  opinions  in  reference  to  the  hours  of 
Uboor — riews  in  which  I  beliere  a  great  many 
mann6ictarers  concur — namely,  that  CTery  day 
something  like  two  hoors  labour  is  required,  if 
not  directly  imposed,  by  the  com  laws  and  other 
restrictions  upon  trade,  and  that  these  restrictions 
must  be  removed  before  any  permanent  reduction 
of  the  hours  of  labour  can  be  effected.  Possibly 
aome  of  you  may  deem  us  mistaken;  but  those  who 
have  obsenred  my  solicitude  for  the  freedom  of  in- 
dustry will  do  me  the  justice  to  admit  that  I  have 
not  been  unmindful  of'^a  reduction  of  the  hours  of 
labour  as  one  of  the  objects  sought  to  be  accom- 
plished." 

Now  thej  had  got  the  repeal  of  the  com 
laws,  and  he  asked,  were  thej  prepared  to 
fulfil  their  part  of  the  compact  ?  Or  was  it 
to  he  tolerated,  after  all  this,  that  the  ma- 
nufacturers should  come  to  London,  and 
puhlish  statements  for  the  purpose  of  fright- 
ening the  Memhers  of  that  House  from 
performing  their  duty,  bj  the  allegation 
that  unless  they  had  twelve  hours  labour, 
thej  would  be  ruined  bj  foreign  competi- 
tion ?  He  would  not,  howeycr,  argue  this 
case  on  such  grounds  as  these.  He  claim- 
ed the  support  of  these  men  as  an  act  of 
duty  and  of  justice  on  their  part;  and  he 
repeated,  that  if  thej  were  trying  to  intimi- 
date the  House  bj  such  statements  as  those 
they  had  published,  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
ablmg  them  to  rob  the  poor  men  of  those 
right«i  which  they  had  promised  to  them, 
then  were  they  guilty  of  dishonourable  con- 
duct. The  working  men  had  performed 
their  part  of  the  compact;  they  had  set 
their  masters  an  example  which,  if  they 
wished  to  bo  respected,  they  would  now 
follow.  He  had  stated  that  tho  master 
manufacturers  pledged  themselres  to  Lord 
Ashley — and  he  was  ready  to  prove  his 
statement,  that  they  pledged  themselves 
through  Mr.  Gregg — to  the  effect,  that 
after  the  repeal  of  the  com  laws  they 
would  not  opi>OAC  a  Ten  Hours  Bill;  that 
they  would  not  oppose  a  reduction  of  the 
hours  of  labour.  Lord  Ashley,  on  the  l«5tli 
of  April,  184G,  addressed  the  following 
letter  to  the  secretary  of  the  Lancashire 
Central  Committee;  it  was  only  a  short 
one,  and  it  was  an  act  of  justice  to  Lord 
Ashley,  as  well  as  to  the  Ten  Hours  ope- 
rative labourers,  that  the  letter  should 
be  read  : — 

"Sir — M«*s«ni.  Ihirrocks  and  Miller  hare,  I 
perreire  from  a  Prrston  paper,  imt  out  a  contra- 
diction to  the  happy  renult*  of  abridged  labour.  I 
have  juU  read  a  similar  statement  in  the  iltm- 


ekester  OmnUmolAfnl  11,  ina kCtcriSroai  Mr. 
R.  U.  Greg. 

**  This  last-mentiooed  doeimient  has  eaiuNl  bm 
some  surprise.  Mr.  Greg  did  me  the  hoaour  to 
call  on  me  at  the  Albioo  Hotel,  in  Maaebester, 
within  a  few  hoors  of  my  arriral  on  the  lui  of 
March  ;  he  expressed  a  strong  desire  far  the  set- 
tlement of  the  short-time  question,  and  said  that 
the  mannfiuTtnrers,  by  the  wpeal  of  the  duty  on  raw 
cotton,  and  by  the  abolitioo  of  the  eom  law*, 
would  be  placed  in  soadvantageoos  a  position  that 
the  working  people  ooght  to  have  their  share  of 
the  common  benefits  ;  he  should,  therelbre.  be 
quite  ready  far  an  cleren  hours  Bill;  and  ho 
added  that  though  he  lately  entertained  a  differ- 
ent opinion,  he  was  now  conrinced  of  the  neeea- 
sity  of  imposing  such  a  restriction  by  law  ;  the  re- 
sult oould  not  be  attained  by  common  agreement, 
lie  asked  me  how  fiu>  such  an  arrangement  would 
be  satisfactory,  and  lead  to  a  close  of  the  agita- 
tion f  I  replied,  *  That  I,  and  I  bdiere  those 
whom  I  represent,  would  accept  it,  and  give  the 
plan  a  fair  trial,  reserving  to  ourselTes  the  fall 
power  to  renew  the  question  of  the  ten  hours  on 
any  fitting  occasion.' " 

Now,  that  was  the  statement  which  Lord 
Ashley  made;  and  Mr.  Gregg,  on  the  25th 
of  April,  published  a  letter  in  the  MoMcku- 
ter  Uuaraian,  in  which  he  says  that  Lord 
Ashley,  in  his  conversation  with  him,  had 
answered  in  what  he  considered  a  reaaoo- 
able  and  proper  spirit,  "  yet  quite  incoa- 
sistent  with  his  former  professions.**  Now, 
he  would  show  to  the  House  that  there  had 
been  a  deliberate  conspiracy  between  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League  and  the  master 
manufacturers.  What  had  been  the  con- 
duct of  the  master  manufacturers  of  Man- 
chester ?  The  poor  workpeople  had  sent 
delegates  to  London  to  watch  their  inter- 
ests, and  it  was  lucky  for  them  they  did 
so,  as  he  was  informed  that  a  statement 
was  going  to  be  made  that  day,  during  the 
debate,  to  show  that  the  operatives  of 
Manchester  were  opposed  to  the  Ten  Hours 
Bill;  and  he  should  not  be  at  all  surprised 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  were  to 
get  up  and  make  such  a  statement;  if  so, 
it  was  lucky  for  the  operatives  of  Manches- 
ter that  he  (Mr.  Ferrand)  had  caught  tho 
Speaker's  eye  before  thist  hon.  Member, 
lie  was  going  to  show  the  system  of  inti- 
midation shown  towards  the  operatives; 
and  he  would  read  to  the  House  a  state- 
ment headed,  '*  Intimidation  of  the  hands 
at  three  mills  in  Manchester."  What  did 
this  sUtement  say  ?  It  had  produced  a 
great  sensation  on  the  spot : — 

*'  On  Monday  last  the  overlookers  and  nanagers 
of  Messrs.  Murry's  mill" — 

(this  showed  the  manner  in  which  the  ope- 
ratives were  intimidated,  and  that  they 
could  nut  be  protected  except  by  the  Legis* 
Uture) — 
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— *'  went  roimd  to  the  hands  with  books  in  their 
hands,  with  columns  ruled  for  the  purpose,  with 
these  headings : — *  Are  you  fitvourable  to  twelve 
hours,  with  twelve  hours  wages  ?  Are  you  fjst- 
vounble  to  eleven  hours,  with  eleven  hours 
wages  ?  Are  you  fitvourable  to  ten  hours,  with 
ten  hours  wages  ?'  ** 

There  was  no  option.  If  they  were  to  have 
ten  hours  work,  they  were  to  have  only  ten 
hours  wages;  ihey  weft  to  he  hound  down 
to  it.  It  was  not  a  question  as  to  the  de- 
mands of  the  lahour  market ;  hut  the 
master  manufacturers  protected  themseWes 
hy  hinding  down  their  lahourers. 

"  The  hands  were  compelled  to  sign  their  name 
at  a  moment's  notice  to  these  questions,  which 
were  put  in  such  a  way  as  gave  them  to  under- 
stand that  they  might  incur  the  displeasure  of  the 
master.  Messrs.  T.  and  H.  Houldsworth  adopted 
the  same  course.  Most  of  the  men  signed  for  eleven 
hours  (short  time),  and  eleven  hours  wages.  Most 
of  the  females  signed  for  twelve  hours.  In  Messrs. 
M'Connell's  mill  the  same  course  was  adopted, 
with  this  difference" — mark — **  the* hands  had  a 
few  hours  notice,  and  were  left  to  express  their 
desire  in  their  own  way ;  and  in  this  case  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  hands  voted  for  ten  hours^  and 
told  their  master  they  would  take  their  chance 
about  wages." 

Left  to  themselves,  they  decided  for  ten 
hours;  imder  the  control  of  the  overlooker 
of  the  black  hook,  they  put  down  their 
names  for  eleven  hours.  This  was  at 
Manchester,  and  it  showed  that  the  work- 
ing people  must  not  he  trifled  with  upon 
this  great  question.  The  statement  went 
on — 

**  Last  night  a  meeting  of  the  factory  hands  was 
hehl  in  the  meal-house,  one  of  the  largest  rooms 
at  their  command,  which  was  crammed  to  excess. 
The  whole  of  the  business  was  conducted  by  fac- 
tory operatives,  at  which  meeting  the  following 
resolutions  were  unanimously  adopted  : — 

"  •  1.  That  this  meeting  cannot  but  view  with 
feelings  of  regret  and  indignation  the  conduct  of 
such  of  the  &ctory  masters  who  have  adopted  so 
disreputable  a  course  as  to  send  their  managers 
and  overlookers  through  their  mills  with  books, 
in  which  the  names  of  their  hands  are  written, 
and  demanding  in  a  hasty  and  peremptory  man- 
ner, *  Are  you  fevourable  to  a  ten  or  eleven  hours 
Bill,  with  ten  or  eleven  hours  wages  V  It  being 
well  known  to  such  employers  that  such  a  method 
of  intimidation  would,  in  most  cases,  induce  such 
answers  as  would  enable  them  to  offer  further 
oi^>osition  to  the  measure  now  before  the  House 
of  Conmions.'  " 

That  resolution  was  imanimously  carried. 
Now  let  the  House  hear  the  next  resolu- 
tion passed  at  this  puhlic  meeting  : — 

*'  2.  That  the  fectory  workers  in  this  meeting  are 
quite  prepared  to  accept  the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  re- 
gardless of  its  effects  upon  wages,  leaving  the 
price  of  labour  to  be  regulated  by  the  same  law 
which  fixes  the  value  of  aU  other  marketable  com- 
modities." 

Now,  would  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham, 


or  any  other  Memher  of  the  House,  say 
that  the  operatives  were  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  Bill?  The  overlookers  kept 
h]ack  hooks  in  which  they  noted  down  the 
names  of  men.  He  (Mr.  Ferrand)  had 
intended  to  make  some  other  observations 
upon  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham,  but  he  would  not  trespass  upon 
the  House.  But  before  he  sat  down,  he 
would  tell  the  House  deliberately,  that  the 
operatives  (and  he  knew  their  feelings) 
would  no  longer  be  trifled  with.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  told  the  House  that  there 
had  been  no  **  strikes"  in  the  north  of 
England,  and  that  the  working  people  had 
not  struck.  When  the  working  people  in 
the  north  of  England  came  to  that  House 
and  petitioned  for  protection  for  their  wives 
and  children,  the  House  refused  to  grant 
it ;  it  did  not  refuse  it  to  the  wives  and 
children  of  the  colliery  working  men  ;  and 
how  was  the  sympathy  of  the  House 
worked  upon?  Why,  the  blue  book  in 
their  case  was  embellished  with  woodcuts, 
showing  the  barbarous  degradation  of  the 
wives  and  children  of  coUiers.  Beware, 
lest  the  working  men  in  the  factories  fol- 
low that  example.  The  day  might  come 
when  Parliament  Street  might  witness 
500  factory  cripples,  wasted  and  maimed, 
with  loss  of  legs  and  arms,  their  bodies 
stunted  in  our  factories  ;  and  as  sure  as 
they  should  refuse  to  the  operatives  the 
justice  to  which  they  had  a  right  in  this 
question,  so  sure  would  they  take  such  a 
step  as  that  to  work  upon  the  feelings  of 
the  House  ;  and  the  day  was  not  far  dis- 
tant, if  the  House  refused  this  Bill,  when 
500  factory  cripples  might  assemble  in 
Palace  Yard,  joining  in  the  universal  song 
— the  song  of  the  factory  children — 

"  We  will  have  the  Ton  Hours  Bill." 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  if  noise  were 
rhetoric,  and  a  high  opinion  of  oner's  own 
case  were  argument,  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
would  be  a  very  convincing  one.  But  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  should  take  the  liberty  of 
addressing  himself  only  to  the  small  por- 
tion of  what  might  be  called  argument  in 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
passing  by,  with  one  or  two  remarks,  the 
attendant  garnish  which  accompanied  the 
rest  of  what  he  said.  Imputations  were 
cast  by  the  hon.  Member  upon  all  persons 
who  opposed  him,  and  upon  all  who  main- 
tained their  own  opinions  in  opposition  to 
his;  but  as  he  had  not  the  slightest  interest 
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in  this  matter,  as  he  was  totally  unconnect- 
ed with  the  mercantile  portion  of  the  com- 
munity, and  considered  in  that  Ilouse  only 
the  interests  of  the  community  at  large, 
he  hod  not  thought  it  possible  that  any  im- 
putation could  have  been  levelled  at  him. 
It  was  not  enough  to  defend  himself  from 
imputation  of  personal  interest  in  the  mat- 
ter* for  there  was  a  new  species  of  crime 
which  had  been  got  up  on  this  occasion. 
He  was  accused  of  being  a  cold-blooded 
economist.  A  great  deid  of  violent  lan- 
guage hod  been  employed  in  condemnation 
of  him,  because  he  cultivated  what  was 
called  the  science  of  political  economy. 
He  had  been  guilty  of  having  endeavoured, 
no  doubt  in  a  very  humble  way,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  with  great  earnestness,  to 
ascertain  the  laws  which  reguUted  the 
accession  of  wealth;  and  of  inquiring  also 
into  the  circumstances  necessarily  con- 
nected with  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
population  of  this  country.  He  had  done 
Lis  best  to  investigate  that  important 
subject,  and  he  had  come  to  an  opposite 
conclusion  to  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite;  and  ho  did  think  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  it  was  hard  to  have  all 
this  species  of  vituperation  levelled  against 
him  by  those  who  happened  to  be  his  op- 
ponents. Now,  he  should  hardly  have 
addressed  himself  to  this  ouestion  at  all, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  an  observation  that 
fell  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Newark  on  the  last  day*s  debate.  They 
heard  constantly  of  statements  to  the  effect 
that  such  and  such  a  measure  should  not 
be  made  a  party  question.  There  had 
been  a  constant  appeal  to  *'  the  candour  of 
hon.  Qcntlemcn  op|)08ite*'  in  the  course  of 
the  last  day*s  discussion.  And  how  did 
the  noble  Lord  finish  his  speech  upon  that 
occasion — a  speech  wrought  up  for  the  oc- 
casion with  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  l)olievcd  half 
a  dozen  affecting  perorations  ?  His  speech 
finished  with  this  significant  observation: 
'*  Let  the  working  people  of  this  country 
understand  that  the  Gentlemen  on  this 
(the  protectionist)  side  of  the  House  who 
are  attached  to  that  party  which  is  so  re- 
plete with  historic  reooUections,  aro  in 
favour  of  the  Ton  llniirs  Hill,  and  have 
not  opposed  those  rights  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen.'*  **  The  historic  recdllections 
of  that  party  !  **  He  thought  if  he  were 
to  put  his  hand  upon  the  clear  page  of  his- 
tory which  contained  the  relatiuu  of  their 
doings  with  respect  to  the  pi*ople  of  this 
country,  he  should  find  one  continuous 
effort  to  depress  their  moral  and  iutoUec- 


tual  energies.  But  he  was  not  called  upon 
on  that  occasion  to  enter  into  the  lista 
with  the  noble  Lord  upon  that  subject ;  he 
thought  that  if  he  were  called  upon  to  do 
so  he  could  do  it.  But  this  was  not  a 
question  into  which  to  import  any  feelings 
of  party  spirit;  and  he  would,  therefore, 
address  himself  to  the  great  question,  for 
a  great  question  it  Iras  which  was  at  pre- 
sent occupying  the  attention  of  that  House, 
and  which  would  eventuaDy  create  the 
greatest  interest  in  this  country.  And 
to  hear  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  <^potite 
(Mr.  Ferrand)  threatening  them  with  a 
congregation  of  cripples  in  Palace  Yard, 
to  influence  their  judgments  by  their  feel- 
ings because  they  might  see  humanitr  in  a 
crippled  shape !  Was  that  sort  of  pro- 
ceeding worthy  of  a  man  who  called  him- 
self the  representative  of  a  civilised  com- 
munity, or  pf  rational  men  ?  ^Vhy,  they 
knew  that  there  were  misfortunes  attending 
all  classes  of  the  community;  they  knew 
that  human  nature  was  subject  to  toil  for 
its  bread.  Labour  was  the  inevitable  Uv 
of  humanity.  But  was  it  rational  to  ap- 
proach such  a  question  as  this  in  such  a 
manner  as  proposed,  to  control  him  and 
the  other  hon.  Gentlemen  of  that  House 
with  threats  too— for  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  them  so.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
threatened  the  House  with  the  appearance 
of  500  cripples  in  Palace  Yard  to  carry  the 
Ten  Hours  Bill.  Why,  any  rational  man 
would  point  with  the  finger  of  scorn  to  any 
body  of  men  whose  conduct  might  be  in- 
fluenced by  such  a  sentence  as  that.  Now, 
the  truth  was,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  made 
this  great  assumption  with  regard  to  this 
question — they  assumed  that  they  could 
regulate  wages  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
And  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Knaresborough  said  that  this  ques- 
tion was  not  fairly  put  when  they  asketl 
the  labourer,  ''Are  you  willing  to  take  ten 
hours  wages  for  ten  hours  work?" — that, 
he  said,  was  not  a  fair  way  of  putting  the 
question.  That  was  not  the  way  in  which 
he  put  the  f|uestion,  he  would  allow.  The 
hon.  Menil>er  put  the  question  thus :  ho 
began  by  saying,  in  the  mo^t  positive  man- 
ner (for  he  did  say  so  in  many  pla(*<*s), 
'*  Now,  I  know  full  well  that  if  you  have 
this  Ten  Hours  Bill,  you  will  get  twelve 
hours  wa^os.  Now.  I  toll  you  that  before- 
hand.** Then  he  put  this  question,  **  Now, 
having  told  you  that,  are  you  content  to 
run  the  risk  of  having  this  Ten  Hours 
Bill  if  *'  Why,  was  it  not  human  natuns 
thai  people  who,  perhaps,  had  bol  little 
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mental  cftpacitjto  judge  on  this  question, 
should  say,  **  Why,  you  seo  this  gentle- 
man tells  us  that  wo  shall  have  twelve 
hours  wages,  and  we  will  run  the  risk  of 
saying,  'Give  us  the  Ten  Hours  Bill.'  " 
But  was  that  any  argument  ?  Not  at  all. 
Now,  the  question  was  this  :  could  they  hy 
any  leg^sUtive  enactment  get  for  the  la- 
bouring men  twelve  hours  wages  for  ten 
hours  work  ?  If  they  could,  let  them  do 
it.  But  let  them  go  one  step  further,  be- 
cause, if  an  Act  of  Parliament  were  om- 
nipotent, as  the  hon.  Member  said — if  it 
could  give  twelve  hours  wages  for  ten 
hours  work,  it  could  also  give  twelve 
hours  wages  for  six  hours  work.  And 
let  them  carry  it  one  step  further,  and 
give  twelve  hours  wages  for  doing  no  work 
at  all.  But,  unfortunately,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Weymouth  had  also  dealt  in  this 
fallacious  sort  of  rhetoric;  he  said,  "What 
is  the  use  of  over-production — what  is  the 
use  of  labouring  too  long;  why  can  you 
not  rebate  the  hours  of  labour,  so  tha^ 
you  shall  not  at  one  period  of  the  year 
overwork  the  people,  and  at  another  not 
have  sufficient  employment  for  them  ?" 
But  unfortunately  these  circimistances 
could  not  he  determined  in  that  way.  The 
hours  of  labour  were  regulated  by  a  to- 
tally different  concatenation  of  events  from 
that,  and  it  was  simply  thb :  a  man  hav- 
ing a  certain  capital  to  employ  was  able  to 
employ  a  certain  number  of  labourers  to 
produce  a  certain  article.  With  that  ca- 
pital he  had  to  compete  with  other  men  in 
the  home  and  foreign  markets.  If  those 
other  men  were  enabled  to  bring  into  those 
markets  a  cheaper  product,  then  that 
cheaper  product  was  bought  up,  and  his 
product  was  put  aside,  and  the  manufac- 
turer failed  therefore  in  his  intention. 
Now,  that  was  the  simple  statement  of  the 
case,  and  was  absolutely  and  necessarily 
the  consequence  that  followed  from  compe- 
tition. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Newark  said,  "  Mark  what  you  are  pro- 
ducing by  your  long  hours  of  labour;  you 
are  not  only  inducing  the  people  of  Eng- 
land to  over  labour,  but  you  are  inducing 
long  hours  in  America."  Why,  they  knew 
to  their  cost  that  America  was  competing 
with  them;  and  they  might  depend  upon  it 
that,  if  they  pursued  this  course  of  legisla- 
tion, America  would  not  imitate  them.  She 
would  labour  until  she  had  dispossessed  us 
in  America ;  and  we  should  never  recover 
when  once  she  had  dispossessed  us.  Now, 
he  would  ask,  when  was  it  that  they  were 
about  to  make  this  extraordinary  interfe- 


rence with  their  manufacturing  power  ?  At 
a  time  when  they  were  about  to  be  taxed 
more  heavily  than  they  had  been  during 
the  last  forty  years.  They  were  about  to 
be  called  upon  to  maintain  8,000,000  of 
people.  And  that  was  the  very  moment 
of  all  others  that  they  were  going  to  tie  up 
the  right  hand  of  the  English  people.  He 
had  heard  it  said  often  that  we  owed  our 
success  in  our  conflict  with  Napoleon  to 
British  valour.  There  was,  however,  an- 
other element  of  success  in  that  strife; 
and  it  was  the  British  intelligence  which 
supplied  the  **  sinews  of  war"  by  which 
that  strife  could  alone  be  carried  on — the 
surplus  of  our  produce  it  was  that  enabled 
us  to  make  that  gigantic  effort  by  which 
we  coped  with  Napoleon.  We  had  now 
an  enemy  far  greater  than  he — one  who 
exercised  a  far  more  potent  influence  over 
our  fate.  We  had  famine  stalking  through 
the  land ;  we  had  now  to  cope  with  him  in 
every  part  of  this  country.  Ireland  was 
starving — England  was  at  the  brink  of 
starvation — ^and  at  that  moment  it  was 
that,  for  party  purposes,  this  question  was 
raised.  Oh,  but  it  was  said,  that  party 
politics  ^ere  not  in^nded  to  be  imported 
in  this  question  ;  })ut  he  could  not  shut  his 
eyes  to  the  fact.  He  saw  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  manifest  great  anxiety  to  catch  at 
whatever  they  could,  to  grapple  with  the 
difficulties  by  which  they  were  surrounded, 
so  that  they  might  get  a  party  triumph. 
They  resorted  to  every  plan  for  the  purpose 
of  catching  support.  Why,  they  promised 
the  Irish  people  mutton  one  day,  and  pro- 
mised Englishmen  twelve  hours  wages  for 
ten  hours  work  the  next.  And  that  was 
called  '*  statesmanship."  That  was  called 
**  dealing  with  the  interests  of  a  great 
country  upon  a  comprehensive  plan." 
Why,  the  proposing  of  **  this  comprehen- 
sive plan"  was  like  the  conduct  of  a  man 
who  hoists  a  light  upon  a  lee  coast  at  night, 
in  the  hope  of  getting  something  from  the 
shipwreck  of  some  unfortunate  vessel  that 
was  passing  along  the  coast.  Only  let  it 
be  some  vessel  in  distress  ;  let  one  light  be 
hoisted  for  the  purpose  of  deceiving  the 
Irish,  and  let  another  be  hoisted  for  a  Ten 
Hours  Bill  upon  that  lee  shore,  so  that  the 
Government  might  get  upon  the  rock,  and 
the  objects  of  that  party  were  served.  Now 
that  was  an  illustration  of  the  conduct  of 
those  Gentlemen.  But  could  they  do  what 
they  had  been  asked  to  do  ?  He  begged 
to  tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough 
(Mr.  Ferrand),  that  he  was  not  going  to 
shrink  from  meeting  any  body  of  his  coun- 
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i,y^    ■»     a-  -^^•..       £:>  uarr  vu- -3^  isaeai 

.««,         *-£<^     »ja»<Jtl||;iZt»  :U*itt«  ^  .feik  aim  tO 

•«»*c  '>  .i.'\*«M:TMi«:*t  lanroept  shsm.  be 
-^.jk-s.^    %  .i4iv«  ^--wiv  Vskb.  diilai  upon  on 

-   •^^H.M^     xv;ft&^u,  ukii  ^  A  pffv{«?r  time ; 

v,i«^  -Ltv  iva.  Vtuihrrrur  oLaftresboroiigli 
.uvj<  J  ii^»^f  ii»  ^Muraace  aldo,  he 
>^\.M^  %  «aii^'  >niaY  u^  m«!ec  bim  on  thii 
^v*K\w.        lo    ijti  aoc  wish  to  introduce 

4v  x*,*ui|;»>  ji  k  *wo»e  Lonl  \Lord  Ashley) 

a  aui  A:c.i^«;u;  *>uc  he  had  no  donbt  that 
.av    icii4C  L>>ca  wooid  not  decline  meeting 

luu  •a'.ai:i.  ^'j.KHHwa  vith  that  eourtesj  with 
"^liica  'ic  ^o-ui^d  uu^'ec  the  nohle  Lord.    But 

iv  A\i  !u/i  :iM.*Au  to  attack  him  now.  If 
K-  odwAC  10  attack  any  body,  it  was  the 
<tolHo  Lord  oppo6ite  ^Lord  G.  Bentinck), 
iak*  'coder  of  that  great  party — **  mj 
jioicv.  '  1%  strui'k  him  that  upon  this 
i(Uc«Uou  tho  labouring  population  of  this 
cguaujk  ho  acknowledged  it)  entertained 
^u  >^piuiou  distinctly  onposod  to  his  own. 
Mc  >inccrt4y  beliov<^  that  a  large  body  of 
Hoa:  w«w  called  in  tho  new  phraseology 
•*  ilic  t.»|K*rativca  of  this  country,'*  seriously 
tklic^cd  that  by  an  Act  of  Panianient  they 
could  rvgulato  wagi^s.  Now,  ho  diflfcrcd 
trv^iu  them  entirely  :  and  ho  had  such  con- 
tideucc  iu  the  truth  of  his  opinion,  and  so 
iheivughlv  was  he  a  friend  to  the  labour- 
iu^  ^Kiiiulatieu,  that  ho  wished  to  see  them 
viiikMca  to  give  etFivt  iu  that  House  to 
iheii  >ki»hes  and  dcHircH.  And  he  hopinl 
iKui  ihi»  new  direction  of  the  philanthropic 
v:K>:u  v4f  the  lalMmri*rft*  friends  would  ob- 1 
S^e  Oui  Uoust*  to  pro]M)Ho  and  extend  to 
iho  USvmiiug  |»opulatiun  the  constitutional 
\i^:;Si  v^l  voting  for  Mcniln'm  of  Parliament  1 
>o  thai  they  might  have  in  that  House  a 
UUU4I  ivpresi^ntation  of  the  interests  of 
the  laluiuruig  man.  lie  did  hope  that  the 
hou  tteutleiiiHnon  his  K*ft  hami  (Mr.  Dun-  j 
t  outlio)  Hould  ho  more  etKcientl^  supported  { 
i\\M\  lie  had  hitherto  been  in  his  cflTorts  to 
|iiiKUU'o  a  pro|H*r  reprcMentation  4»f  the 
^wiikiui(  cUiitea  in  that  House.  He  did 
hope  tliat  that  hon.  UentU*man  would  in 
buoli  eH'ui'tii  have  tho  aasiiitance  of  the  hon. 
tieutUiuieu  o|»|Hittite  or  that  they  would 
havo  a  **  hirgo  and  eompr«*hrui«ivo  scheme** 
«— auhuiitted  to  their  eonnideration  by  the 
lor  of  that  great  imrtv  on|H»sito  (the 
iinii  li  w  liich  uliould  give  to  the  la- 
puUtiuii   uf   this  country  their 


R^r  MBttitiitional  rights.  When  that 
arrived  (and  he  hoped  that  it  wonU 
come)  they  would  nave  an  opportn. 
sitT  of  testing  the  sincerity  and  the  valoe 
of  the  declarations  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  He  was  compelled  in 
self-defence  to  make  this  examination  of 
their  proceedings.  When  hon.  Gentlemen 
dealt  with  the  people,  they  always  dealt 
with  them  with  a  patronising  air.  Thej 
were  always  pattmg  them  on  the  head  as 
if  they  were  dealing  with  a  child — and 
said,  **  We  will  do  all  the  good  for  yon  we 
can ;  now  do  you  be  quiet  and  just  listen 
to  us.  We  will  be  your  pastors  and  maa- 
ters ;  but  you  must  be  qmct :  we  will  giTe 
you  everything  that  you  can  desire  in  the 
condition  into  which  it  has  pleased  God  to 
call  you;  but  don't  for  Heaven's  sake  ask 
to  be  legislators."  Ho  differed  entirely 
from  that  mode  of  proceeding  with  regard 
to  the  labouring  classes.  He  wanted  them 
to  be  legislators  for  themselves.  He  want- 
ed them  to  have  the  responsibility  of  get- 
ting this  measure  themselTes,  and  not  to 
be  imdcr  the  necessity  of  inducing  others 
to  get  it  for  them.  He  did  believe  that 
there  was  no  greater  calamity  which  could 
impend  over  the  people  of  England  at  this 
time,  than  the  carrying  of  wis  qtiestion. 
And  when  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
Her  Majesty's  Govenmient  told  them  the 
diffictdties  of  his  financial  position — and  in 
the  extraordinary  difficulties  of  this  momen- 
tous crisis  he  could  heartily  and  deeply 
sympathize  with  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
position  which  he  held — fully  and  com- 
pletely was  he  willing  to  express  his 
heart  v  concurrence  in  the  wishes  for  his 
complete  success:  but  as  sure  as  the 
noble  Lord  was  now  the  chief  adviser 
of  the  Crown,  let  him  be  so  sure  that  he 
was  crippling  the  energies  of  this  country, 
by  bringing  the  authority  of  his  great 
name  to  this  most  aniaxing  and  pernicious 
policy.  Why,  was  the  noble  Lord  aware 
that  in  dealing  with  this  question  in  tho 
present  emergency,  he  was  dealing  with  a 
great  moral  and  political  question  ?  Could 
it  be  that  thi.^  agitation  would  stop  CTen  if 
an  Eleven  Hours  Bill  were  granted  ?  ^Tiy, 
if  legislation  were  worth  a  farthing,  it  was 
gooil  for  two  hours  as  well  as  one;  bc- 
caui«e,  if  they  were  to  interfere  with  that 
great  principle  that  had  been  enunciatcni 
on  the  preceding  night  by  tho  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth— if 
they  were  to  interfere  between  master  and 
men,  to  regulate  private  enterprise  and  thi* 
price  of  labour  in  the  labour  market,  let 
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them  do  it  effectuallj.  If  they  could  make 
a  man  happy,  let  them  make  him  com- 
pletely happy — ^if  they  could  get  for  him 
twelre  hours  wages  for  ten  hours  work, 
let  them  advance  one  step  further,  and 
giTC  him  twelve  hours  wages  for  not  work- 
ing at  all.  Why,  this  was  mere  trifling 
wi^  the  suhject.  He  would  rather  vote 
with  the  hon.  Memher  for  Oldham  for  the 
Ten  Hours  Bill  at  once,  than  for  an  Eleven 
Hours  Bill.  The  hon.  Memher  for  Oldham 
had  said,  that  after  having  made  calcula- 
tions, he  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  working  man  would  receive  twelve 
hours  wages  for  ten  hours  work.  He 
knew,  he  said,'  that  the  wages  of  labour 
would  not  fall.  He  said,  *'l  know  that  by 
Act  of  Parliament  you  can  prevent  the 
reduction  of  wages;  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
condition  of  the  people  will  be  completely 
raised."  He  admired  the  practical  con- 
duct of  the  hon.  Member;  but,  for  the  life 
of  him,  he  could  not  see  how  the  noble 
Lord  had  arrived  at  his  conclusion.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  put  the 
great  argument  upon  this  question  in  the 
moral  force  way:  "Why,'*  he  said,  "do 
you  talk  about  this  measure  now,  when  you 
had  sanctioned  its  principle  before?"  Now 
he  had  always  talked  upon  this  question: 
he  had  opposed  legislation  for  adult  labour 
upon  every  occasion.  It  was  only  in  those 
cases  in  which  those  who  were  not  sui 
juris  able  to  offer  opposition,  and  to  defend 
their  own  interests,  that  the  law  should 
step  in;  and  on  such  occasions  he  had  re- 
peatedly contributed  his  assistance  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  the  law  to  step  in. 
But  it  so  happened  that  hitherto  they  had 
not  touched  upon  adult  labour  except  in  a 
very  small  degree,  and  he  would  state  why 
directly.  Now,  this  was  one  of  the  great 
fallacies  that  had  been  manifested  by  hon. 
Gentiemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Knaresbo- 
rongh  rose  up  and  described  to  the  House 
the  horrible  sufferings  of  poor  children  and 
women  in  factories;  but  it  was  but  fair  to 
consider  what  the  law  had  already  done  on 
that  subject.  The  law  had  regulated  the 
condition  of  children  up  to  thirteen  years 
of  age;  no  child  until  it  was  thirteen  years 
of  age  could  be  worked  more  than  six 
hours  a  day.  The  factory  master  was 
ciMnpelled  to  educate  that  child.  Now  that 
was  what  Parliament  had  already  done. 
He  would  just  look  into  this  subject  of  in- 
terference by  Parliament  between  masters 
and  those  in  their  employ.  He  would  ask 
VOL.XC.    {2X2} 


why  this  parliamentary  legislation  had  not 
been  extended  to  the  agricultural  laboiirers. 
Their  argument  against  such  interference 
was  usually  tiiis  :  "  You  have  a  large  ma- 
nufacturing population  crowded  together — 
you  can  legislate  for  them — ^you  can  over- 
look them — ^you  have  got  them  in  facto- 
ries; there  you  can  put  your  hand  upon 
them,  and  you  can  make  laws  for  them ; 
but  you  can  t  do  that  with  agricultiiral  la- 
bourers." Now,  he  wanted  to  know  why 
they  could  not  make  such  a  law  as  tiiis : 
that  no  farmer  employ  a  child  imder  thir- 
teen years  of  age  for  more  than  six  hours 
a  day — and  that  he  shall  educate  such  a 
child  as  they  educate  children  of  that  age 
in  the  factories  ?  Now,  he  would  test  hon. 
Gentiemen  opposite  by  proposing  a  clause 
himself  in  this  Bill — and  there  could  be  no 
difficulty,  because  every  parish,  he  believed^ 
in  this  country  had  a  national  or  some 
other  sort  of  school ;  and  if  there  was  a 
school,  let  the  farmers  be  under  similar 
laws  to  the  manufacturers  with  respect  to 
such  children.  Now,  let  him  say  a  word 
about  agricultural  labourers  above  thirteen 
years  of  age.  If  any  young  gentieman, 
who  wished  to  employ  a  rather  strong  wea- 
pon with  a  weak  hand,  could  dress  up  an 
affecting  tele,  oft  repeated  with  his  own 
somewhat  diluted  phraseology,  he  came 
and  told  the  House — "  I  am  coming  to  ad- 
vocate the  rights  of  woman.*'  Now,  he 
never  heard  any  one  of  those  Gentiemen 
propose  to  extend  the  principles  of  this 
Bill  to  the  agricultural  labouring  woman; 
and  yet  he  saw  women  constantly  employ- 
ed in  agricultural  labour,  in  cold  and  wet 
— and  at  4d.  a  day.  Now,  it  was  their  fa- 
vourite theme  to  describe  the  horrible 
effects  of  factory  labour  upon  the  human 
frame.  Now,  he  certainly  did  not  pretend 
to  have  any  professional  knowledge  upon 
the  subject,  although  the  hon.  Gentieman 
opposite  had  declared  to  the  House  what 
was  his  opinion  upon  the  subject.  But  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  was  ready — and  he  had 
read  a  great  deal  on  the  subject,  and  had 
gone  tiirough  a  great  number  of  factories — 
he  was  prepared  to  say  that  a  woman  em- 
ployed in  a  factory,  as  regarded  her  healtii, 
her  clothing,  her  wages,  her  shelter  from 
the  weather,  and  from  alternations  of  heat 
and  cold,  was  in  a  condition  ten  thousand 
times  more  happy  than  that  of  the  agricul- 
tural labouring  women  whom  he  had  seen 
absolutely  driven  out  of  the  field  from  cold 
and  wet.  The  House  must  recollect  the 
way  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo  3 
stood  up  to  assert  that  the  masters  in  i 
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mantifaciiiriiig  districtt  were  dealing  most 
eruellj  with  those  in  their  empbj;  and 
there  was  a  constant  attempt  to  set  the 
employer  against  the  emplo}red.  He 
did  not  saj  that  that  mode  was  adopted 
bj  intdligent,  philanthropic  gentlemen; 
bat  it  was  done  bj  the  vulgar  dedaimer — 
bj  one  who  was  a  wretched  rhetorician, 
and  who  had  not  anything  but  the  most 
vulgar  means  of  obtaining  a  ndgar  end — 
who  made  use  of  fallacioas  argomoits, 
vituperation,  and  noisy  declamation,  and 
talked  about  black  books  and  taskmasters 
and  oppressors,  and  the  "  eniel  manu£sc- 
tuners.  '  Now,  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  was  not 
going  to  retort  upon  the  persons  who  em« 
ploj^  affricnltural  labourers.  The  agri- 
enltural  mbourer  was  badij  paid,  because 
his  master  could  not  pay  bun  better.  The 
agricultural  labourer  was  badlj  clothed,  be- 
cause he  was  badlj  paid  and  badly  fed,  for 
the  same  reason.  But  all  the  evils  which 
were  attendant  upon  his  condition  in  rda- 
tion  to  his  master,  applied  precisely  to  the 
ease  of  the  factory  operative;  for  if  the 
fisetory  operative  had  not  high  wages  or 
good  clothing,  it  was  because  it  was  the 
misfortune  of  himself  and  his  employer. 
They  could  not  regulate  his  wages  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament;  they  depended  upon 
circumstances  beyond  the  control  of  either. 
It  was  the  height  of  folly  and  of  vice  to 
shut  men's  eyes  to  this  great  truth,  that  it 
was  a  great  crime  to  impute  the  cause  to 
the  master  manufacturers.  It  could  not 
be  said  that  he  was  connected  with  the 
masters.  He  did  not  know  half  a  dosen 
of  them,  and  none  of  them  intimately.  He 
had  never  connected  himself  with  any  of 
their  agitations  about  the  com  laws,  and 
therefore  ho  had  a  right  upon  this  oceasion 
to  step  forward  and  vindicate  the  character 
of  the  English  master  in  his  relation  with 
his  servants  employed  in  his  factory.  Now, 
if  he  wanted  to  take  a  foreigner  coming 
into  this  country  into  an  assemblage  of 
men  where  he  could  point  out  to  him  the 
benefits  arising  from  civilised  life,  strange 
as  it  might  appear  to  the  dcclaimers  op- 
posite, he  would  take  him  into  those  great 
nives  of  industry  in  the  northern  towns  of 
this  country,  lie  would  not  take  him  to 
the  hovel  of  the  agricultural  labourer— he 
would  not  show  him  that  poor  woman  who 
was  paid  but  Ad.  a  day — he  would  not 
show  him  the  half-clothed,  badly-fed,  and 
wretchedly-housed  agricultural  labouring 
woman ;  but  he  would  take  him  to  those 
great  establishments  which  had  sprung  up 
under  the  influence  of  the  mighty  intelli- 


genee  and  enterprise  of  Bnglaiid,  and 
which  employed,  and  fed,  and  edneated 
thousands  and  thousands  of  men  in  a  far 
better  manner  than  it  was  the  fortune  of 
the  agrioultunl  labourer  to  be  employed, 
fed,  and  educated.  No  man  who  bad  at- 
tended to  the  history  of  labour  in  this 
oountry  for  the  last  forty  yean,  covid  fail 
to  see  that  the  labouring  man  had  been 
greatly  imprbred  in  the  scale  of  eivifisa- 
tion.  He  was  aeute  and  clever.  Why,  lie 
had  heard  men  twenty  thousand  tinea  hi 
his  life  say,  it  was  not  amouff  the  tradoa- 
men  or  the  better  claas  that  he  was  to  g<a 
for  an  acute  and  intelligent  popolation,  bat 
it  was  to  the  factory  operative.  Now,  no 
doubt,  in  spite  of  all  the  endeavoun  of  the 
masters  of  this  country,  there  waa,  md 
there  would  be  for  many  years  to  eona,  a 
vast  mass  of  ignorance  and  wrcHhedniia 
in  this  country;  but  they  eouU  not  rsoMVV 
that  ignorance  or  wretehedaeas  by  an  Aei 
of  Pariiament  They  must  endeavour  la 
educate  the  children  as  much  as  they  coald, 
as  had  been  done  in  the  factories.  Let 
them  extend  to  the  child  of  the  agrical- 
tural  labourer  diat  provivon  for  edieatian 
which  they  had  already  extended  to  the 
child  under  thirteen  years  of  age  employed 
in  factories.  Now,  he  wanted  to  know 
why  Uiere  should  be  tins  remarkable  aao* 
maty  f  He  dared  to  aay  he  shoold  expoaa 
himself  to  abuse  if  he  offered  an  illastii^ 
tion  of  this  matter ;  but  as  a  curious  efav 
oumstaace,  he  ^ould  like  to  ascertain  thia 
— ^with  respect  to  the  printeia  in  this  ftmi 
town  employed  on  Tie  Tbmm  establisli. 
ment — he  should  like  to  know  how  maay 
hours  they  worked  by  night,  and  whether 
there  was  any  interrarenee  of  the  Legia- 
laturo,  or  any  Act  of  FarUameni,  with 
regard  to  their  working  hours  f  And  if 
not,  why  not !  Why  should  not  an  Aet  ef 
Pariiament  step  in  and  say,  *'  Tea  BMst 
not  go  to  work  at  four  o'clock  in  the  afler- 
noon,  and  come  away  at  six,  or  whatever 
hour  it  might  be.  You  shall  not  have  Ike 
printers*  devils,  as  they  are  called,  without 
giving  them  an  education ;  and  you  ahaU 
not  work  them  more  than  six  hours  a  day, 
and  you  shall  not  work  them  at  all  at 
night."  Now,  he  wanted  to  know  if  they 
had  any  legislattve  interference  with  rsgard 
to  the  large  establishmenU  in  Londoa;  and 
if  not,  why  not  ?  because  if  it  were  good 
for  the  factory  child  in  the  north  of  Eng- 
land, surelv  it  was  good  for  the  printer  s 
boy  in  Prtntinrtouse- square.  He  could 
not  draw  any  fine  of  distinction  between 
the  two;  and  he  ihonld  ▼ei7  Biiidt  Eka  to 
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see  tUt  gM*  prindple,  as  far  as  it  re- 
gmrM  dSdi-en^  ihoroughl j  and  compleielj 
carried  out,  and  tiiat  ihej  would  extend 
iti  profkioiiB  te  ihe  eMdren  of  the  agri- 
enitiiral  labourer.  Wi^  a  view  of  meet- 
ing the  ^fficidty  in  that  Inspect,  he  would, 
at  ne  bad  before  said,  propose  a  clause  for 
inaertion  in  the  Bill.  He  could  not  <ion- 
dode  without  making  soMe  allusion  to  a 
8tat«nent  that  had  been  made  by  the  6e- 
ereta^  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. It  had  beiMi  sud  that  the  Legis- 
latnre  had  alreadr  interflM'ed  with  regard 
to  the  hotirs  of  labour  ef  certain  classes 
of  eperstires — ^the  labourers  employed  in 
water  power  estaUishmente^  for  instance. 
Now,  water  poorer  was  subject  to  Ticlssi- 
tudee  that  st^am  power  was  not.  Water 
power  diminished  m  dry  summers,  and  the 
mflla  could  not  be  worked ;  but  when  the 
water  arrived,  the  flood  came  down,  and 
the  millB  were  enabled  to  woi^  the  number 
of  honrs  allowed  by  law,  namely^  twelre. 
Bnt  he  was  infbrined  that  the  result  of 
the  interference  of  the  Legislature  with 
the  honra  of  laik>nr  in  those  mills  was, 
that  aereral  bf  them  had  been  stopped 
altogether.  They  had  pro  tatUo  crippled 
the  olergies  of  this  country.  But  there 
were  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  knew 
Tery  MtOe  of  trade,  whb  sud,  '*  Why 
don't  joa  work  regfularly  tweWe  hours 
a  6kj  throughout  the  year,  and  then 
yon  win  hare  stocks  ready  for  the  market 
when  they  want  them."  Why,  he  wished 
that  Bodi  hon.  Gkntiemen  woidd  pass  some 
hevn  or  months  out  of  the  House,  and  be 
Bubjeet  to  all  the  troubles  of  a  great  mer- 
diaiit  of  this  countiy ;  and  if  they  would, 
they  would  understand  that  the  market 
was  not  dependent  upon  them — ^that  they 
canid  iiot  regulate  the  demand — and  that 
the  sni^ly  should  be  equal  to  the  demand 
if  ^1^  wicdied  to  sudeeed.  It  depended  upon 
the  demand,  and  that  demand  depended 

rihe  seasons.  If  they  had  a  favour- 
season,  ihey  had  a  great  demand  for 
labonr;  and,  if  they  had  an  unfavourable 
seaaoii,  the  demand  for  labour  was  propor- 
tionati^y  decreased.  The  merchants  were, 
therefore,  subject  to  all  vicissitudes  and 
change  of  season;  and  what  injustice  it 
would  be  to  pass  a  law  to  compel  them  to 
employ  their  men  at  all  times  neither  more 
nor  len  ti»n  12  hours  a  day.  The  conse- 
qnenees  of  such  legislation  were  to  him 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  exceedingly  fearful;  and  he 
did  besoech  the  House— -though  in  so  doing 
he  bad  but  little  hopes  of  his  being  able 
te  ininenee  dmir  determination  much— but 


he  did  beseech  them,  if  they  intended  to 
interfero  at  ail  with  the  factory  operatives 
and  their  masters,  that  they  woiQd  make 
it  a  Ten  Hours  Bill  at  once.  They  would 
save  themselves  an  immensity  of  anjdety 
and  trouble  by  so  doing.  He  should  be 
extremely  sorry  if  the  first  person  who  felt 
the  consequences  of  this  altered  legisla- 
tion were  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He  knew  that  thero  was  disap- 
pointment in  store  for  large  classes  of 
working  men;  and  it  might  be  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough  would 
live  to  see  the  day  when  he  would  not  be 
thought  of  by  the  working  men  as  he  was 
now,  and  when  the  worKing  men  would 
find  that  the  prediction  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  with  his  usual  assur- 
ance that  wages  would  not  fall,  had  been 
grievously  tmtrue.  The  workmen  would 
say,  when  they  found  this  decline  in  their 
wages,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Knaresborough  was  a  false  prophet* 
for  that  hon.  Member  had  often  declared 
in  that  House  that  wages  would  not  fall 
if  the  short-hour  system  were  to  be  adopted. 
Disappointment  in  these  anticipations  would 
be  the  inevitable  result;  and  so  sure  as  that 
came,  so  sure  would  the  workmen  them- 
selves be  the  very  first  persons  to  complain 
to  Parliament  of  the  mischief  which  had 
been  inflicted  upon  them.  It  was  the 
operative  class  who  would  fbel  it  flrst  and 
most  direfolly;  the  consumer  would  feel  it 
also;  and  the  nation,  as  a  nation,  would 
feel  it  to  its  heart's  core;  and  when  they 
came  to  a  vote  of  supply,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  feel  all  his  energy 
crippled,  he  would  find  that  the  finances 
were  cut  short,  by  the  right  arm  of  Eng- 
land being  withered. 

Mr.  p.  BORTHWICK  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  treated  the 
question  as  if  this  was  the  first  attempt  to 
regulate  the  subject  of  labour ;  but  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could  not  have 
forgotten  that  this  Bill  was  not  a  Bill  to 
regulate  all  labour,  but  to  regulate  the  la- 
bour of  children  and  of  adult  women.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be  the 
first  to  suffer.  But  what  did  experience 
prove  since  the  first  interference  took  place 
with  the  labour  in  factories  ?  Had  manu- 
factures fallen  off  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
gulation with  rospect  to  children  ?  On  the 
contrary  was  it  not  true  that  the  commercial 
prosperitv  of  the  country  had  continued  to 
increase  f  Not  anticipating  any  of  the  evils 
which  had  been  predicted  as  likely  to  arise 
G2 
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from  the  interference  of  the  Legislature, 
he  trusted  that  the  experiment  would  be 
fairly  tried  by  passing  a  Ten  Uours  Bill. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  however  near  hit 
local  position  might  be  to  that  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bath,  it  was  not  often  that  he  could  agree 
with  him  in  opinion ;  but  on  the  present 
occasion  he  had  heard  two  of  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  with 
infinite  pleasure.  One  of  the  remarks  to 
which  he  alluded  was,  that,  sooner  or  later, 
the  passing  of  the  measure  now  under  con- 
sideration was  inevitable.  He  entertained 
that  opinion  three  or  four  years  ago,  when 
he  differed  on  that  point  with  those  political 
Friends  with  whom  he  had  so  long  acted, 
and  when  many  hon.  Members  were  need- 
lessly dragged  through  the  mire  to  rescind 
a  vote  which  they  had  previously  given. 
The  other  point  on  which  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  was  this,  that  he  would  rather  take 
the  Bill  without  the  modification  intended 
to  be  proposed  by  the  Government.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  Government  should 
endeavour  so  frmtlessly  to  defeat  the  hopes 
of  those  persons  who  were  more  immedi- 
ately interested  in  the  measure,  and  at  the 
same  time  prolong  a  vexatious  agitation 
out  of  doors.  He,  therefore,  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  recon- 
sider the  determination  to  which  he  feared 
they  had  come,  and  would  suffer  the  Bill 
to  pass  in  its  present  shape ;  because,  even 
should  it  ultimately  prove  injurious,  it 
would  be  as  easy  for  them  to  come  down 
to  the  House  in  the  year  1849,  and  pro- 
pose to  re-enact  the  provisions  under  which 
labour  was  at  present  carried  on.  It  was 
not  necessary  for  him  to  defend  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Fieldcn),  or  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Manners),  whose 
name  was  also  on  the  Bill,  or  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Ashley),  the  great  originator 
of  the  Bill ;  but  ho  might  bo  permitted  to 
say,  that,  disagreeing  as  they  did  on  almost 
every  other  subject,  it  could  not  bo  sup- 
posed that  they  had  now  united  for  any 
jmrty  purpose :  on  the  contrary,  they  were 
actuated  by  the  highest  and  purest  mo- 
tives. It  was  said,  that  this  was  an  inter- 
ference with  labour,  and  that  it  would 
operate  in  an  injurious  manner.  But  had 
any  of  the  nreviuus  prophecies  on  the  sub- 
ject been  fulfilled  ?  Had  the  profits  of  the 
manufacturers  boon  diminished  ?  Had  the 
wages  of  the  factory  workers  been  reduced  ? 
If  previous  propliecics  had  not  been  ful- 
fiUtni,  why  should  the  Uou«e  be  called  opon 


to  give  credence  to  those  which  were  now 
made  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa 
said,  that  he  had  a  great  question  to  deal 
with,  and  that  he  would  pursue  it.  But 
who  could  have  supposed— ^iscurtiTe  as 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  known  to  be— that  in  such  a  de- 
bate he  would  have  taken  the  opportonitj 
of  introducing  the  doctrine  of  universal 
suffrage,  and  requesting  those  who  sup- 
ported the  present  measure  to  show  them- 
selves friendly  to  the  labouring  classes,  bj 
extending  to  them  the  right  to  vote  for 
Members  of  Parliament.  His  great  object 
was  not  to  raise  the  price  of  labour,  nor 
the  actual  expense  attendant  upon  the 
manufacture  of  cotton,  but  to  diatribute 
the  work  more  equally.  At  the  present 
moment,  as  he  was  informed,  the  work 
was  distributed  not  over  the  six  days  of 
the  week,  but  in  many  miUs  over  four  days 
only,  and  in  others  for  only  three  days,  the 
work  being  the  same  in  quantity.  He  had 
letters  from  Manchester  which  stated,  thai 
some  mills  only  worked  four  days  in  the 
week,  some  only  three  days,  and  some 
were  entirely  stopped.  He  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact,  thai 
at  this  moment  there  were  men  working 
forty-eight  hours  per  week — ^being  four 
days  of  twelve  hours — ^who  would,  so  far 
from  their  labour  being  diminished,  work 
fifty-nine  hours.  But  that  work  would  be 
distributed  over  the  whole  week,  so  thai 
they  would  get  six  days  wages  for  six 
days  work,  and  the  manufacturers  would 
derive  a  greater  amount  of  work  by  ihm 
adoption  of  that  system.  The  number  of 
hands  employed  during  only  four  days 
in  Manchester,  was  2,240;  those  cm- 
ployed  for  three  days,  were  3,059;  and 
there  were  520  employed  for  one  day 
in  the  week;  whilst  those  not  employed 
amounted  to  6,415;  makbg  a  total  of 
those  partially  stopped  from  work  and 
those  altogether  stopped,  amounting  to 
12,264.  If  the  work  now  given  were  dis- 
tributed more  equally,  it  would  be  of 
greater  benefit  to  the  workmen,  and  afford 
an  increased  produce  to  the  manufiscior- 
ers.  He  trustcMi  Her  Majesty  *s  Govcnunent 
would  reconsider  the  measure,  and  allow 
it  to  pass  in  its  original  form. 

Mr.  TR£  LAWNY  objected  to  the 
BUI,  because  he  considered  it  a  distinct  in- 
vasion of  the  riffhts  of  property;  it  would 
invade  not  onl^  the  capital  invested  in 
manufactures,  but  the  labourer  who,  with  a 
large  family,  desired  to  work  14  or  15 
hours  a  day,  would  also  bo  affected  bj  it» 
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for  it  would  limit  His  ability  of  proyiding 
for  those  dependent  on  him. 

Sm  G.  STRICKLAND  should  not  have 
trespassed  on  the  attention  of  the  House, 
but  for  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
which  had  been  repeated  bj  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath — namely,  that 
the  labourers  in  factories  were  as  well  off 
as  agricultural  labourers.     This  statement 
struck  him  the  more  forcibly,  as  he  had, 
only  a  few  hours  before,  presented  a  peti- 
tion, signed  by  nearly  6,000  factory  la- 
bourers,  stating  that  their   situation,   in 
consequence  of  the  long  hours  of  labour, 
was  much  inferior  to  that  of  all  other  arti- 
sans and  labourers  of  every  description  in 
the  United  Kingdom.     In  drawing  a  con- 
trast between  the  situation  of  the  factory 
labourer  and  the  agricultural  labourer,  the 
first  thing  that  struck  him  was  the  differ- 
ence in  the  number  of  hours  each  was  em- 
ployed.     The  agricultural  labourer  was 
absent  from  his  cottage  twelve  hours  dur- 
ing the  day,  working  ten ;  but  the  factory 
labourer  was  absent  from  his  house  four- 
teen hours,  and  worked  twelve.     The  fac- 
tory labourer  was  employed  in  a  heated 
and  impure  atmosphere,  whilst  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  was  enjoying  a  pure  and 
invigorating  breeze.      To  show  the  case 
more  clearly,  he  would  take  the  case  of 
two  females  employed  during  one  of  the 
days  in  the  month  of  December.      The 
female  employed  in  agricultural  pursuits 
would  not  go  to  her  labour  till  eight  o'clock 
in  the  morning.     The  factory  woman  ge- 
nerally had  to  rise  soon  after  ^ve  o'clock, 
and  finsquently  walk  a  considerable  distance 
through  the  rain  in  order  to  reach  the  fac- 
tory door  in  time  for  the  ringing  of  the  six 
o'clock  bell.     The  factory  woman,  there- 
fore, had  to  work  two  hours  before  the 
commencement  of  the  labours  of  the  woman 
engaged  in  agriculture.   Did  not  that  show 
a  great  difference  in  their  relative  posi- 
tions ?      The  agricultural  labourer,   after 
con^uing  her  work  till  four  o'clock,  could 
then  go  home  to  her  domestic  comforts ; 
but   the   woman   employed  in   a  factory 
could  not  leave  before  eight  o'clock — ^thus 
showing  four  hours  continuous  labour,  in 
addition  to  the  two  in  the  morning.    After 
this   statement,  could  any  one  say  there 
was  no  distinction  between  the  situation  of 
the  two  classes?     With  respect  to  what 
bad  been  said  on  the  subject  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  wages,  he  (Sir  G.  Strickland)  had 
nerer  deluded  the  people  by  telling  them 
thftt  they  would  receive  the  same  wages  if 


they  worked  fewer  hours ;  but  had  asked  if 
they  were  prepared  to  receive  lower  wages, 
and  their  answer  was,  **  We  have  been  told 
there  will  be  no  reduction ;  but  if  there 
should  be,  we  will  accept  a  lower  amount, 
being  amply  repaid  by  the  increased  com- 
fort of  our  homes."  Adam  Smith,  in  ar- 
guing the  question  of  wages,  said — 

"  The  masters,  being  few  in  number,  can  com- 
bine much  more  easily."  "  Many  workmen  could 
not  subsist  a  week,  few  could  subsist  a  month,  and 
scarce  any  a  year  without  employment."  "  In  dis- 
putes with  their  workmen,  masters  must  generally 
have  the  advantage." 

If  the  adult  labourer  was  placed  under  this 
disadvantage,  and  required  protection,  how 
much  more  forcibly  did  the  remark  apply 
to  the  poor  factory  girl  between  thirteen 
and  eighteen  years  of  age,  almost  worn 
out  and  exhausted  with  toil !  The  more 
the  subject  was  discussed,  the  more  would 
every  man  become  convinced  that  the  time 
had  arrived  when  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Legislature  to  assist  these  unfortunate  and 
overtoiled  persons ;  and  he  thought  the 
proper  means  of  doing  so  was  by  a  Ten 
Hours  BiU. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  was  desirous 
of  explaining  the  reasons  for  his  vote,  which 
were  not  exactly  those  that  had  been  as- 
signed by  any  other  Member.  He  con- 
ceived that  what  was  now  asked  by  the 
operatives  was  defensible  on  economical 
grounds;  for  all  that  impaired  the  health 
of  the  working  classes  entailed  positive 
loss  upon  the  community.  Assuming  only 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  it  was  the 
interest  of  the  master  to  overwork  his 
men,  the  profit  of  the  overwork  might  go 
into  the  pocket  of  the  master,  but  it  was  a 
disadvantage  to  the  State.  He  felt  satis- 
fied that  any  direct  interference  by  Parlia- 
ment with  adult  labour  was  not  merely  use- 
less, but  unjustifiable;  and  in  order  to 
establish  the  impolicy  of  overwork,  both 
as  regarded  the  master  and  the  operative, 
he  referred  to  a  case  in  which  the  master 
had  extended  the  hours  of  labour  even  to 
fifteen  :  during  the  first  two  months  there 
was  some  gain,  but  in  the  second  two 
months  so  much  was  spoiled,  and  the  ma- 
chinery was  so  ill-applied,  that  it  was  a 
positive  loss  to  continue^  In  his  opinion  a 
factory  law  ought  only  to  apply  to  boys  until 
they  were  fourteen,  although  in  the  case  of 
girls  he  would  be  prepared  to  extend  the 
limitation  to  a  somewhat  more  advanced 
period  of  life.  He  strongly  deprecated, 
however,  any  interference  with  the  labour 
of  adult  females. 
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Mb.  NEWDEGATE  roM  odIj  to  mj 
that  he  had  a  petition  to  present  which  he 
had  heen  prevented  from  presenting  at  the 
usual  time.  It  was  from  the  sdicitors, 
aurgeons,  physicians,  merchants,  manufiM- 
turers,  shopkeepers,  and  inhabitants  of 
Huddersfield,  praying  that  the  present  Bill 
might  pass  into  a  law ;  and,  in  compliance 
wiUi  the  prayer  of  that  petition,  with  which 
he  agreed,  he  should  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MARSLAND  said,  that  as  a  re- 
presentative of  a  manufacturing  district, 
whose  weal  or  wo  depended  on  their  de- 
eision  in  this  question,  he  thought  himself 
justified  in  asking  their  attention  for  a  few 
minutes.  He  believed  the  manufacturers 
were  heartily  tired  of  this  question,  and 
were  desirous  of  throwing  the  responsibility 
of  settling  it  on  the  Government.  The 
question,  whether  the  House,  without  tak- 
ing any  measures  to  prevent  restriction 
being  detrimental  to  those  for  whose  bene- 
fit it  was  intended,  should  prohibit  parties 
working  beyond  a  certain  time,  was  a  most 
momentous  one.  He  feared  that  those 
who  advocated  the  measure,  had  aUowed 
their  ardour  to  blind  them  as  to  the  conse- 
quences. The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
was  of  opinion,  that  even  a  shorter  period 
than  ten  hours  a  day  was  a  sufficient  time 
for  any  human  being  to  labour.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  Member  was  sincere;  but  was  his 
practice  in  strict  conformity  to  the  principle 
which  he  had  laid  down;  and  were  the  peo- 
ple whom  he  employed  allowed  that  rest 
and  relaxation  which  he  considered  neces- 
sary for  their  comfort  ?  Or  was  there  not 
some  reason  for  supposing  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  convinced,  that,  if  he  carried 
out  his  views,  those  who  were  dependent 
upon  him  must  ultimately  suffer  ?  If  this 
Bill  should  pass,  and  if  a  groat  depre- 
ciation in  wages  should  follow,  let  the 
House  reflect  what  a  risk  they  would  run. 
At  present  the  manufscturers  were  in  a 
distressed  state,  and  yet  a  measure  like 
the  present  was  proposed.  If  the  experi- 
ment should  fail,  they  would  become  the 
victims  of  their  own  benevolence;  and  if 
the  working  classes  should  in  consequence 
demand  an  Act  for  the  regulation  of  wages, 
with  what  consistency  could  they  refbse  it? 
He  was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  the  work- 
ing classes  ought  to  have  time  for  relaxa- 
tion and  improvement.  But  any  improve- 
ment that  had  taken  place  in  the  manufiso- 
tnrinff  districts  was  not  to  be  ascribed  to  le- 
gisUtire  interference,  but  to  improvements 
in  machinery,  which  had  rendered  manual 


labour  leM  strare.  He  «ili||eetod  ta  Iha 
Bill,  because  it  would  teaah  man  to  rely, 
not  <m  their  own  cxertiana  and  CMfgiea, 
but  on  the  interference  ci  Pariitmwit. 

Mb.  T.  DUNGOMBB  aaid,  tWi  if  «U 
House  wished  to  oome  to  a  diviskn  ikmi  af- 
ternoon, ha  should  not  stand  in  the  way  of  it. 
He  shoold  not  detain  them  nave  tiiaa  threa 
minutes;  but  he  must  say,  that  ha  astiialy 
concurred  in  one  of  the  opinioni  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Maralaad). 
He  fully  believed  that  the  master  maanfisa- 
turers  ii  this  country  were  eaoidlaldy  tired 
of  agitation  on  this  subject.  Ha  abo  ba- 
liev^,  that  the  hon.  Gentlenaa  night 
safely  have  gone  much  farther,  aad  Mva 
said,  that  both  the  Houae  and  the  opera- 
tives themselves  were  tired  of  the  agitation. 
They  were  tired  of  it,  beeanse  they  faH  it 
to  be  injurioua  both  to  the  employers  and 
the  employed;  and  if  that  ware  ao,  waa  it 
not,  he  asked,  a  subject  of  great  regret, 
when  Ministers  were  about  to  meddle  with 
the  subject,  that  they  ooidd  not  settle  it  hi 
such  a  manner  as  to  put  aa  end  to  further 
agitation  upon  it  ?  Of  all  propoaitioBa  om 
the  question,  he  looked  upoA  an  Bkvas 
Hours  Bill  as  the  moat  abanrd.  What  did 
such  a  proposal  on  the  part  of  Miniatara 
prove,  but  that  they  had  great  donbta  aa 
to  the  princijde  of  mterferaioa  f  It  waa 
time  that  the  House  should  make  up  ita 
mind  on  the  question.  Thoae  wha  ad* 
vocated  a  Ten  Hoars  Bill  said,  that  it 
ought  to  satisfy  the  oparativa  elasaes.  Tha 
ri^t  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  had  told  theas  that  ha 
would  bo  no  party  to  the  delusion  that  tha 
working  classes  would  receive  twabe  koura 
wages  for  ten  hours  work.  But  let  thaai 
not  deceive  themselves.  The  operativaa 
did  believe  that  they  would  reeaii^  twalva 
hours  wages  for  ten  hours  work.  They 
entertained  that  opinion,  not  only  in  aoa- 
sequenee  of  what  had  been  told  thaoi,  bvi 
of  their  past  experience  of  legialalion  oa 
the  subject.  Wnen  there  waa  so  grsat  a 
difference  of  opinion  on  that  point,  he  re- 
gretted the  House  did  not  agree  to  tha 
Committee  which-he  had  OMnrad  for  at  tha 
time  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppaaita, 
the  late  Secretary  of  Stale,  brought  in  hia 
meaaure  on  the  sulject.  His  obfaat  in 
moving  fbr  that  Committea  was,  to  asear- 
tain  the  effect  which  the  reatrietian  of  la- 
hour  to  ten  hours  would  hava  on  waaaa. 
He  believed,  that  if  it  could  be  shown  ttiat 
the  effect  of  the  present  Bill  woold  be  to 
reduce  wages  25  per  cent,  avan  Um  hon. 
Member  for  Okiham  hinaalf  wanU  oppose 
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it.  He  had  received  yarious  letters  on  the 
subject,  ^e  would  only  refer  to  one  of 
them,  which  hft4  been  sent  him  fr<)m  Shef- 
field. It  stated  tbi^t,  in  that  to^fn,  trade? 
were  working  six,  seven,  and  up  to  twelve 
hours  a  daj,  accor^ng  to  the  regulations 
of  each,  and  that  there  was  no  instance  v^ 
these  trades  iii  which  wages  had  not  risen. 
It  also  stated,  that  the  physical,  moral,  and 
intellectual  condition  of  the  people  was  ra- 
pidly iipproving  in  consequence.  The 
trailers  in  the  other  mani^cturi;^;  dis- 
tricts were  aware  of  what  had  takei^  place 
at  Sheflleld;  but  as  the  masters  had  not  as 
yet  come  to  any  arrangement  with  their 
workpeople  oi^  the  subject,  it  ^as  tinie  the 
Le^slatnre  ahould  interfere.  If  he  thought 
the  present  Bill  would  reduce  wages,  he 
would  oppose  it;  but,  bloving  that  it 
would  improve  the  physical  and  nioral  con- 
dition of  the  opeiratives,  he  should  give  it 
his  support. 

Mb.  B.  E800TT  rose  to  move  the  ad- 
joomnient  of  the  debate.  He  woi|]d  state 
why  he  o^ade  that  Motion.  On  a  fprmpr 
oecasion.  he  had  pqt  a  question  tq  the  Uo* 
vemment  as  to  tneir  intentions  with  respect 
to  this  measure;  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  fb^  London  promised,  in  answer, 
that  on  the  second  reading  he  would  fi^lly 
state  his  intentions  with  respect  to  it,  and 
his  opinion  of  its  principle.  Up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment,  hpwef  er,  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  spoken  on  the  measure.  He  ha4  said 
a  few  words  pn  the  last  night  of  the  de- 
bate, but  he  had  not  entered  upon  the 
question  or  the  pfinciple  of  the  Bill.  But 
that  was  not  his  qnly  reason  for  moving 
the  adjournment.  There  were  other  par- 
ties besides  that  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
was  the  able  leader.  They  had  not  learn- 
ed the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  on  the  question. 
On  a  former  occa^on,  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Tavis- 
tock not  to  press  for  a  division  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  said  that  l^intended  to  ^tate  his 
opinion  of  it  to  the  House.  But  there  i^l^s 
mlso  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn. 
["Divide."]  *Phe  hon.  and  learned  Re- 
corder of  Dublin  might  interrupt  him;  he 
would  rather  have  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  answer  him.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Lynn  was  the  straightfor- 
ward, energetic,  and  able  leader  of  a  great 
party  in  that  House.  He  wished  to  hear 
the  opinion  of  the  leader  of  that  party  also. 
The  Ho^se  ought  to  recollect  that  when 
hon.  Members  talked  of  the  satisfaction 
which  tke  equntry  would  feel  on  the  settle- 


ment of  this  question,  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble it  could  be  settled  unless  the  leaders  of 
the  different  parties  in  the  House  came 
forward  and  expressed  their  opinions  upon 
it.  He  moved  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed. 

Mb.  SHAW:  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
amidst  many  expressions  of  dissent,  had 
fixed  upon  him  (Mr.  Shaw)  in  particular, 
and  requested  him  to  answer,  and  not  to 
interrupt  him.  Then  his  answer  was  the 
same  as  the  cause  of  his  murmur  of  disap- 
probation, namely,  that  he  believed  the 
sole  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Winchester  (Mr.  Escott),  w^s 
to  impede  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LABOUOHBRB  was  prepared,  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Winchester,  to  vote 
against  the  Bill;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
thought  the  reasons  adduced  by  the  hon. 
Gentieman  for  adjourning  the  debate  were 
extremely  unsatisfactory.  He  had  often 
seen  the  House  consent  to  an  adjournment 
when  Members  who  might  be  desirous  of 
addressing  it  had  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  doing  so;  but  he  had  never  known  an 
adjournment  moved  for  in  order  to  give 
Members  an  opportunity  of  speaking  who 
were  not  desirous  of  addressing  them.  He 
retained  the  opinions  which  he  had  for- 
merly expres^^  of  this  measure,  and  he 
would  offer  it  every  opposition;  but  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  a  fair  way  of  oppo- 
sing the  Bill  to  adopt  the  course  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Sir  R.  PBlBL  had  been  accused  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Winchester 
of  a  breach  of  some  engagement  which  it 
was  said  he  had  entered  into  to  speak  on 
this  measure.  He  knew  nothing  of  any 
such  engagement.  When  it  was  proposed 
to  resist  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  he 
had  said  that  he  thought  it  due  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  8i]^bject  to  allow  the  Bill  tp 
be  brought  in,  and  that  he  should  therefore 
vote  in  favour  of  its  being  introduced;  but 
he  haa  accompanied  that  statement  with  a 
declaration  that  he  intended  to  offer  all  the 
opposition  in  his  power  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  He  had  no  engagement  to  speak 
on  the  occasion.  He  retained  the  opinion 
which  he  had  expressed  with  regard  tp  it, 
and  assured  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Winchester,  that  if  he  had  been  speak- 
ing for  two  hours  up  to  twelve  o'clock  last 
night,  he  would  not  have  been  now  anxious 
again  to  address  the  House.  After  the 
time  that  had  been  wasted,  and  when  their 
opinions  were  perfectly  well  known — when 
the  subject  had  been  completely  exhausted 
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— and  when  no  new  arguments  had  heen 
introduced,  he  really  thought  that  thej 
hetter  consulted  the  puhlic  conyenience, 
and  deferred  to  puhlic  opinion,  hy  remain- 
ing silent  on  the  occasion. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  As  I  have  heen 
challenged  hy  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
her  to  state  my  opinion,  I  hare  to  inform 
him  that  I  am  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  bright  said,  the  House  would 
recollect  he  had  addressed  them  on  the 
suhject  last  week.  He  had,  towards  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech,  made  certain  re- 
marks on  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
and  he  had  heen  accused  of  having  made 
these  ohservations  at  a  time  when  it  was 
out  of  the  power  of  the  Government  to  re- 
ply to  them.  It  might  he  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memher  for  Winchester  did 
not  wish  to  address  them  at  a  time  when 
he  might  he  liahle  to  the  same  ohjection, 
and  that  he  had,  therefore,  moved  the  ad- 
journment. It  was  unfortunate  that  a 
question  like  the  present  should  he  dis- 
cussed on  a  Wednesday;  hecause,  for  four 
hours  out  of  the  six  for  which  they  sat, 
there  were  hut  few  Memhers  present.  It 
was  only  towards  the  close  that  Memhers 
came  down  in  large  numbers,  and  it  was 
they  who  had  not  heard  a  word  of  the  de- 
bate who  demanded  that  the  question  should 
be  summarily  disposed  of.  He  believed 
it  to  be  of  essential  importance  that  the 
question  should  be  longer  before  the  pub- 
lic, and  that  it  should  receive  a  fuller  dis- 
cussion. He  seconded  the  Motion  for  ad- 
journment. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  7;  Noes  282: 
Majority  275. 


List  of 

the  Ate8. 

Bourerio,  hon.  E.  P. 
Deniiittoun,  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Leader.  J.  T. 
Roebaok,  J.  A. 

Trelawny.  J.  S. 
WaU,  C.  B. 

TXLLBlf. 

E«»tt,  B. 
Bright,  J. 

On  the  Question  that  the  word  ••  now  *' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,  the  House  again 
divided  : — Ayes  195 ;  Noes  87 :  Majority 
108. 

List  of  the  Ateh. 


Aeland,  T.  D. 
Acton,  Col. 
A^Uonbj,  n.  A. 
Ainiiworih,  P. 
Aldam,  W. 
AUix.  J.  P. 
Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Jlarlof 
Baillte.  II.  J. 
BajiWm,  (•. 
lUrini;.  T. 


Barnard,  E.  G. 
Baakerrille.  T.  B.  M. 
Bateaon,  T. 
Beckett,  W. 
Benbow,  J. 
Bonnet,  P. 
Bcntinck,  Lord  G. 
IWntinck,  Lord  H. 
lierenford,  Mig. 
Berk<4eT,  hon.  U.  F. 
Bcnial,  R. 


Bernard,  Viict. 
Blackbume,  J.  I. 
Blackftone,  W.  S. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Borthwiek,  P. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadlej,  H. 
Brooklehnrtt,  J. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Browne,  hon.  W, 
Bruen,  Colonel 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller,  C. 
Bunbnrj,  W.  hL 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Cayley.  E.  S. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Cholmelej,  Sir  J.  M. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Christopher,  R.  A« 
ChurchilU  Lord  A.  S. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Codrington,  SirW. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Collett,  J. 
Courtenaj,  Lord 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Curteis,  11.  B. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
D'E7ncourt,rt.  hn.  C.T. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Disraeli,  B. 
DougUs,  Sir  H. 
DougUs,  J.  D.  S. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dnncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  0. 
Dundas,  D. 
Du  Pro,  C.  6. 
Ebrington,  Viset. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Ellis,  W. 
Entwisle.  W. 
Etwall,  R. 
Erans,  Sir  D.  L. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Finch,  G. 
Fitiroy,  Ix>rd  C. 
Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  H. 
Frewen,  C.  U, 
Gardner,  J.  D. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
GUdstone,  Capt. 
Godson,  R. 
Gooch.  E.  S. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goring,  C. 
Granbj,  MArq.  of 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grey,  K.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grogan,  E. 
GrosTenor,  Lord  R. 
GrosTenor,  Earl 
Hatlbrd,  Sir  II. 
Hall.  Sir  B. 
lUU.  Col. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
llarcourt,  U.  G. 


Harris,  hon.  Capi. 
Uatton,  Capi.  V. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heathoote,  G.  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
midyard,T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodgson,  R. 
noUocid,R. 
Hope,  A. 
Hornby,  J. 

llowani,  hn.  G.  W.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hudson,  G. 
Humpbery,  Aid* 
Hurst,  R.  U. 
Hussey,  T. 
Ingestre,  Viset. 
Inglu,  Sir  R.  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
KeUy.  J. 
Kenible,  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 
Layard,  Blaj. 
Lefroy,  A. 

Lennox,  Lord  G.  H.  G. 
LiddeU.  hon.  H.  T. 
McCarthy,  A. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  J« 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,R.M. 
Morgan,*0. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mnnts,G.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 

Newdegate,  C.  K. 
Newport,  Vieei. 
Norieys,  Lord 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  Daa.  j«B. 
O'ConneU,  M.  J. 
O'ConneU,  J. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Col. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Pklmer,R. 
Palmer.  G. 
]*igoC,  Sir  R. 
Plomptre.J.  P. 
Plomridge,  Capt. 
Polhill,F. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Prime.  R 
Pa«7,  P. 
RcfHUesham.  Lord 
Reptoa,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rttshout.  Capt. 
RosseU.  Jjwi  J. 
Rvnell.  J.  D.  W. 
Riitlief  fttrd.  A. 
Saadoo,  Visei. 
Serope,G.P. 
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Seym^r,  H.  £• 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 
Staonton,  Sir  6.  T. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  J. 
Stnekland,  Sir  G. 
Taylor,  E, 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 


TufoeU,  H. 
Vane,  Lord  II, 
Verner,  SirW. 
Wyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Vyryan  Sir  R.  R. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLKB8. 

Fieldon,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

AnBon,  hon.  Col.  Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Baine,  W.  Lindsay,  hon.  Capt. 

Barkly,  H.  Lockhart,  A.  E. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T.  Lockhart,  W. 

BouTerie,  hon.  F.  P.  Maitland,  T. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Marshall,  W. 

Bright,  J.  Marsland,  H. 

Brown,  W.  Martin,  J. 

Bruges,  W.  H.  L.  Matheson,  J. 

Cardwell,  E.  Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 

Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H.  Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Clay,  Sir  W.  Mure,  Col. 

Clerk,  K.  hon.  Sir  G.  NeviUe,  R. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E.  Northland,  Visct. 

Craig,  W.  G.  Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 

Cripps,  W.  Oswald,  A. 

Dtalmeny,  Lord  Oswald,  J. 

Dawson,  hon.  T.  W.  Parker,  J. 

Denison,  J.  E.  Patten,  J.  W. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.  Pattison,  J. 

Duncan,  Visct.  Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Donean,  G.  Pendarres,  E.  W.  W. 

Egerton,  W.  T.  PhiUps,  M. 

Eseoti,  B.  Protheroe,  E.  D. 

Evans,  W.  RomUly,  J. 

Ferguson,  Col.  Russell,  Lord  E. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Scott,  R. 

Forbes,  W.  Seymour,  Lord 

Forster,  M.  Smith,  A. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M.  Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  U.  Stuart,  W.  V. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  Strutt,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Gregory,  W.  H.  Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  Thesiger,  Sir  F. 

Uastie,  A.  Thomely,  T. 

llawes,  B.  Trelawny,  J.  S. 

Heneage,  G.  H.  W.  Villiers,  Visct. 

Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S.  Wall,  C.  B. 

Houldsworth,  T.  Warburton,  H. 

Labouehere,  rt.  hon.  II.  Ward,  H.  G. 

Laogvton,  J.  H.  Wood,  Col.  T. 

Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S.  Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Leader,  J.  T.  teluers. 

Le  Bffarehant,  Sir  D.  Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Lemon,  Sir  C.  Dennistoun,  J. 

House  adjourned,  it  being  past  Six 
o'clock,  without  any  other  Question  haying 
been  put. 


H'OUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  February  18,  1847. 

Mnrrrc&B     PsTmoirs  Psssbntbd.     From  For&nhire, 
and  irrenl  other  places,  agaimt  the  Use  of  Sugar  in  Dis- 


tilleries, and  against  the  Admission  of  Rum  except  upon 
the  payment  of  a  certain  Duty.--From  Guardiant  of  the 
Poor  of  a  Union  in  Suflblk,  for  Alteration  of  the  Law  of 
Settlement.— From  Mayo,  and  several  other  places,  for 
the  Adoption  of  such  Measures  as  may  insure  the  People 
of  Ireland  such  a  Supply  of  Food  as  will  lave  them  fVom 
SUrvation.— From  the  Cardigan  Union,  for  Alteration  of 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act.— Prom  the  County  of 
Monaghan,  against  Out-door  Relief:— From  Bodmin,  and 
several  other  places,  for  Repeal  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act. 
—From  SoUdton  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  for  Inquiry 
respecting  Compensation  to  Officers  of  said  Court— 
From  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  Chester,  for  Abolition  of 
Office  of  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 


DESTITUTE  PERSONS'  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  receiving  the  Re- 
port of  the  Amendment. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  he  yiewed  the  Bill  with  great  distrust. 
It  assumed  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  be  capable  of  giving  money  for  the 
food  to  be  supplied.  He  saw  no  measure 
yet  passed  by  Parliament,  or  known  to  be 
in  progress,  which  would  effect  the  object 
to  be  attained  by  the  Bill  within  the  limited 
period  for  which  the  measure  was  to  re- 
main in  operation.  It  was  to  be  substi- 
tuted, as  he  understood,  for  what  was  im- 
properly called  the  Labour-rate  Act.  He 
confessed  that  he  had  a  feeling  almost  of 
despondency  with  respect  to  the  future  in 
Ireland,  from  the  reports  contained  in  the 
large  blue  book  upon  the  Table.  That 
feeling  did  not  arise  from  the  state  of  the 
potato  crop,  but  from  the  picture  contained 
in  that  large  blue  book  of  the  intimidation 
under  which  the  relief  committees  acted, 
and  the  jobbing  which  prevailed  in  the 
administration  of  the  law.  He  thought 
the  districts  in  which  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  were  to  be  carried  into  operation,  were 
infinitely  too  large.  He  very  much  doubted, 
too,  whether  the  Irish  landlords  would  be 
disposed  to  borrow  money  under  the  con- 
ditions imposed  on  them;  for  whatever 
disposition  they  might  feel  to  relieve  their 
fellow-subjects,  he  doubted  whether  thej 
could  recover  that  increase  in  their  rents 
which  it  would  be  necessary  to  exact  in 
order  to  pay  the  interest  of  the  sums  bor- 
rowed from  Government.  He  admitted 
that  some  of  the  works  imder  the  present 
system  were  unnecessary,  and  that  it  was 
difficult  to  find  out  those  which  might  bo 
of  material  service  to  the  country.  Yet 
he  was  satisfied  that,  without  some  such 
means  of  employing  the  poor  scattered 
over  the  country,  the  means  of  purchasing 
food  would  not  be  furnished  to  the  people. 
The  principle  of  the  Labour-rate  Act  was 
to  give  every  man  food  who  had  the  power 
of  giving  labour  in  exchange  for  it.     But 
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how  «M  hoA  to  \m  parebMcd  if  bo  kbour 
w%»  r«4uir«(l  i  It  ww  diMmedj  arowod» 
HM,  IM  liM  aev  PoQr-kw  Act*  mod  the 
Act  maAonzMDE  tlio  htuu  to  kadlords, 
v«M  to  proceed  jMirijMiMu.  So  that  any 
m»w  pKMBUDcnU  were  conditional  on  the 

ring  of  an  Act  which  might  not  pass 
a  considorahle  time,  proposing,  as  it 
did,  to  make  eichanges  as  to  the  nrasent 
poor  law.  He  thon^t  the  only  difference 
between  the  operation  of  this  and  the  La- 
bour-rate Act  would  be  that  one  gave  food 
for  labour,  and  under  the  other  food  would 
be  gifen  for  nothing.  He  thought  this 
measure  a  good  one  as  an  auxiliary  to 
other  measures;  but  as  it  stood  it  really 
Itfnoonted  to  nothing  more  than  giving  out 
of  the  hard  earnings  of  the  peo^  of  tlus 
oountry  food  without  exaoting  labour  in 
return. 

The  MABauxss  of  LANSDOWNB  said, 
that  as  to  the  former  Act,  of  whieh  the 
noble  Eari  spoke  with  something  like  re- 
Terence,  and  the  proposed  substitute  for  it, 
he  knew  not  whether  the  noble  Barl  was 
pesent  when  he  mored  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill;  but  if  he  had  been,  he 
must  have  recollected  that  he  had  ex- 
pressed his  regret  that  the  present  was  not 
accompanied  with  the  other  jBills  introduced 
by  the  QoTomment  as  to  Ireland.  He 
thought,  however,  they  were  justified  in 
poposing  it,  as  it  was  intended  bv  it  to  give 
immediate  relief.  As  to  the  advances  to 
the  Undlords  being  made  at  the  same  time 
that  the  Poor  Relief  Bill  was  extended,  he 
had  stated  at  an  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  also  at  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  that  it  was  desirable  to  consider 
both  measures  together,  as  under  one  of 
them  the  landlords  (particularly  of  certain 
estates)  would  be  enabled  to  meet  the  great 
change  proposed  in  the  domestic  industry 
of  the  country  under  the  other.  He  enter- 
tained a  confident  hope  that  the  landlords 
would  readily  avail  themselves  of  the  faci- 
lities offered  under  one  of  the  Acta  for  ap- 
Cying  capital  to  the  cultivation  of  the 
nd.  The  noble  Barl  (EUenborough)  had 
allowed  that  there  was  a  great  moral  prin- 
ciple in  the  Labour-rate  Act;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Government  had 
found  that  great  abuses  had  been  practised 
under  this  Act;  and  that,  above  all,  great 
intimidation  had  been  used  for  the  employ- 
ment of  parties  who  ought  never  to  have 
been  engaged.  Xo  man  cuuld  more  sensi- 
bly feel  we  injury  arising  from  these 
abuses  than  he  (the  Marquess  of  I^ans- 
downe)»  but  he  must  say  that  great  advan- 


tages had  been  obtained  under  llie  Aet; 
the  efforts  of  Her  Majesty  *s  Oovenaeiii 
had  been  very  effectual  in  patting  down 
these  abuses,  and  great  progreas  had  bees 
made  in  diffuent  parts  of  the  eoontry  in 
the  prevention  of  intimidatioa,  and  he  wee 
happy  to  say  that  the  employment  of  la- 
bour was  now  being  carried  on  in  the  moel 
peaceable  manner;  he  could  assoce  tk» 
House  that  Her  Majesty's  Govermeai  had 
great  hopes  of  putting  down  intinudatkNi 
altogether.  Under  all  the  circomstaaeea, 
the  matter  was  too  important  not  to  secore 
the  vigilant  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  proposed  te  move  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  on  Monday. 
Amendment  reported. 

THE  CIVIL  WAR  IN  PORTUGAU 
Lord  BBAUMONT  said,  that  he  wm 
rose  to  put  the  question  of  which  he  had 
ffivcn  notice,  respecting  the  condnct  of  the 
Portuguese  Government  with  regard  te 
certain  prisoners  who  had  surrendered  te 
the  Queen  of  Portugal's  troops  after  the 
battle  of  Torres  Vcdras.  In  putting  this 
question,  he  wished  to  guard  against  the 
inference  that  he  desired  to  see  this  eeui- 
try  interfering  in  the  domestic  cenoenis  of 
any  other  country,  unless  such  interfcreaee 
was  sanctioned  by  the  obligations  nl  % 
treaty,  or  in  a  case  where  British  intereita 
were  very  much  at  stake.  But  the  ctreai- 
stances  which  he  was  going  to  mentiOB  te 
their  Lordships,  would,  he  thought,  show 
that  continuing  a  pai^sive  conduct  on  our 
part  would  endsnger  that  strict  neutnUtT 
which  we  were  desirous  of  observing,  and, 
instead  of  simplifying,  would  greatly  in- 
crease the  difficulties  surrounding  the  qnea- 
tion  of  the  affairs  of  Portugal.  It  wonM 
be  in  the  recollection  of  their  Lordshipa, 
that  a  division  of  the  army  opposed  to  die 
Queen's  army,  under  the  command  of 
Count  Bomfim,  advanced  to  Torres  Vedraa, 
with  the  intention,  he  believed,  of  mareb- 
ing  on  Lisbon.  The  Dake  df  Saldanha 
pursued  it  with  his  army,  and,  after  a  se- 
vere battle,  which  terminated  in  the  suc- 
cess of  the  forces  of  the  Queen,  the  rem- 
nant of  the  division  of  Ikmifim  retired  into 
the  Castle  of  Torres  Vedras.  It 
summoned  to  surrender  at  discretion  : 
it  positiTely  refused  to  do;  but  offered  to 
surrender,  provided  it  wss  allowed  the  ho- 
nours of  war.  To  this  the  Duke  of  Saldan- 
ha agreiMi.  and  connequcntly  a  stipulation 
to  that  effect  was  drawn  up  in  writing,  and 
signed  by  the  coniniander  of  the  Qucvn's 
troops.  On  the  faith  of  this  stipulation,  the 
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remnant  of  tbe  dhision  in  ihe  eaiile  at 
Torrea  Vedras  SBrraodered.  The  officers 
of  the  difisimi  were  then  marched  to  Lis- 
bon, and  wera  anbseqnantlj  sent  on  board 
a  frigate  in  the  Tagus,  and  confined,  being 
allowed  scarcelj  the  necessaries  of  life,  and 
bat  a  scanty  portion  of  clothing.  Snbse- 
qnentlj,  in  oonsequenoe  of  an  idea  that 
some  of  these  officers  intended  to  escape 
from  the  frigate,  forty  or  fifty  ot  them  were 
wBt  OB  board  a  small  brig  of  war,  and  the 
rortngoeee  Government  came  to  the  reso- 
elntion  of  sending  them  to  Angola,  one  of 
the  worst  settlements  on  the  coast  of  Africa 
as  regarded  health.  The  way  in  which 
these  nnlbrtonate  wretches  were  to  be  con- 
Tcyed  to  their  destination,  would  render 
tiieir  condition  worse  than  that  of  negroes 
on  board  a  slave  ship.  They  were  crammed 
into  the  smallest  possible  space,  many  of 
them  being  severely  wounded  and  in  bad 
health.  Thus  these  officers,  who  expected 
to  reoeiva  all  the  honours  of  war,  were, 
without  any  trial  or  condemnation,  sent 
out,  in  the  presence  of  our  fieet,  to  a  most 
unhealthy  settiement.  He  wished  to  show 
the  ground  on  which  he  thought  our  re- 
maining passive,  would  amount  to  an  act 
iriiieh  might  lead  to  the  most  dangerous 
eonaequeiioes.  Though  our  fieet  was  at 
Lisbon  for  the  protection  of  British  inter- 
ests, yet  he  believed  that  the  officers  com- 
manding it  would  be  considered  as  only 
doinff  their  duty,  if,  had  Count  Bomfim*s 
division  not  been  defeated,  but  had  been 
enabled  to  advance  upon  Lisbon,  they  had, 
in  case  the  Queen  oi  Portugal  had  been 
obliged  to  embark  in  her  own  frigate, 
eovered  that  embarkation,  and  protected 
the  person  of  the  Queen  from  any  injury 
onder  such  circumstances.  If,  then,  after 
having  proclaimed  tiiat  we  intended  perfect 
nentralny,  the  British  officers  would  be 
justiied  in  so  acting,  he  felt  that  we  were 
also  bound  to  protest,  and  to  expect  our 
ptrteat  to  be  Ustened  to,  when  measures 
were  taken  by  the  Queen  of  Portugal's 
Gofwnment  which  tended  to  excite  against 
her  the  best  feelings  of  the  country,  and 
wfaieb  might  consequently  result  in  bringing 
the  Queen  to  that  position  in  which  the 
British  officers  would  be  called  on  to  act. 
Tb««ft>re,  with  the  view  of  preserving  our 
attitude  of  perfect  neutrality,  he  thought 
it  was  only  the  duty  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment id  exert  every  means,  before  it  was 
too  late,  to  induce  tiie  Portuguese  Govem- 
ment  to  revoke  their  decree  witii  respect  to 
these  prisoners,  and  to  restore  them  to  the 
siliialkm  in  which  they  had  expected  to  be 


placed  as  prisoners  of  war.  He  accordingly 
wished  to  know  whether  any  cominunica- 
tion  had  been  made  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to  these 
prisoners,  and  whether  any  steps  had  been 
taken  to  procure  the  reversal  of  that  decree, 
and  to  restore  those  persons  back  to  their 
country. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB :  The 
subject  of  my  noble  Friend's  question  is 
one  of  considerable  importance,  and  one  to 
which  I  am  most  desirous  of  giving  a  satis- 
factory answer.  Before  giving  that  an- 
swer, I  can  only  express  that  regret  which 
I  feel,  in  common  with  my  noble  Friend 
and  with  the  House  generally,  that  the 
country  to  which  he  has  alluded  should  be 
in  a  state  to  give  rise  to  the  transactions  to 
which  he  has  so  pointedly,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  not  improperly,  adverted.  That  a 
country  connected  with  us  by  so  many  ties 
and  historical  recoUections  should  be  in  the 
state  in  which  Portugal  now  is,  must  be  a 
matter  of  the  deepest  regret:  greatiy  should 
we  rejoice  if  any  effort  on  the  part  of  this 
country,  impartially  applied,  should  be 
made  the  means  of  putting  an  end  to  that 
state  of  things.  YoUr  Lordships  well  know, 
that  in  the  Course  of  last  year  an  insurrec- 
tion broke  out  in  that  country,  which  has 
gradually  and  most  decidedly  assumed  the 
character  of  a  civil  war.  In  tiie  course  of 
any  such  a  war  your  Lordships  need  not 
be  told  that  transactions  will  perpetually 
occur,  from  the  excitement  which  prevails, 
from  the  heated  state  of  parties,  and  from 
the  opposition,  not  only  of  particular  fac- 
tions, but  of  particular  families,  which  are 
deeply  to  be  lamented,  and  which  induce 
men  to  infringe  those  rules  which  civilized 
nations  have  provided  shall  be  observed  in 
contests  between  one  another.  It  is  un- 
questionably true,  that  in  the  course  of 
this  civil  warfare  in  Portugal,  a  body  of 
persons,  having  been  taken  with  arms  in 
their  hands,  were  made  prisoners;  and 
after  being  made  prisoners  upon  the  con- 
dition that  they  would  be  treated  with  all 
the  honours  of  war,  a  great  number  of 
them,  I  believe,  comprising  all  the  princi- 
pal officers,  to  the  number  of  forty,  were 
? laced  on  board  a  small  brig,  in  the  Bay  of 
iisbon,  and  ordered  to  be  transported  to 
the  coast  of  Africa.  I  believe  that  many  of 
them  who  were  so  ordered  to  be  trans- 
ported were  severely  wounded  and  sick, 
and  not  in  a  condition  to  undergo  that 
transportation.  A  representation  to  that 
effect  was  made  both  by  the  captain  and 
surgeon  of  the  brig;  but  the  only  conse- 


183 


Tke  Ciffil  War 


{LORDS} 


inPcftuffol. 


184 


quenoe  was,  that  the  representation  bad 
given  great  offence  to  the  Government. 
This  happened  in  the  interval  between  the 
departure  of  Lord  Howard  de  Walden  and 
the  arrival  of  Sir  George  Seymour;  but  I 
am  enabled  to  state  to  my  noble  Friend, 
that  from  the  moment  these  circumstances 
became  known,  great  interest  was  excited 
in  the  mind  of  Her  Majesty's  Charge  d'Af- 
fsdres  at  Lisbon,  and  he  addressed  a  re- 
presentation to  the  Queen's  Government 
on  the  subject.  The  Belgian  Minister  and 
the  French  Minister,  acting  separately  for 
themselves,  made  representations  to  the 
same  effect.  I  hope  that,  even  now,  these 
representations  may  not  be  too  late.  I 
hope,  from  that  inclination  to  mercy  and 
forbearance  which  I  am  most  anxious  to 
believe  exists  in  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment, that  they  will  have  been  attended  to, 
and  that  this  transportation  will  have  been 
prevented,  and  that  these  prisoners  will 
not,  at  any  rate,  be  sent  to  a  part  fatal  to 
their  healUi :  such  a  punishment  is  totaUy 
inapplicable  to  such  a  class  of  persons, 
taken  in  open  warfare.  I  know  that,  at 
all  events,  a  great  hope  is  entertained  that 
their  destination  has  already  been  changed. 
My  Lords,  I  must  state,  in  justice  to  the 
Sovereign  of  that  country,  that  I  am  in- 
formed that  in  no  one  instance,  since  these 
troubles  began,  has  one  capital  punishment 
been  inflicted.  From  that  favourable  dis- 
position I  argue  that  this  sentence  has 
been  reversed;  and  I  can  assure  your 
Lordships  that  it  will  be  the  greatest  sa- 
tisfaction to  Her  Majesty's  Government  if 
we  find  it  to  be  so.  It  is  true,  as  the 
noble  Lord  has  observed,  that  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  sent  a  considerable  force 
to  the  coast  of  Portugal;  but  it  was  not  to 
interfere  in  the  contest.  The  object  of 
Her  Majesty's  fleet  at  Lisbon  and  Oporto 
is.  in  the  first  instance,  to  give  effectual 
protection  to  British  interests;  and  when 
that  object  has  been  answered,  it  will  be  a 
source  of  great  satisfaction  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  ueoplu  of  this  country,  if  that 
fleet  shall  he  enabled  to  give  refuge  and 
protection  to  persons  in  danger  of  their 
fives ;  and,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  intimated, 
it  would,  above  all,  be  the  duty  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  fleet  to  afford  that  protection 
and  assistance,  in  the  event  of  the  person 
of  the  Queen  of  Portugal  being  actually  in 
danger.  It  is  at  ihcuo  points  that  their 
duty  begins  and  ends.  Bovond  this,  all 
that  the  officers  of  the  Bntinh  Government 
can  do,  is  to  offer  friendly  counsel  and 
advice.    That  counsel  and  advice  lias  been 


offered  in  the  spirit  of  friendship  on  the 
present  occasion,  and  I  shall  be  glad  if  it 
proves  acceptable.  As  long  as  the  contest 
lasts,  with  Its  character  as  a  civil  war,  it 
cannot  be  the  inclination  of  the  British 
Government  actively  to  interfere,  nor  would 
there  be  under  any  existing  treaty  a  justi- 
fication for  so  doing ;  but,  should  circum- 
stances assume  a  different  character  by  the 
presence  of  Don  Miguel  in  that  country,  or 
of  a  party  acting  for  the  avowed  purpose 
of  placing  him  on  the  throne,  a  new  state 
of  things  may  arise,  in  which  it  will  be  a 
question  to  bo  considered  how  far  such  a 
case  would  revive  existing  treaties,  and 
compel  the  British  Government  to  a  recur- 
rence to  the  former  policy  on  which  those 
treaties  are  founded,  and  in  consequence  of 
which  the  most  successful  and  beneficial 
co-operation  has  formerly  taken  pUce. 
That  case  has  not  now  arisen ;  the  present 
contest  has  all  the  character  of  a  civil  war. 
and  in  that  the  British  Government  are 
not  prepared  to  interfere  further  than  for 
the  protection  of  the  interests  and  lives  of 
British  subjects,  and,  in  case  of  necessity, 
for  the  protection  of  the  person  of  the 
Queen  of  Portugal ;  and,  I  will  add,  for 
the  protection  of  the  lives  of  any  persons 
who,  in  the  extremity  of  war,  may  be  com- 
pelled to  take  refuge  under  our  fliag. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  that  it 
must  be  the  desire  of  eveiy  person  to  miti- 
gate as  much  as  possible  the  calamities  of 
war,  wherever  the  sufferings  of  individuals 
were  concerned,  especially  the  horrors  of 
civil  war.  It  was,  therefore,  necessary 
and  praiseworthy  that  all  means  of  persua- 
sion  should  be  used,  to  induce  a  humane 
and  merciful  course  of  conduct  on  the  part 
of  those  engaged  in  such  conflicts ;  but,  if 
the  noble  Marquess  meant  to  say,  that 
with  regard  to  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment, not  merely  private  and  personal  soli- 
citation, persuasion,  and  influence,  would 
be  used,  but  that,  in  respect  to  a  cont<*st 
like  that  at  present  going  on  in  Portugal, 
the  Government  should  also  make  oflicial 
representations,  interfering  with  the  course 
which  the  Portuguese  Govomment  might 
think  necessary  for  its  own  safety  to  pur- 
sue, he  thought  that  to  be  a  procedent 
exceedingly  dangerous,  and  a  principle 
liable  to  great  objection.  It  might  be 
stated,  to  the  credit  of  the  Portuguese 
people,  that  in  the  various  convulsions 
which  had  taken  place  of  late  years  among 
them  there  had  been  very  little  cruelty 
exercised — that  there  was  very  little  ap- 
pearance of  a  sanguinary  disposition  in  any 
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party;  thus  furnishing  an  estimable  con- 
trast to  a  neighbouring  people  of  the  Pen- 
insula, where  acts  of  vengeance  and  blood- 
shed were  committed  by  all  parties.  There 
was  another  reason  why  the  British  Govern- 
ment should  be  particularly  cautious  at 
present  with  respect  to  any  interference 
with  Portugal.  He  knew  not  for  what 
reason  it  was,  but  the  belief  was  strong  in 
Portugal,  that  the  cause  of  the  insurrection 
possessed  the  good  wishes  of  the  British 
Government.  He  could  not  believe  this  to 
be  the  case,  and  he  knew  not  on  what  the 
belief  was  founded,  but  that  the  belief  was 
general  was  indisputable ;  it  was,  therefore, 
incumbent  on  the  British  Government  to 
be  cautious  in  respect  to  any  step  which 
might  tend  to  confirm  such  an  opinion. 
What  was  the  precise  object  of  the  course 
that  had  been  adopted,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand.  Undoubtedly  the  protection 
of  the  interests  of  British  subjects  in  the 
state  of  confusion  that  prevailed,  was  a 
legitimate  reason  for  having  a  naval  force 
in  the  Tagus,  and  that  force  might  also  be 
necessary  to  secure  the  personal  safety  of 
the  Queen  of  Portugal ;  but  the  squadron 
we  now  had  in  the  Tagus  was  not  only 
able  to  perform  such  a  service  as  this,  but 
to  overawe  the  whole  kingdom  of  Portugal. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  particular  mo- 
tive for  the  continuance  of  this  overwhelm- 
ing force  in  the  Tagus  might  be ;  but  he 
thought  it  must  be  evident  that  the  pre- 
sence of  that  force  might  very  possibly 
confirm  and  strengthen  the  opinion  he  had 
referred  to,  as  being  entertained  by  many 
persons  in  Portugal.  Some  years  ago  the 
Government  of  this  country  took  a  very 
active  part — ^perhaps  more  active  than  they 
were  justified  in  doing — ^in  establishing  the 
present  Queen  upon  the  throne  of  Portu- 
gal ;  and,  as  relations  of  the  closest  friend- 
ship and  intimacy  subsisted  between  the 
Government  of  that  country  and  of  our 
own,  he  thought  we  should  be  justified, 
without  any  breach  of  neutrality,  in  afford- 
ing all  the  moral  support  in  our  power  to  a 
Sovereign  whose  throne  we  had  so  far  con- 
tributed to  establish.  He  considered  that, 
at  all  events,  a  course  should  be  taken 
that  would  prevent  its  being  supposed  that 
the  British  Government  were  inclined  to 
foster  or  approve  of  the  insurrection,  and 
would  show  that  they  disapproved  of  that 
movement,  one  object  of  which  was  the 
overthrow  of  the  monarchy  in  Portugal, 
and  the  establishment"  of  a  republic  ;  and 
of  the  other,  the  restoration  of  the  despotic 
Govemment  of  Pon  Miguel.   He  (the  Earl 


of  Aberdeen)  conceived  that  neither  of 
those  objects  could  be  altogether  indifferent 
to  us ;  and  that,  therefore,  without  deviat- 
ing from  our  neutrality,  care  should  be 
taken  that  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  might  be  known  without  any 
mistake  in  Portugal,  and  that  the  British 
fleet,  whose  presence  in  the  Tagus  was 
now  so  equivocal,  was  there  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  countenance  and  support  to  the 
Govemment  which  it  had  contributed  so 
much  to  establish. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  Af- 
ter  what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl,  I 
trust  the  House  will  permit  me  to  say  a 
very  few  words,  so  that  there  may  be  no  pos- 
sible misapprehension  on  this  subject.  I 
thought  that  I  had  said  most  distinctly 
that  it  was  the  anxious  wish  of  this  Govem- 
ment that  Her  Majesty  should  be  main- 
tained on  the  throne ;  but,  nevertheless, 
to  maintain  the  strictest  neutrality  with 
reference  to  the  political  movement  in 
Portugal.  I  know  of  no  act  done  by 
the  British  Government  calculated  to 
produce  a  contrary  impression.  I  defy 
any  person  to  produce  any  evidence  of 
such  an  act  having  been  committed.  The 
noble  Earl  must  be  aware  that  during 
a  civil  war,  great  dissatisfaction  would  be 
entertained  by  either  party  engaged  in  it, 
if  they  thought,  from  any  accidental  cir- 
cumstances, that  a  greater  leaning  was 
shown  by  a  neutral  Government  to  one  side 
than  the  other.  Undoubtedly  false  conjec- 
tures and  false  rumours  of  this  kind  have 
prevailed  in  Portugal.  It  has  not,  how- 
ever, been  alone  stated  that  the  Govem- 
ment of  this  country  are  disinclined  to 
favour  the  Queen  of  Portugal  and  Her 
Ministry;  but  it  has  been  complained,  in 
Oporto,  that  the  British  Government  were 
interfering  on  behalf  of  the  Queen  in  a  way 
that  would  be  injurious  to  those  exertions 
which,  as  it  was  stated,  were  being  made, 
not  to  establish  a  republic,  or  to  place  Don 
Miguel  on  the  throne,  but  in  the  cause  of 
the  constitution.  Whether  that  is  so  or 
not,  it  is  not  for  me  to  say.  I  do  not 
wish  to  pronounce  any  opinion  upon  the 
dissensions  that  prevail  in  that  country; 
but  this  I  am  bound  to  state,  that  there 
has  been  no  instruction  given  to  the  Ad- 
miral, to  the  Minister,  or  to  the  Special 
Envoy  sent  to  that  country,  that  has  not 
had  for  its  object  the  preservation  of  a 
perfect  impartiality ;  ana  that  in  any  ad- 
vice which  may  have  been  respectfully  ten- 
dered to  the  Govemment  of  Portugal,  un- 
der virtue  of  any  instruction  on  the  part 
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of  Her  Maje8tj*8  Qorenuneiity  the  objeei 
hat  been  fully  oonformable  to  those  in* 
•tnictionfti  namelj,  to  tender  friendly  coun- 
•el  with  a  view  to  the  interest  of  the 
Queen's  eaose,  and  with  no  design  what- 
efer  to  gire  the  slightest  conntenance, 
dhr^tlj  or  indireotlj,  to  the  insurreetion. 
It  has  unquestionably  been  thought  expe- 
dient that  in  eircumstanees  such  as  these, 
during  the  crisis  that  at  presoit  impends 
o?er  Portugal,  the  interests  of  England 
should  be  protected,  not  by  a  small  squad* 
ron  only,  but  by  a  souadron  superior  to 
that  which  any  other  Power  was  likdy  to 
send;  but  the  eommander  who  has  been 
seat  there  the  noble  Eari  well  knows  to  be 
not  only  one  of  the  ablest  and  most  gallant 
of  officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Nary,  but  a 
person  reniarkable  for  the  care,  the  discre- 
tion, and  the  judgment  with  which,  in  all 
parts  of  the  globe,  he  has  uniformly  ad- 
ministered the  most  important  affiurs;  and 
I  cannot  bring  myself  to  the  belief  Uiat 
that  gallant  Admiral,  instructed  as  he  has 
been  to  exercise  the  greatest  impartiality 
in  these  matters,  has  in  any  degree  de- 
viated from  that  instruction,  or  that  any- 
thitttt  has  been  done  by  him  or  others 
whidi  is  in  the  slightest  degree  calculated 
to  militate  against  that  which  I  have  stated 
before,  and  which  I  state  again,  to  be  the 
anxious  wbh  of  Her  Majesty's  Gorem- 
ment — that  of  non-interference  in  the  eifil 
difficulties  in  that  country.  I  trust  that 
those  difficulties  will  be  brought  to  a  speedy 
termbation;  and  it  is  the  hope  of  the  Oo- 
remment  that  that  termination  will  be 
such  as  to  make  Her  Mi^esty  more  secure 
on  her  constitutional  throne. 

The  B4HL  of  ELLENBOROUaH  con- 
fessed that  he  could  not  perceive  any  veiy 
constitutional  spirit  exhibited  in  the  eon- 
duet  of  Her  Migesty's  Government  in  Por^ 
tugal,  which  had  led  to  this  civil  war;  and 
pcdiaps,  as  he  had  been  recently  dismissed 
from  oflSen,  he  might  feel  very  strong  upon 
the  subject.  The  Queen  had  imprisoned 
her  outgoing  Mmisters  until  she  had  form- 
ed a  new  Administration.  He  must  say, 
be  was  sorry  to  observe  that  by  all  these 
new  constituUonal  Governments  greater 
vicdations  of  constitutional  principles  and 
of  personal  liberty  were  committed,  than 
under  the  harshest  despotisms  that  ever 
existed.  He  had  only  one  word  to  say  on 
this  subject.  All  representations  were  a 
mere  farce,  if  it  was  not  thoroughly  under- 
stood that  there  was  a  measure  behbd 
thm  which  was  to  be  adopted  if  those 
reptesentations  were  not  attended  to.    If 


it  were  to  be  understood  that  the  English 
Government  merely  desired,  as  a  matter  of 
favour  to  themsdves^  or  as  a  matter  of 
credit  to  the  Government  of  Portugal,  thai 
the  unfortunate  gentlemen  who  Imd  been 
referred  to  should  not  tuffior  death  under 
torture  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  thmr  Lord- 
ships could  wdl  understand  that  tueh  re- 
presentations would  not  be  attended  to. 
But  if  it  had  been  distinctly  understood 
that  in  the  event  of  the  rqwesentations  of 
our  Minister,  whether  private  or  offidaU 
not  being  aeted  upon.  Sir  W.  Parker  was 
ordered  to  leave  tbe  Tagua,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  ever^  repreaentation 
miuie  by  the  British  Mmister  wedd  at 
once  have  received  attention.  So  hr  from 
thmking  that  the  preeeaee  of  the  English 
squadron  in  the  Tagus  eould  be  regaided 
as  indicaUng  any  leaning  en  the  part  of 
our  Government  towards  the  insurgents, 
be  believed  that  but  for  the  nreeenee  of 
that  squadron,  the  Queen  of  Portugal 
would  have  met  Don  Migud  in  London. 
It  was  by  that  squadron  that  the  Queen 
was  now  kept  upon  the  throne;  and  if  it 
waa  withdrawn,  tne  conquering  army  wedd 
march  at  onee  from  Oporto  to  Lisbon. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  did  not  agree  en- 
tirely  widi  any  of  the  noble  Lmds  who  had 
taken  part  in  thia  conversation,  whidi  was 
most  irregular.  He  concurred,  however, 
with  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sal 
down,  that  if  ever  there  waa  a  nofi  sigiit- 
tur,  it  was  this — that  any  one  would  een- 
clude,  from  the  presenoe  of  the  British 
squadron  in  the  Tagus  to  protect  the 
Queen,  that  we  wero  favouring  the  insur- 
rection. He  waa  very  rind  thai  the  con- 
versation whidi  had  tULen  place  on  thu 
subiect  had  elicited  the  statement  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Laas- 
downe). 

Subject  al  an  end. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  CRIMINAL 

LAW-^UVENILB  OFFENDERS. 
Loan  BROUGHAM  rose,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  presenting  a  petition  to  their  Lord- 
ships; and  though  it  waa  rather  unusual 
to  ^ve  notice  of  an  intention  to  present  a 
petition,  vet  considertag  the  persons  who 
claimed  the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
the  very  important  subject  of  their  petition, 
he  had  deemed  it  hb  duty  to  take  the  un- 
usual course  of  giving  notice  of  hb  inten- 
tion to  present  it.  He  considered  himself 
to  be  highly  honoured  by  havinff  been 
made  the  medium  of  presenting  this  im- 
portant petilien  to  the  House.    The  peli- 
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ti<m  was  Bigned  by  the  Mayor  of  Liverpool, 
by  Mr.  Rushton,  the  officiating  magistrate 
of  Liverpool,  and  by  nineteen  other  magis- 
trates of  that  important  borough;  and  he 
should  best  discharge  his  duty  to  thoSe  pe- 
titioners by  bringing  before  their  Lordships 
tiie  substance  of  the  petition,  though  not  in 
terms,  he  was  afraid,  equally  choice  and 
distinct  with  those  which  were  used  in  that 
very  long,  very  able,  and  elaborate  docu- 
ment.    He  had  taken  the  pains  to  make 
himsdf  acquainted  with  the  subject-matter 
which  he  intended  bringing  under  their 
Lordships'   consideration   by  reading  the 
different  documents  that  had  been  publish- 
ed tiiereon,  and  which  did  not  appear  in 
the  petition — ^he  meant  the  reports  of  the 
i>rison  inspectors  in  this  country,  the  re- 
ports of  the  various  persons    connected 
with  private  associations  of  a  philanthro- 
pic,  benevolent,  and  useful  nature,  who 
nad  attended  to  the  same  very  important 
subject  of  the  elocution  of  the  criminal  law 
in  this  country,  as  well  as  other  documents 
whidi  had  been  published  in  France,  in 
Holland,  and  Germany,  which  showed  the 
result  of  some  most  important  experiments 
which  had  been  tried  in  those  countries  for 
the  reformation  of  offenders.     From  those 
diff(»-ent  sources  to  which  he  had  referred, 
and  also  from  one  which  he  should  after- 
wards refer  to  generally,  a  very  important 
work,  the  report  upon  the  Criminal  Law 
by  his  leaned  friend,  Mr.  Hill,  the  Recorder 
of  Birmingham,  whose  experience  in  crimi- 
nal judgments  had  been  very  extensive, 
and  who  had  devoted  his  attention  for  years 
to  this  subject,  presented  to  "  The  Society 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law,*'  and  also 
from  another  report  upon  Crimmal  Law 
generally,  which  was  to  be  found  in  the 
tenth  number  of   The  Law  Review — he 
meant  the  report  which  had  been  drawn 
«p  by  his  learned  friend,  Mr.  Pitt  Taylor—- 
he  thought  that  he  should  be  able  to  show 
their  Lordships  the  necessity  of  a  great 
ehanffe  on  the  subject.      He  would  not 
trouble  their  Lordships  with  reading  to 
them  extracts  from  the  different  sources  of 
information  of  which  he  had  availed  him- 
self; but  he  was  about  to  embody  the  re- 
sult of  his  inquiries,  and  give  them  the 
substance  of  the  matter;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  before  he  had  proceeded  far  in 
his  statement,  their  Lordships  would  ad- 
mit that  it  was  impossible  to  overrate  the 
high  importance  of  the  subject  to  which 
this  petition  referred.     The  subject  which 
he  intended  to  bring  under  the  considera- 
tfam  of  their  Lordships  was  neither  more 


nor  less  than  the  structure  of  the  criminal 
law  of  this  country;  the  administration  of 
that  criminal  law  in  practice;  the  execution 
of  that  criminal  law  upon  the  unhappy  per- 
sons who,  first  being  the  victims  of  their 
own  crimes  and  misconduct,   afterwards 
became  the  victims  of  the  law  itself^  wben 
they  were  punished  to  detor  others  from 
following  their  bad  example.    He  did  not 
mean  to  discuss  the  subject  at  length,  or 
elaborately,  or  with  any  sort  of  intention  of 
exhausting  it;  he  was  merely  going  to  caU 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  heads  of 
this  question,  which  formed  the  sulueot* 
matter  of  the  Liverpool  petition.     Thosd 
Liverpool  magistrates  spoke  as  practical 
men;  they  spoke  as  men  who  lived  in  a 
community  of  300,000  persons  who  were 
their  fellow-citixens;  and  over  whom  they 
were  placed  as  magistrates  appointed  to 
keep  ^e  Queen's  peace>  and  to  administer 
the  Queen's  law;  these  magistrates  were 
the  persons  who  came  before  thehr  Loid- 
ships  as  the  fountain  of  law,  aS  the  admi- 
nistrators of  that  law  in  the  last  resort,  as 
the  highest  tribunal  in  this  country,  to 
which  tribunal  they  naturally  and  legiti- 
inat^y  lodked — to  such  tribunal  did  these 
inferior  but  most  respectable  and  experi- 
enced magistrates  resort  to  unbosom  their 
thoughts,  to   prefer  their  com]daints,  to 
warn  them  as  to  what  would  be  the  conse- 
quences of  any  longer  neglecting  this  great 
subject;  and  it  was  to  such  things  he  waa 
about  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention. 
Some  of  their  Lordships  might,  peradven- 
ture,  not  feel  inclined  to  credit  their  state- 
ments; but  if  the  state  of  things  of  which 
they  complained  was  allowed  to  continue 
any  longer,  the  consequences  could  hardly 
be  foreseen,  or  if  foreseen  could  scarcely 
be  prevented.     The  results  of  the  experi- 
ence of  these  Liverpool  magistrates^  theB» 
were  these — ^that    in  this  population  ai 
300,000  persons^  there  had  been  committed 
for  trial  during  the  last  seven  years,  in  round 
numbers,  51,000  persons^  and  that  of  thoM 
persons  no  less  than  one-tentii,  or  more 
than  5,500,  were  offenders  under  seveftteen 
years  of  age ;  that  of  the  whole  number  of 
offenders,  no  less  than  10,000 — ^who  ireire 
for  the  most  part  juvenile  offenders — ^had 
been  committed,  during  six   years,  five 
times  each  upon  an  average ;  and  from  this 
it  appeared  that  the  immediate  and  inevit- 
able result  of  having  punished  those  offen- 
ders once,  was  tiiat,  upon  the  average, 
they  had  been  four  times  afterwards  guilty, 
and  four  times  punished — so  poweihful,  so 
effectuali  so  undeniably  efficacioiis»  had 
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bees  the  poniahmeiits  which  the  law  hmd 
inflirted.  These  magistimtes  went  further; 
ther  had  made  an  investigation  which  he 
thoisght  had  been  of  incalculable  ralne,  and 
for  which  he  hoped  he  might  be  permitted 
to  tender  their  Lordships*  thanks  to  those 
magistrates.  Thej  had  examined  fourteen 
eases,  taken  perfectly  indiscriminately  out 
of  the  10,000  juyenile  offenders  to  whom 
be  had  referred.  He  wished  particularly 
to  direct  their  Lordships'  attention  to  this 
class  of  offenders,  because  what  he  was 
about  to  urge  their  Lordships  was,  to  adopt 
the  plan  of  reformatory  discipline  to  which 
be  had  alluded  the  other  mght,  when  he 
took  leave  to  address  the  House  on  the 
subject  of  education :  he  wished  again  to 
impress  upon  their  Lordships  the  fact,  that 
where  criminals  had  attained  a  certain  age, 
and  had  become  habituated  to  crime  and 
hardened  to  wickedness,  reformatory  disci- 
pline ceased  to  present  such  a  prospect  of 
effectual  amendment.  He,  therefore,  na- 
turallv  looked  to  the  younger  classes  of 
offenders,  as  the  persons  to  whom  this  dis- 
cipline could  be  applied  with  the  greatest 
probability  of  success ;  and  it  was  on  that 
g^und  that  he  would  beg  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  experiments  and  statements 
of  the  magistrates  in  question.  With  re- 
gard to  these  10,000  juvenile  criminals, 
then,  the  Liverpool  magistrates  had  adopted 
what  appearea  to  him  a  very  judicious 
plan — they  did  not  select,  but  tooK  at  ran- 
dom from  that  number,  fourteen  boys,  the 
circumstances  of  whose  oases  they  minutely 
investigated.  He  had  the  result  of  that 
careful  investigation  in  the  petition  before 
him,  and  ho  would  give  their  Lordships 
one  or  two  samples  from  it  without  going 
through  the  whole  of  it.  In  the  first  place, 
it  appeared  that  each  of  the  fourteen  ju- 
venile offenders  had  upon  an  average  been 
apprehended  fifteen  times  for  crimes ;  that 
they  had  frequently  been  discharged  with- 
out having  been  committed  for  trial ;  but 
that  upon  an  average  they  had  been  com- 
mitted for  trial  nine  times,  and  generally 
as  often  convicted.  He  wished  it  to  hie 
clearly  understood,  that  the  number  of 
51,000  did  not  refer  to  persons  or  offences, 
but  to  actual  convictions.  Now,  he  would 
single  out  three  instances  from  these  four- 
teen to  show  the  course  of  crime,  the  shape 
it  took,  and  the  consequences  of  commit- 
ting a  series  of  offences.  The  first  case 
that  he  would  take  was  that  of  a  boy 
twelve  years  of  age,  who  could  neither 
read  nor  write ;  ho  was  first  committed  in 
September,  1838,  and  last  in  Januaiy, 


1842 ;  he  waa  apprdiended  altogether  six- 
teen  times — ana  all  that  happened  in  the 
coarse  of  three  years  and  two  months — ^he 
was  altogether  conunitted  for  trial,  and 
took  his  trial,  nine  times,  and  his  sentences 
were  various  terms  of  imprisonment  in 
gaol ;  and  the  excellent  effect  of  that  pri- 
son discipline  appeared  to  be,  that,  having 
been  once  committed  and  imprisoned,  he 
had  been  convicted  eight  times  more  within 
less  than  three  years  and  a  half,  and  that 
while  still  under  twelve  years  of  age,  he 
had  received  another  sentence,  which  was 
that  of  transportation  for  ten  yoars  to  a 
penal  colony.  The  next  case  he  should 
single  out  was  that  of  a  boy  ten  years  of 
age,  who  had  been  apprehended  fourteen 
times,  tried  and  convicted  eleven  times,  and 
suffered  various  periods  of  imprisonment 
for  different  offences,  in  order  to  prevent 
him  from  committing  similar  acts  in  fu- 
ture; the  consequences  of  which  attempts 
at  prevention  were,  that  he  had  been  ar- 
rested ten  times,  convicted,  and,  after  the 
last  conviction,  sentenced  to  seven  years 
transportation.  The  last  case  to  which  he 
would  call  their  attention  was  that  of  a 
boy  nine  years  of  age,  who  could  neither 
read  nor  write,  who  in  the  course  of  two 
years  was  apprehended  sixteen  times  for 
felonies  of  different  kinds,  and  oonricted 
four  times;  and  that  boy,  who  when  first 
convicted  was  only  seven  years  of  age,  was 
now  convicted  and  sentenced  to  transporta- 
tion for  seven  years.  He  (Lord  Brougham) 
had  long  been  engaged  more  or  less  in  the 
study  oJF  the  administration  of  the  criminal 
law  of  this  country;  but  he  was  bound  now 
to  open  his  ears  to  the  voice  of  wisdom 
speaking  to  him — he  was  bound  not  to 
shut  his  eyes  to  such  a  fearful  state  of 
things,  and  to  the  utter,  absolute,  and  as 
he  should  show  them,  necessary  incfficacy 
of  the  present  system  of  law  to  repress 
crimes,  or  to  cure  the  offenders.  Now, 
these  magistrates  called  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  expenses  of  these  attempts 
to  repress  crime  in  the  borough  of  Liver- 
pool. The  petitioners  sUted  that  889/. 
had  been  expended  in  dealing  with  the 
cases  to  which  he  had  referred,  or  rather 
he  meant  the  120  prosecutions  of  those 
fourteen  juvenile  offenders;  and  they  stated 
that  no  doubt  any  other  prosecutor  would 
have  spent  half  as  much  more,  for  Liver- 
pool happened  to  have  availed  itself,  in 
common  wi.h  many  other  large  towns,  of 
that  admirable  arrangement  of  entrusting 
all  its  criminal  prosecutions  to  a  public 
prosecutor.    That  practice  had  also  been 
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adopted  in  Scotland,  and  a  better  plan  had 
never  been  thought  of.  Ever  since  his  at- 
tention had  been  turned  to  these  matters, 
he  had  seen  the  necessity  of  such  an  officer; 
and  when  he  was  last  in  office,  in  1834, 
he  had  almost  succeeded  in  carrying  a  Bill 
to  compel  the  appointment  of  a  public  pro- 
secutor in  all  largo  towns.  By  means  of 
having  such  an  officer,  the  expense  of  pro- 
secution was  little  more  than  half  what  it 
was  under  the  old  system.  But  even  under 
the  present  improved  system,  the  expense 
of  prosecuting  these  fourteen  juvenile  of- 
fenders, whom  they  chose  to  call  "  incorri- 
gible offenders,"  amounted  to  within  a 
trifle  of  900Z.  Now,  said  the  magistrates 
(and  he  said  with  them,  and  for  them,  as 
well  as  for  himself),  after  having  the  ex- 
perience which  he  and  they  had  had  in 
Liverpool  and  elsewhere,  was  it  not  time 
to  begin  to  reconsider  the  matter,  and  to 
ask  themselves,  **  Have  we  not  been  all 
Along  pursuing  a  wrong  path  as  to  the 
punishment  of  offenders — ^have  we  not  by 
our  laws  driven  them  to  commit  the  crimes 
for  which  we  punished  them,  with  the 
view  of  preventing  their  recommission  ? " 
But,  above  all,  when  they  took  the  yoimg 
boys  of  nine  or  ten  or  twelve  years  of  age 
(for  one  unhappy  boy  who  had  been  sen- 
tenced to  seven  years  transportation  was 
only  nine  years  old,  and  only  seven  when 
he  was  first  convicted),  he  would  ask  them 
whether  they  were  dealing  rightly  with 
them  under  the  present  system  ?  Were  they 
taking  the  human  being  according  to  his 
knowledge,  his  vicious  nature,  his  capaci- 
ties, his  failings,  his  judgment,  his  reason, 
as  well  as  his  passions  ?  Were  they  deal- 
ing soundly,  and  judiciously,  and  usefully, 
and  profitably  with  him  in  persisting  to 
appeal  only  to  his  fears;  and  never — 
never  once  looking  to  his  wishes  or  to  his 
hopes  ?  But  he  was  only  at  present  ad- 
dressing their  Lordships  on  the  generalities 
of  the  question  ;  and  he  would  come  at 
once  to  the  details  and  remedies  set  forth 
in  the  petition  of  the  Liverpool  magistrates, 
because  it  was  useless  to  complain  of  a 
system  unless  they  were  prepared  to  sub- 
stitute a  remedy  for  the  evil.  He  did  not 
intend  to  take  their  Lordships  unawares  on 
this  question  ;  he  wished  them  to  inquire 
and  to  excite  their  attention  to  these  mat- 
ters, for  it  was  their  highest  duty  to  do  so 
— it  was  one  which  they  ought  no  longer 
to  neglect,  for  if  they  did  defer  executing 
that  duty  properly  and  at  once,  they  could 
not  do  so  with  impunity.  Their  Lordships, 
then,  should  see  that  it  was  their  interest 
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to  inquire  into  this  matter,  and  see  whether 
a  remedy  could  not  be  found.  The  expe- 
riment had  been  tried,  and  after  a  word  as 
to  the  ground  on  which  it  proceeded,  he 
would  state  to  their  Lordships  the  nature 
of  the  shape  which  it  had  taken  in  its  ope- 
ration and  result.  When  they  took  a  sup- 
posed criminal  and  cast  him  into  prison, 
and  tried,  convicted,  and  sentenced  him, 
they  punished  him  either  by  one  or  two 
years  imprisonment  or  by  transportation, 
capital  punishment  being  now  almost  uni- 
versally abolished — he  had  had  much  ex- 
perience with  respect  to  capital  punish- 
ment, and  he  knew  that  he  differed  with 
the  petitioners  and  many  others  upon  that 
subject — however,  capital  punishment  had 
been  altered,  except  as  regarded  one  or 
two  peculiar  acts,  to  transportation  or  im- 
prisonment. He  was  no  friend  to  trans- 
portation ;  he  saw  many  objections  to  it; 
it  was  anything  rather  than  an  economical 
or  justifiable  proceeding — it  caused  a  very 
large  amount  of  evil,  and  very  serious 
mischief  in  cases  where  convicts  were  sent 
to  a  strictly  penal  colony.  His  principal 
objection  against  it  was  that  it  did  not 
terrify;  it  did  not  appal;  it  did  not  appear 
to  the  eyes  of  a  person  who  was  about  to 
commit  an  offence  against  the  law  half  as 
terrible  as  if  he  knew  that  his  sentence 
would  be  imprisonment  even  for  a  few 
weeks  in  this  country.  That  was  proved 
by  the  reports  which  he  had  lying  before 
him  from  those  magistrates  of  Liverpool 
and  other  magistrates,  the  reports  of 
gaolers,  and  particularly  the  report  of  a 
most  able  person,  the  governor  of  the  ex- 
cellent prison  at  Glasgow,  which  he  had 
read  with  the  greatest  interest.  All  these 
joined  with  one  voice  in  stating  it  to  be 
their  decided  opinion,  after  great  practical 
experience,  that  imprisonment  had  far 
more  terrors  than  transportation.  Mr. 
Miller  said  that  he  had  found  that  cri- 
minals would  far  rather  be  sent  abroad 
to  a  penal  settlement  for  ten  years, 
than  imprisoned  for  ten  weeks  in  their 
own  country.  Then,  what  was  the  ex- 
pense of  transportation  ?  Not  less  than 
half  a  million  sterling.  What  would  be 
the  cost  of  keeping  those  same  persons 
in  confinement  in  this  country  for  two 
years  ? — 300,000?.  If  the  punishment  of 
transportation  did  not  deter  men  more, 
but  less,  than  imprisonment — if  it  were  the 
more  expensive  of  the  two,  then  it  was 
wrong  in  every  point  of  view — in  its  greater 
cost,  in  its  effects  upon  the  penal  settle- 
ment, and  in  not  deterring  from  the  com- 
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.M.a;'^'.  Asul  lluTi't'oni  ! 

.  u.  .'iiivi  Hii*  prudiUH'd 
.^■,1  ..  Muut'ihiiiiMit,  which 
M.  -^*  {Mii|Ktso  of  ilo- 
vv'u.  '»»•■"  '-vi"**'"***!  ?  If  they 
..I  lua.  I'K*  »i»^'"^d  at  all  cviMita 
.ii.ki.  .'U'«c  whom  thoy  did  punish  j 
»^u  "»**^*"  *^''^*  K*  ^^>**^  punishmoiit,  j 
H.ui»  '•'»^7  found  them.  That  was  i 
K....i»i»'*«  ^'-^'^  ^'*  *^*®  Govornmont  to- 
KS'O  i.iImvvIh  who  committed  crime;  . 
vi\  that  a  man  furfcited  hi  a 
i!ivf  Attentiun  iif  a  (Jovernmcnt 
rn^'i'**^*  ^^^  ^'^*^  been  a  criminal,  wan  ukmi- 
.;  i  K-,j.^.  \"d  vet  tliey  did  in  etiect  say  hu.  To 
^s  r.'ihuii;  of  thi*  mnnher  whom  they  trans- 
tvjii^i.  lhi*re  were  IM^O(K)  whom  they  \\i\- 
M!ia"\  imprisoned,  and  after  tlieir  sentences 
V«d  rxpu'tMl  they  tnrnc<l  them  nut  u]>on  tlie 
«fe\>ild.  l^iit  had  impridonment  made  them 
tviii'i  *.  Hud  imprisonment  ke]tt  them 
frtmi  lieinij  any  worse  tlian  they  were  ln'- 
fore  i  Had  not  imprisonment  necessarily, 
til  uinetv-nine  cn-«'s  nut  of  every  hundml, 
loosened  tliein  in  ]Miiiit  of  nioral-^  i  If  he 
wanted  to  jiriivc  fliat  thoy  had.  he  should 
refer  tlu'm  to  tlm-^i'  fnurtivn  juvenile  nf- 
fiMiders  taken  at  random  out  of  ;'il,M0O 
criminals  hy  tli«*  maLci--*trate-«  at  Liverpool, 
every  one  of  whom  h:id  comntitted  re- 
]K'ated  offenee>;  arnl  ynuihs  of  nine,  ten. 
eleven,  and  twi-lvi',  the  niai;i*<trate'i  .-^liowrd, 
Iiad  been  arri-^t>'d.  snnu-  nf  tlnin  twenty- 
two,  anil  enn\ii-toil  ninctoi'ii  tinii-<.  Thi* 
•jrent  di-ML'n  i«f  irnpriHinmrnr  -hould  U' 
lint  oidy  til  dcti-r  a^  to  tln'  futnro,  hut  ti» 
produce,  if  a  I  all  ]iosaihlc,  i;omc  mond  cf- 
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.  .  .ti.ii'.iii*  ef  his  sentiMK-i-, 

1  •*  .•'.■ntimnient  cxpireil, 

.     »  :•  •! .  H  :c:i   ULTuin  thrown  on 

...     .  .  ■•■    '.-.•    I -t.- Slow  hhn.^elf.      lie 

.   .:    •  *i    K*  character  niarn-d     ho 
.,  ..      .«.'.  ■.!•  .  icounter  the  indillVrence  of 
..     :t*ii.\    o.'ii::e\ions — he   went   out  dis- 
,  .M...'.  k.iii  -Lcvrnidiil  in  bis  own  eyes,  and 
......»i.'i\  \\\xi  was  the  very  worst   feature 

.1  1 1-  w'l'.ilo  ca**».  as  it  mi^ht  previ'ut  any 
\'  i  i;on  to  resti»ro  himself  to  that  srlf- 
opccc  which  he  once  possessed,  and  per- 
'.ia^i6  well  maintained;  for  when  a  man  did 
i'o>«%*ss  self-rcftpcct  in  his  own  lyes  it  was 
calculated  to  infuse  that  eneriry  which 
would  ultimately  ]»ut  an  end  to  the  self- 
dohasument  and  d(*i;radation  whirh  his 
crimes  had  thrown  over  and  around  hnii. 
The  poor  criminal  Wi*nt  tmt  drhased  in  his 
own  v\v}f^^  disjjraced  in  the  eyi'?«  of  the 
community,  and  deserted  by  friend*  and 
reflations,  who  lo'>kcd  upon  hi**  cnuduct  a-* 
havinir  inflicted  on  them  a  stain  and  a  dis- 
grace. As  to  tht*  means  of  future  suh- 
sistenco,  see  how  the  criminal  wa-  placed. 
What  masttT  would  employ  him  ?  Who 
would  take  him  into  his  family  t  The 
sti^na  resto<l  u|Hin  him.  and  there  ho  stoiHl 
an  outcast  from  man.  Look  at  the  fra'»N. 
as  well  as  at  the  conviet^ — aiul  would  it 
not  be  a  wonder  and  astonishment  if  they 
over  jiri»duced  a  small  quantity  of  jriNMl  on 
tho  mind  or  on  the  hahits  of  the  crimi- 
nal and  if  the  discipline  diil  proiluce  any 
•jood  on  its  inmates,  they  wrre  hut  t<M» 
likely  to  relapse  whi-n  permittfil  a«^ain  to 
;j:o  forth  to  tin*  worhl.  Such  wn^,  in  his 
opinion,  tlie  conseipienee  of  ^Imrl  imprison- 
ment. Mr.  Hill  had  iriven  it  a**  the  re-ult 
«>f  his  «di4(rvation  anil  0\]>tTioni*e.  in  hi-^ 
ndmiralde  rejMirt  to  the  Law  Anii-ndnitnt 
Siirlety:  ami  Mr.  Pin  Taylor  full\  UL'reoil 
with  him  in  hi-*  repurl  to  the  same  siK-ii-iy. 
that  short  ]M-riMiN  of  iiuprioiinmeiit  wi>re 
hoth  futili*  anil  impolitir;  and  for  thi^  na- 
Min.  ^^liieh  w.i^  ^^  obvioU'*  a  nue  a<  couM 
]i,.  sii^r.^o^ted.  that  ••urh  |MT'«ono  win*  •.un- 
to rel.ip-'  airain  into  their  had  hahit-.  fnim 
tho  inipre-^ion  that  hy  thiir  cniiihi't  tlo  y 
wore  cut  olf.  if  not  fur  i-vi-r.  \*  t  Tt  a  l'»n-; 
time,  from  ihi-ir  fornoT  frii-iitU  and  imh- 
no\ion«.  ]iU(  if  mean-  had  lui-ii  a<hipT(il 
to  improve  the  criniirial  -  to  iiii]-ri«vf  hi- 
moral-  and  eharacliT  t-i  t^a*  h  hii.i  v* 
^uhdiic  hi-  had  pa-'«l"n»-  i"  hrin^'  dnwn 
hi-  iTuilty  fii-linvr-  in  make  hiMi  a  «i'M- 
-civiili"U-,  ri'a-"iialiii*.  .'UmI  wi  11  ih.iiksiiL.' 
|H.T4uu — and,  abou'  all  ibinijs,  to  iiujirc-s 
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on  him  that  he  was  for  a  long  time  to  he 
cut  off  from  his  former  associates— such  a 
proceeding  could  not  be  without  a  bene- 
ficial effect.  But  if  the  criminal  knew  that 
after  the  expiration  of  six  weeks,  or  of  two 
or  three  months,  that  he  was  to  be  con- 
fined only  for  sixty  or  ninety  days,  when 
he  should  go  forth  to  exercise  his  liberty 
of  action — when  he  looked  on  confinement 
as  being  for  a  short  period — ^he  never  would 
think  of  his  own  reformation.  He  was  too 
apt  to  say,  '*  It's  only  for  a  short  time  ; 
every  day  diminishes  the  number;  they 
will  soon  pass  away,  and  then  all  will  be 
well  again."  Short  periods  of  confinement 
made  the  criminal  harder  instead  of  better 
— that  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hill.  The 
question,  then,  was,  how  could  they  make 
imprisonment  reformatory,  instead  of  be- 
ing, as  it  was  at  present,  injurious  to  the 
character  of  the  inmates  ?  Next,  what 
means  should  be  adopted  to  prevent  the 
criminal,  at  the  end  of  his  sentence,  from 
falling  into  his  former  evil  courses  ?  For- 
tunately, they  were  not  without  experience 
on  these  points.  It  was  most  honourable 
to  the  character  of  the  Germans,  that  they 
had  had,  for  the  last  ten  or  twelve  years, 
&n  admirable  institution,  near  Hamburgh, 
for  the  reformation  of  criminals;  and,  what 
was  most  honourable  to  Frenchmen,  who 
were  not  influenced  by  that  false  or  mis- 
placed pride  which  would  prevent  them 
from  following  a  foreign  example,  they  had 
established  a  similar  institution  in  Mettray, 
the  results  of  which  experiment  were  as 
satisfactory  as  could  be  expected.  Hav- 
ing, however,  very  great  national  pride  as 
an  Englishman,  he  (Lord  Brougham)  be- 
lieved that  neither  of  those  institutions 
were  the  first  of  their  kind,  as  an  excel- 
lent establishment  of  a  similar  charac- 
ter had  existed  at  Dunsmore,  in  Warwick- 
shire for  more  than  twenty-eight  years. 
Warwickshire  had- the  distinguished  honour 
of  setting  the  example  of  acting  on  a  sound 
and  humane  principle,  the  reformation  of 
poor  criminals.  To  show  the  effects  of  those 
experiments,  he  would  take  the  French  in- 
stitution, as  affording  more  details.  The 
one  at  Mettray  was  first  established  in 
1839,  and  since  that  period  521  boys  had 
been  admitted.  The  mode  of  proceeding 
was,  they  must  be  all  male  convicts,  under 
sixteen  years  of  age  :  they  were  not  kept 
in  actual  confinement ;  for  the  fear  of  im- 
prisonment was  always  held  over  their 
neads,  as,  if  they  behaved  ill,  they  were 
again  sent  back  to  prison.  The  whole 
were  distributed  into  families^  each  con* 


sisting  of  a  master,  two  assistants,  and 
forty  convicts;  the  master  was  one  of  the 
oflScers  of  the  establishment ;  the  two  as- 
sistants, who  were  called  brethren,  were 
convicts  themselves,  and  were  chosen  by 
the  rest,  and  no  instance  had  ever  been 
known  in  which  an  unworthy  choice  had 
been  made.  They  were  all  taught  some 
useful  branch  of  industry;  the  majority  of 
them  were  instructed  in  agriculture  and 
gardening;  their  recreation  consisted  of 
military  exercise  and  gymnastics;  and  they 
were  periodically  addressed  on  the  subjects 
of  practical  religion  and  morality;  they  aU 
regularly  attended  public  worship;  their 
food  and  clothing  were  of  a  plain  descrip- 
tion; they  slept  in  dormitories,  and  were 
under  the  constant  superintendence  of  the 
master  and  the  two  assistants.  What  was 
the  result  of  all  this  ?  521  male  convicts 
had  been  received  into  that  institution  since 
its  establishment  in  1839  ;  of  those  seven- 
teen died;  and  twelve  only  were  sent  back 
to  prison.  What  a  fearful  contrast  did 
that  present  with  the  case  of  juvenile  of- 
fenders in  Liverpool  —  twelve  only  were 
sent  back  to  prison,  144  were  placed  out 
in  various  situations,  and  the  remainder 
were  still  in  the  establishment.  He  would 
call  forth  the  144  to  elicit  some  facts.  Of 
the  144,  seven  relapsed,  nine  were  of 
doubtful  character,  but  the  remaining  128 
— a  large  proportion  of  the  144 — conduct- 
ed themselves  to  the  full  satisfaction  of 
their  employers  and  of  the  managers  of  the 
institution.  What  said  the  magistrates  of 
Liverpool  ?  Of  the  fourteen  cases  he  had 
referred  to,  there  was  not  one  who  had  not 
committed  seven  different  offences  since 
his  first  committal.  The  French  Govern- 
ment had  liberally,  even  munificently,  sup- 
ported the  Mettray  institution  by  grants  of 
money;  it  was  also  aided  by  private  bene- 
volence; it  had  also,  to  a  certain  degree, 
support  from  the  work  and  labour  of  the 
convicts  themselves — a  rule  which  never 
should  be  lost  sight  of.  Besides  the  one  at 
Mettray,  there  had  been  twelve  others  of  a 
similar  character  established  in  France, 
which  were  founded  in  consequence  of  the 
great  success  that  attended  the  original  in- 
stitution. He  owned,  that,  if  he  were  ani- 
mated with  feelings  of  rivalry  towards 
France — if  he  were  animated  by  those  na- 
tional feelings  of  rivalry  which  pervaded 
the  bosoms  of  Englishmen — those  national 
feelings  would  lead  him  more  to  envy  the 
French  people  for  the  erection  and  useful- 
ness of  such  institutions,  than  from  any 
glory  they  might  have  derired  firom  their 
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Algerian  colonics,  from  their  Spanish 
marriages,  or  even  for  all  that  redounded 
to  the  glory  of  Napoleon.  He  envied 
them  for  what  they  nad,  and  which  this 
country  wanted  —  those  noble  and  use- 
ful institutions,  lie  hoped  and  prayed 
that  ere  long  there  would  bo  an  end  to 
those  trifling  and  personal  differences  which 
had  their  origin  in  mere  trumpery  ob- 
jects, and  that  they  might  give  themselves 
up  to  the  promotion  of  objects  of  greater 
interest  and  importance.  He  did  not  care 
who  was  in  the  right,  whether  M.  Ouizot 
or  his  noble  Friend.  lie  wished  they 
were  both  in  the  right,  or,  if  possible,  that 
they  were  both  in  the  wrong ;  he  cared 
not  which,  but  he  wished  to  see  an  end  to 
those  differences.  He  was  heartily  sick  of 
them ;  and  his  hope  was  that  the  peace  of 
this  country,  and  of  Europe,  and  of  the 
world,  would  not  be  allowed  to  hang  in 
suspense  on  any  such  trumpery  matters. 
Let  us  rather  rival  their  noble  and  gener- 
ous nature  by  imitating  them  in  the  erec- 
tion of  twelve  establishments  similar  to 
Mettray,  and  thus  taking  the  first  step  to- 
wards the  amendment  of  our  criminal  law, 
which  would  be  the  first  real  attempt  that 
had  ever  been  made  since  we  had  a  crimi- 
nal law.  He  would  not  then  enter  largely 
on  those  matters,  except  by  referring  to 
one  or  two  facts  as  additional  evidence  of 
the  necessity  of  some  amelioration  of  the 
system  pursued  in  this  country.  A  most 
excellent  clergyman,  the  Rev.  John  Clay, 
the  chaplain  of  the  Preston  prison,  exa- 
mined the  cases  of  1,050  prisoners.  Just 
observe  the  state  in  which  all  of  them 
were — 5G2  of  the  number  were  utterly  un- 
able to  write,  22G  wore  unable  to  read ;  so 
that  788  of  the  1,050  were  in  a  state  of 
utter  ignorance.  Only  see  the  effect  of 
this  ignorance;  514,  nearly  the  one  half, 
did  not  know  the  names  of  the  months — 
527  did  not  know  the  Queen's  name — al- 
though now  nearly  ten  years  the  reigning 
Monarch  of  the  Empire — 290  were  utterly 
incai>able  to  understand  the  words  "  vir- 
tue, •*vice.**  "guilt,**  ••sin,**  yet  they 
knew  what  was  the  import  of  the  words 
'*  thieving,**  **  picking  pockets;**  but  when 
the  clergyman  spoke  to  them  of  "virtue'* 
and  "vice,**  he  spoke  in  an  unknown 
tongue — G2  of  them  could  not  count  100; 
242  could  read  and  write  a  little ;  of  the 
whole  1,050  only  20,  or  two  per  cent,  could 
bo  said  to  have  had  any  education.  While 
ho  was,  as  was  well  known,  the  warm 
friend  of  education,  there  was  no  inconsis- 
tency in  liifl  saybg,  that  unless  odocatioii 


had  a  moral  and  religious  direction,  it  was 
with  him  a  matter  of  doubt  whether  to  be 
able  merely  to  read  was  not  productive  of 
more  harm  than  good.  It  gave  but  the 
power  to  read  those  detestable  and  demo- 
rahsing  productions  which  teemed  from 
the  press  to  promote  the  detestable,  the 
sordid  objects  of  writers  and  publishers. 
Those  who  had  the  mere  power  to  read, 
perused  only  the  narratives  of  banditti,  of 
swindlers,  of  thieves;  they  filled  their 
minds  with  that  species  of  information 
which  only  polluted,  and  which  proceeded 
from  the  polluted  press  of  this  country — 
and  not  only  from  the  press  of  this  coun- 
try, but  also  from  the  press  of  Paris.  It 
was  to  him  a  matter  of  astonishment  and 
disgust  that  that  enlightened  capital  should 
issue  publications  which,  while  m  many  in- 
stances they  were  of  an  order  suited  to 
the  superior  forms  of  life,  yet  had  within 
them  poison,  secretly  and  ingeniously  ela- 
borated. But  to  return.  It  appeared 
that  the  proportion  of  persons  who  were 
convicted  in  North  Lancashire,  which  was 
an  agricultural  district,  was  as  1  to 
1,100,  and  the  proportion  in  South  Lan- 
cashire as  1  to  500;  and  that  was  % 
necessary  consequence  between  those  who 
lived  in  agricultural  districts  and  those  who 
lived  in  manufacturing  districts,  between 
living  in  the  country  and  living  in  towns. 
When  they  considered  the  immense  extent 
of  the  manufacturing  districts  at  present, 
they  could  not  now  go  on  with  the  same 
system  of  legislation  they  did  formerij; 
they  coidd  not  proceed  in  the  same  coarse 
of  punishment,  with  a  view  to  refonn  of- 
fenders, that  was  pursued  in  former  times. 
Since  the  days  of  the  inventions  of  Ark- 
wright.the  importation  of  cotton  had  increas- 
ed from  5,000,000 lbs.  to  333,000,000 lbs.; 
the  cotton  factories  also  professed  having 
increased  eighty-two  fold.  Instead,  there- 
fore, of  having  only  a  few  thousand  opera- 
tives employed,  there  were  now  800,000; 
some  said  1 ,500,000.  There  were  at  pre- 
sent 300,000  hand-loom  weavers.  Why 
did  he  recite  those  facts  ?  For  this  reason, 
tliat  machinery  was  constantly  invading 
manual  power;  there  was  a  perpetual 
struggle  going  on  between  both.  God  for- 
bid ^at  he  should  object  to  machinery, 
because  the  more  machinery  carried  the 
day,  the  more  men  would  get  employment, 
and  that  in  the  end  would  be  an  advantage 
to  the  factories  and  to  the  workmen.  Ay, 
but  not  immediatelv ;  there  would  be  an 
intenal.  When  the  power-looms  threw 
100,000  haod-loom  weftvers  ool  of  work. 
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and  when  a  single  boy  or  girl  could  do  four 
times  as  much  as  the  strongest  man  by  the 
power-loom,  there  was  of  necessity  an  in- 
terval, untQ  the  effects  were  allowed  time  to 
subside,  and  there  was  now  going  on  the 
same  struggle  between  those  two  powers, 
the  power  of  machinery  and  that  of  manual 
power.  What  was  the  consequence  of  that 
struggle  before  ?  Those  who  were  thrown 
out  of  employment  were  prone  to  get  into 
bad  practices,  for  it  was  a  grievous  con- 
sideration  that  those  who  were  employed  in 
factories,  at  the  rate  of  258.  or  30«.  a  week, 
made  no  provision  for  the  **  bad  day;'*  and 
the  consequence  was,  when  thrown  out  of 
employment,  they  fell  into  bad  habits.  But 
such  conduct  on  their  parts,  so  far  from 
being  an  apology  for  their  Lordships  to 
dispense  with  their  duty,  was  a  reason  why 
it  should  be  sedulously  and  diligently  per- 
formed; and  therefore  he  asked  that  the 
criminal  law  should  be  so  modified  as  to 
make  it  subservient  to  the  reformation  of 
criminals.  That  object  would  be  best  ac- 
complished by  deterring  from  guilt;  but 
where  guilt  was  found,  they  ought  not  only 
to  reform  the  offender,  but  to  make  such 
provision  that  the  criminal  who  sinned  once 
should  have  afforded  to  him  some  means  of 
avoiding  its  repetition.  It  was  with  that 
view  he  brought  that  most  important  sub- 
ject before  their  Lordships.  If,  therefore, 
their  Lordships  agreed  with  him — if  they 
agreed  in  the  sentiments  put  forth  by  the 
petitioners — if  they  thought  the  time  was 
come  when  they  ought  to  apply  themselves 
to  the  amendment  of  the  administration  of 
the  criminal  law,  and  particularly  that  law 
as  it  regarded  prison  discipline  and  the  re- 
formation of  prisoners — particularly  as  to 
the  mode  that  should  be  adopted  in  dealing 
with  offenders — then  their  Lordships  would 
be  prepared  for  the  proposition  he  was 
about  to  submit,  which  was,  that  they 
would  comply  with  the  prayer  of  those  ex- 
cellent and  worthy  petitioners,  the  wealthy 
and  enlightened  magistrates  of  Liverpool, 
by  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to  take 
into  consideration  that  most  important  sub- 
ject the  amendment  of  the  criminal  law. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  was  most 
anxious  to  express  his  concurrence  in  what 
had  fallen  from  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend — that  the  thanks  of  that  House 
and  of  the  country  were  due  to  those  ma- 
gistrates who  had  brought  under  their 
consideration  the  information  which  was 
embodied  in  their  petition.  And  he  also  felt 
It  his  duty  to  thank  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  for  his  able  and  perspicuous  state- 


ment. There  was  nothing  which  so  much 
demanded  the  serious  consideration  of  that 
House  as  the  continual  increase  of  juvenile 
crimes.  While  strict  prison  discipline  was 
necessary,  and  while  it  might  have  done 
good,  yet  some  effectual  measures  were  re- 
quired to  check  this  alarming  increase  of 
crime.  A  child  of  the  age  of  nine  years, 
who  had  no  education,  was  sent  out  by  its 
unnatural  parent  to  commit  offences.  The 
child  was  taken  in  the  fact,  it  was  sent 
into  prison — there  it  was  allowed  to  remain 
for  three  or  six  weeks,  or  perhaps  for  two 
months,  before  it  was  brought  to  trial,  sub- 
jected to  all  the  influence  of  evil  example  ; 
then  the  form  of  impannelling  a  jury  was 
gone  through  ;  twelve  men  were  appointed 
to  investigate  the  case  of  a  child — who 
was  charged  with  a  petty  theft,  perhaps 
not  amounting  in  value  to  one  penny.  Thus 
was  stamped  on  the  brow  of  that  iiiant  the 
word  ••  felon,*'  and  from  that  moment  he 
only  progressed  in  infamy.  The  matter 
demanded  inquiry.  They  were  told  that 
the  experiment  at  Mettray,  in  which  there 
were  located  500  persons,  had  succeeded  ; 
but  they  had  no  information  whether  those 
criminals  were  received  as  they  came  to  the 
institution,  or  whether  a  selection  for  ad- 
mission had  been  made  from  among  the 
offenders.  But  whatever  was  the  course 
that  might  have  been  taken,  the  results  as 
stated  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
were  gratifying.  He  was  most  anxious  for 
inquiry ;  but  there  was  another  thing 
which  it  was  necessary  to  do.  You  must 
try  and  convince  the  people  of  this  country 
that  it  was  possible  for  prisoners  to  be 
thoroughly  reformed  :  unfortunately,  the 
general  feeling  of  this  country  was,  that 
when  a  man  was  once  convicted  he  could 
not  get  employment.  He  knew  a  remark- 
able instance  of  this.  A  man  had  com- 
mitted some  offence,  for  which  he  was 
sentenced  to  be  transported,  but  he  was 
committed  to  Pentonville  prison  ;  he  there 
showed  symptoms  of  reformation,  and  his 
conduct  was  so  good  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  induced  to  grant  him  a  pardon. 
Some  one  afterwards  recommended  him  to 
a  railway  company — ^he  would  not  name 
the  company — from  whom  he  obtained  an 
appointment  as  porter.  His  conduct  was 
so  good,  that  at  the  end  of  six  months  he 
was  promoted,  and  had  his  wages  increased. 
A  month  after,  an  ill-natured  busybody 
told  the  directors  of  the  company  that  this 
man  had  been  convicted  of  felony  ;  the 
consequence  was  he  was  dismissed.  It 
was,  therefore,  necessary,  not  only  to  re- 
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form  oriminalB,  bat  to  show  the  public  tbat 
tbej  could  bo  reformed,  and  that  they  were 
reformed  ;  that  they  might  have  the  op- 
portunity to  earn  for  themselves  an  honest 
uvelihood.  It  would  not  do,  however,  to 
take  a  boy  of,  say  twelve  years  of  age, 
■upposo  from  the  Parkhurst  prison,  to  the 
institution  you  might  establish,  and  when 
reformed  to  put  him  in  a  better  position 
than  the  boy  who  had  never  offended.  By 
such  a  proceeding  they  might  only  get 
themselves  into  a  worso  scrape.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  stated  that  the  idea  of 
transportation  had  not  any  great  effect  on 
the  minds  of  criminals.  He  was  not  the 
advocate  of  transportation;  but  from  what 
came  to  his  own  knowledge,  offenders  had 
a  great  dislike  to  leave  the  country  :  they 
dreaded  transportation  more  than  any  other 
punishment.  Offenders  when  sentenced  to 
transportation  often  fell  into  fits,  from 
which  they  did  not  recover  imtil  the  next 
morning  ;  they  did  not  like  to  be  sent  out 
of  the  land  of  their  birth  ;  the  reciprocal 
affection  of  tho  father  and  the  condemned 
son,  and  of  the  wife  and  the  condemned  hus- 
band, was  as  strong  in  those  criminals  as 
it  was  in  those  who  never  offended  against 
any  law.  He  had  seen  many  offenders 
sentenced  to  transportation  bitterly  weep 
on  the  mention  of  the  names  of  their  wives 
and  children,  at  the  idea  of  perpetual  se- 
paration. The  effect  produced  was  great 
indeed.  Ho  should  be  glad  if  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  carried  out  this  inquiry — it 
waa  of  enormous  importance  that  existing 
evils  should  bo  remedied.  He  had  so 
strong  a  feeling  on  the  subject,  that  he  pre- 
sented many  petitions  in  tho  course  of  the 
last  year,,  praying  that  some  means  might 
be  devised  to  promote  the  reformation  of 
criminals  after  they  were  discharged  from 
prison.  He  hoped  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  confine  the  inquiry  to  one 
subject,  but  that  he  would  embrace  all  that 
was  necessary  to  secure  all  the  important 
objects  contemplated.  He  did  not  like 
that  part  of  tho  plan  of  tho  Mettray  estab- 
lishment which  allowed  4(K)  or  5<)()  indivi- 
duals to  sleep  in  dormitories.  He  would 
prefer  separate  rooms,  as  it  was  of  import- 
ance to  make  those  arrangements  which 
would  prevent  prisoners  from  getting  worse. 
He  would  apologize  for  trespassing ;  but 
ho  could  not  allow  the  opportunity  to  pass 
without  pressing  tho  subject  on  their  Lord- 
ships* attention. 

Karl  GRHY  said,  tho  subject  was  one 
of  the  very  dc't»po»t  inten^st,  and  he  had 
tho  satisfaction  of  stating,  that  a  few  days 


ago  he  had  presented  pMera  which  he 
trusted  would  be  delirerea  to-morrow  or 
next  day,  and  which  would  show  that  it 
waa  one  that  had  not  escaped  the  most 
anxious  consideration  of  Her  Migesty's  Go- 
vernment. It  would  be  found  that  many 
of  the  views  which  had  been  stated  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  were  the  same 
as  those  on  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  act.  The  necessity  of  a  reform 
of  the  existing  system  with  respect  to  the 
class  of  offenders  referred  to,  was  so  clear, 
that  he  apprehended  there  could  not  bo  a 
difference  of  opinion  on  that  point ;  and  he 
was  enabled  to  state  that  a  Bill  would 
almost  immediately  be  brought  in  in  the 
other  House  giving  the  necessary  legisla- 
tive power  for  the  reforms  wanted. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  inquired  why  tho 
Bill  should  not  bo  introduced  in  that 
House? 

Earl  GREY  said,  there  was  no  reason, 
except  that  the  subject  came  within 
the  department  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  in 
the  other  House,  and  that,  therefore,  it 
was  more  likely  to  be  introduced  there. 
With  regard  to  the  system  for  the  re- 
formation of  juvenile  offenders  in  prac- 
tice abroad,  and  which  his  noble  Friond 
had  so  eulogized,  he  wotdd  observe  that 
the  state  of  the  law  was  such  as  to  impede 
its  adoption  here.  Here,  a  boy's  being 
withdrawn  from  prison  to  be  put  into  one 
of  those  reformatory  institutions,  implied 
his  being  pardoned  ;  and,  as  if  he  were 
discharged  for  ill  conduct,  ho  could  not  be 
sent  back  to  prison,  a  premium  on  mis- 
conduct was  offered  him.  The  roverse  was 
the  case  in  France  ;  and  one  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  to  which  he  had  referred, 
would  be  to  alter  the  law  in  this  respect. 
By  the  late  Minute  of  the  Privy  Council 
on  Education,  also,  it  was  proposed  to  es- 
tablish what  would  be  called  **  penal 
schools*'  in  London,  to  which  not  merely 
children  guilty  of  offences  would  be  sent, 
but  also  the  children  of  vagrants.  In  the 
papers  which  he  had  laid  on  the  Table, 
they  would  also  find  that  a  great  alteration 
was  proposed  in  the  system  of  transpor- 
tation. The  whole  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  these  subjects,  had  been  detailed 
in  a  letter  written  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Home  department  and 
himself,  which  would  also  be  found  in  these 
papers ;  and  in  them  would  also  bo  found 
an  account  of  the  results  of  the  system  of 
transporUtton,  espccialW  to  Norfolk  Island, 
which  he  feared  would  make  their  Lord- 
ships shudder. 
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Lord  BROUGHAM  rose  again  to  sup- 
ply an  omission.  He  had  omitted  to  state 
that  Captain  Maconochie  was  of  opinion 
that  the  imprisonment  of  juvenile  offenders 
ought  to  be  regulated,  not  by  time,  but  by 
their  own  conduct.  He  would  have  a  sys- 
tem of  marks,  and  by  the  acquisition  of 
good  marks  a  convict  might  be  enabled  to 
work  out  his  own  release.  No  doubt  offend- 
ers must  be  condemned  for  a  certain  time; 
but  they  might  be  permitted  to  reduce  that 
time  by  evidences  of  reformation.  He 
agreed  with  Mr.  Hill  in  thinking  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  sentenced  to  too  short  a 
period  of  imprisonment,  in  order  to  leave  a 
useful  power  in  the  hands  of  those  who  had 
the  care  of  them.  The  plan  was  ingenious, 
and  he  thought  that  no  small  advantage 
might  be  derived  from  it.  At  all  events, 
every  one  must  ackuowledge  that  Mr. 
Hill's  plan  was  a  step  in  the  right  direo-, 
tion.  One  of  the  magistrates  of  Birming- 
ham, who  had  paid  much  attention  to  this 
subject,  was  in  the  habit  of  sending  for  the 
guardians,  or  those  who  had  the  care  of 
the  young  offenders  whom  it  happened  to 
be  his  duty  to  sentence  ;  and  when  he 
found  them  to  be  persons  of  any  respect- 
ability, he  exacted  from  them  a  promise, 
which  they  usually  fulfilled,  that  they 
would  watch  over  the  conduct  of  the  child 
who  had  been  been  betrayed  into  the  com- 
mission of  a  guilty  act.  He  then  imposed 
a  nominal  fine,  and  dismissed  the  convict 
with  an  admonition.  This  system  had  for 
some  years  been  in  operation;  and  the  re- 
sult of  inquiries  upon  the  subject  had 
shown  that  greater  improvement  was  ef- 
fected by  it  than  by  imposing  long  terms 
of  imprisonment. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  February  19,  1847. 

lliwuT*8.]  Public  DfLLS.  —  Reported.  —  Brewing  firora 
Sugar:  DiitllHng  from  Sugar. 

PgTiTioxs  PRBSCNTBO.  From  Brltiah  and  Foreign  Anti- 
SUTcry  Society,  against  the  Use  of  Slave-grown  Sugar  in 
Breweries  and  Distilleries,  as  promoting  Slavery.— By  the 
Earl  of  MouDtcashel,  from  Killamey,  ftyr  Repeal  of  the 
FofTty-fburth  Section  of  the  Poor  Relief  (IreUnd)  Aet, 
and  for  the  Adoption  of  such  other  Provisions  as  will 
reoder  Property  throughout  the  Poor  Law  Unions  in  Ire- 
fanid  flub}eet  to  a  Uniform  Rate  of  Taxation  for  the  Sup- 
port of  the  Destitute  Poor  resident  therein. — From  Cork, 
for  Consolidating  the  Gaol!)  of  that  City  and  County.  — 
From  Cork,  for  Amendment  of  Munidpal  Corporations 
(Ireland)  Act,  as  to  the  Appointment  of  Sheriflk  and  Re- 
eoidns.— From  Presbytery  of  Caithness,  for  the  Adop- 
tion of  a  System  of  Registration  of  Births,  Deaths,  and 
Manii^iet  in  Scotland. — From  Kincardine,  and  other 
pbtem,  agaiast  the  Propoaed  Measure  for  Lowering  the 


Duty  on  Rum.~*From  Proprietors  of  Sugar  Estates  ia 
the  Mauritius,  in  Favour  of  the  Brewing  from  Sugar 
BiU,  and  Dbtilling  ttcm  Sugar  BUL 

RAILWAYS  IN  INDIA. 
The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  in  asking  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
if  he  were  prepared  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
copies  of  the  communications  which  had 
taken  place  between  the  Indian  authorities 
in  this  country  and  the  speculators  in  pro- 
jected railways  in  India,  he  might  as  well 
state  perhaps  what  were  the  circumstances 
which  particularly  at  the  present  moment 
induced  him  to  put  the  question.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  lately,  he 
thought  with  great  propriety,  resisted  the 
proposition  to  give  the  aid  of  Government 
to  a  great  extent  in  constructing  Irish  rail- 
ways. They  had  done  that  upon  various 
grounds,  but  more  especially  upon  financial 
grounds,  under  the  impression  that  grant- 
ing aid,  to  the  extent  solicited  at  least, 
would  have  a  most  prejudicial  effect  on  the 
money  market  and  finances  of  this  country. 
He  was  desirous  of  knowing,  then,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  were  acting  on  the 
same  principle  in  giving  answers  to  the 
requisitions  which  had  been  addressed  to 
them,  or  to  the  Indian  Government,  on  the 
subject  of  the  railways  projected  in  India. 
For  a  long  time  he  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  Government  had  no  idea  of 
giving  any  guarantee  whatever  for  any 
amount  of  interest  on  the  money  which 
might  be  expended  on  these  railways ;  but 
certainly  the  rumours  which  reached  his 
ears  some  short  time  ago  were  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  induce  him  to  entertain  very 
great  apprehensions  upon  the  subject. 
Their  Lordships  knew  that  in  this  country 
money  could  be  raised  by  the  Government 
at  about  3^  per  cent,  and  that  that  might 
be  done  to  a  very  considerable  amount  in 
successive  years  without  producing  any 
very  material  eflfect  on  the  money  market. 
But  in  India  at  the  present  moment,  he  re- 
gretted to  say,  money  could  only  be  obtain- 
ed by  the  Government  at  6  per  cent.  It 
was  but  recently  that  the  Government  of 
India  had  felt  themselves  compelled  to  open 
a  new  loan  at  5  per  cent.  Yet  it  was  un- 
derstood that  the  guarantee  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  be  proffered  to  speculators  in 
Indian  railways,  if  not  permanently,  vet 
for  a  period  of  years,  to  the  extent  of  4 
per  cent  interest  on  their  stock.  Now, 
the  House  would  at  once  see,  however 
great  might  be  the  desire  of  the  Indian 
Government  to  put  an  end  to  the  5  per 
cent  loan,  and  to  return  to  the  4  per  cent 
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loan,  that  that  in  point  of  fact  was  imprac- 
ticable whilst  money  could  be  lent  on  rail- 
way stock  at  the  same  amount  of  interest, 
with  the  same  security,  with  the  additional 
advantage  which  might  bo  derived  from 
any  excess  of  profits  beyond  the  4  per  cent, 
and  with  a  certain  advantage,  in  some  de- 
gree, of  a  share  in  the  patronage,  and,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  in  the  jobbing  which  would 
be    connected    with    these    speculations. 
Now,  let  the  House  look  at  this  question, 
and  see  what  a  serious  matter  this  would 
be,  not  only   as  affecting  the  people  of 
India,  but  the  great  mass  of  individuals 
who  vested  their  money  in  the  securities 
of  the  Government  of  that  country.     The 
effect  of  opening  the  5  per  cent  loan  was 
this:    Before   it   was   opened,  and  when 
there  was  only  a  4  per  cent  loan,  the  5  per 
cents  were  at  a  very  considerable  premium, 
and  the  4  per  cents  were,  of  course,  about 
par ;  but  the  instant  the  5  per  cent  loan 
was  opened,  the  premium  on  the  5  per  cent 
stock  disappeared,  nor  would  any  man  then 
purchase  the  4  per  cents  at  par.     They 
fell  considerably,  and  were  now  from  10  to 
12  per  cent  discount.     The  combined  ope- 
ration of  these  two  circumstances — ^the  loss 
of  the  premium  upon  the  5  per  cent  stock, 
and  the  depreciation  of  the  4  per  cent — 
caused  in  point  of  fact  a  loss  of  4,000,000/. 
or  5,000,000/.  in  the  value  of  the  funded 
debt  of  India  to  the  proprietors.     In  the 
month  in  which  he  landed  in  India,  a  5  per 
cent  loan  had  been  opened ;  but  so  low  was 
the  credit  of  the  Oovemmcnt,  that  only 
35,000/.  had  been  raised  on  the  5  per  cent; 
while  the  4  per  cents  had  fallen  to  a  great 
discount.     Within  eleven  months  he  closed 
the  5  per  cent  loan:  and  when  he  de- 
parted, he  could  have  raised  any  sum  of 
money  required,  at  4  per  cent.     He  left 
10,000.000/.  in  the  treasury,  and  had  no 
doubt  that,  with  a  little  assistance,  he  could 
have  succeeded  in  reducing  the  rate  of  in- 
terest.    Matters  were  soon  changed ;  the 
5  per  cent  loan  which  ho  closed  was  re- 
established, and  the  4  per  cents  were  at  as 
great  a  discount  as  he  found  them  on  ar- 
riving  in  India  after    the   Affglian   war. 
For  this  he  attributed    no  blame  to  the 
Indian  Government  in  respect  to  its  expen- 
diture, because  they  were  obliged  to  extend 
the  army,  and  move  large  bodies  of  men. 
These  were  necessary  expenses;  and  ho 
believed  that  the  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  financial  department  of  India,  who 
was  a  man  of  great  ability  and  hunesty, 
must  submit  witli  great  rrluctanco  to  tbt* 
neceMiity  of  opening  this  5  per  cent  loan. 


But  a  recmrence  to  a  4per  e^t  loan  would 
be  rendered  impossible  if  4  per  cent  was  to 
be  guaranteed  to  Indian  railway  companies. 
The  fault  was  in  this  country ;  and  it  was 
not  fair  to  the  people  of  India,  when  money 
could  be  raised  here  at  3|  per  cent,  that 
the  credit  of  the  Company  in  England 
should  never  be  brought  to  bear  in  aid  of 
the  credit  of  the  Company  in  India,  but 
that  the  people  of  India  should  be  obliged 
to  give  5  per  cent  for  money  to  be  remitted 
here  in  discharge  of  obligations,  thus  pay- 
ing 1^  per  cent  more  for  every  100/.  raised 
for  the  use  of  the  Indian  Government,  than 
need  be  given  in  this  country. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  ob- 
served that  the  noble  Earl  had  given  no- 
tice of  his  intention  to  put  a  question  on 
the  subject  of  railways  in  India ;  he  woold, 
therefore,  proceed  now  to  state  how  the 
matter  stood,  without  entering  into  the 
consideration  of  the  general  policy  that 
ought  to  be  pursued  in  India.  The  ques- 
tion put  to  him  was,  as  to  whether  tnere 
had  been  any  portion  of  the  public  finances 
pledged  to  the  promotion  of  railways  in 
India.  He  had  no  objection  to  produce 
any  information  that  could  be  afforded  as 
to  the  state  of  the  case.  Two  months  had 
now  elased  since  the  Board  of  Control  had 
made  known  to  companies  desirous  of  spe- 
culating in  railways  in  India,  on  what  tenns 
advances  might  be  made  in  favour  of  those 
undertakings.  Two  months,  he  said,  had 
elapsed  since  that  statement  had  been  made, 
and  no  answer  had  been  received  from  those 
companies.  This  statement  was  in  itself 
a  good  proof  that  the  terms  on  which  the 
advances  were  to  be  made,  were  not  so  very 
favourable,  or  an  answer  woold  have  boon 
received  much  sooner.  It  would,  he 
thought,  be  premature,  before  the  corre- 
spondence closed  by  an  answer  being  re- 
ceived from  the  companies,  to  lay  before 
the  country  what  were  the  terms  on  which 
those  advances  were  to  bo  made.  He  was 
sure  tliat  when  the  corres|K>ndence  was  laid 
before  the  public,  it  would  be  seen  that 
the  utmost  degree  of  caution  bad  been 
used  :  and  that  at  no  time  was  it  contem- 
plated to  make  a  loan  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  those  undertakings.  As  to  the 
general  question,  he  said  that  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  in  thinking 
that  the  same  degree  of  caution  ought  to 
be  used  with  regard  to  the  promotion  of 
railways  in  India,  on  any  insecure  founda- 
tion, IIS  in  any  other  part  uf  the  orapin*. 
When  the  correspondence  was  completed, 
he  should  state  fully  what  had  taken  place 
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witb  respect  to  the  establislunent  of  rail- 
ways in  India. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  :  He  hoped 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  give  loans 
to  Irish  railways  on  the  same  terms  as 
those  offered  to  speculators  in  Indian  rail- 
roads. He  thought  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  introduced  with  regard  to  Irish  rail- 
ways, in  another  place,  most  unfortunate; 
and  he  hoped  Ministers  would  not  afford, 
by  the  superior  facilities  they  held  out  for 
the  formation  of  railways  in  India,  an  ad- 
ditional argument  to  those  who  demanded 
a  repeal  of  the  Union. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  We 
must  wait  until  we  see  the  terms  offered  to 
Indian  speculators  to  judge  of  that. 

The  Earl  of  RIPON  observed,  that 
when  he  was  at  the  Board  of  Control,  in 
consequence  of  applications  made  to  him 
on  the  subject  of  Indian  railways,  which 
he  regarded  as  advantageous  for  the  pur- 
poses of  internal  communication  and  na- 
tional defence,  a  commission  was  sent  to 
India  to  make  certain  preliminary  inquiries. 
At  the  time  he  left  office,  the  preliminary 
inquiries  had  not  been  completed.  If  any 
decision  had  been  come  to  by  the  com- 
mission, it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
made  known. 

RAILWAYS— THE  CURRENCY. 

Lord  ASHBURTON  moved  for  the  fol- 
lowing returns : — 

"  Account  of  the  Capital  or  Stock  authorized  to 
be  raised  by  any  Railway  Companies  by  any  Acts 
passed  during  the  Two  last  Sessions  of  Parlia-* 
ment,  of  the  Amount  of  Money  actually  so  raised, 
and  of  the  Amount  remaining  to  be  paid  :  Also, 

"  Account  of  the  Sums  authorized  to  be  borrowed 
by  all  Railway  Companies  under  the  Powers  given 
them  by  any  Acts  of  the  Two  last  Sessions  of  Par- 
liament :  Also, 

"  Account  of  all  Sums  borrowed  by  all  the  se- 
veral Railway  Companies  from  the  Period  of  their 
Commencement  to  the  present  Time  ;  distinguish- 
ing each  Year,  and  stating  the  Amount  of  such 
Debt  still  outstanding ;  stating  also  the  Rate  of 
Interest  at  which  such  Sums  were  borrowed,  and 
the  several  Periods  when  the  Money  so  borrowed 
is  promised  to  bo  repaid  :  Also, 

*•  Account  of  the  Amount  which  each  of  the 
several  Railway  Companies  have  still  Power  to 
borrow  by  their  several  Acts  of  Parliament :  Also, 

••  Account  of  the  proposed  Amount  of  Capital, 
and  of  the  proposed  Power  of  borrowing,  of  all 
Railways  of  which  Notice  has  been  given  to  the 
Railway  Commissioners,  of  Bills  intended  to  be 
presented  to  Parliament  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion :  Also, 

**  Account  of  the  value  of  all  Gold  and  Silver 
Coin  and  Bullion  in  the  Bank  of  England,  and  of 
the  Bank  Notes  in  Circulation,  exclusive  of  the 
Notes  held  in  reserve  in  the  Banking  Depart- 
ment, at  the  several  Periods  when  the  Returns  are 


made  public,  from  the  Ist  January  1846  down  to 
the  latest  Period :  Also, 

"  A  Monthly  Return  of  Public  Securities  held 
by  the  Bank  of  England,  during  the  same  Period : 
Also, 

"  Return  of  the  Amount  of  discounted  Bills  by 
the  Bank  of  England,  during  the  same  Period : 
And  also, 

"  Return  of  all  Investments  by  the  Bank  of 
England  in  the  Bonds,  Debentures,  or  other  En- 
gagements for  borrowing  Money  of  any  Railway 
Company  ;  stating  the  Periods  of  such  Invest- 
ments, the  Rate  of  Interest  at  which  they  were 
made,  the  Periods  of  promised  Repayment,  and 
the  Sums  still  remaining  due  to  the  Bank." 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON  said,  that 
with  respect  to  the  first  set  of  returns  re- 
lating to  railways,  there  was  no  ohjection 
to  the  nohle  Lord's  Motion;  nor  in  re- 
ference to  the  second  set  was  there  any 
ohjection  to  the  return  of  the  value  of  the 
gold  and  silver  coin  in  the  Bank,  <kc.,  for 
that  was  information  which  was  already 
made  public.  With  respect,  however,  to 
the  three  other  returns  relating  to  the  Bank 
of  England,  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  press  for  them.  He  was  not  there 
making  any  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Bank;  but  his  noble  Friend  must  see  tha 
it  would  be  prejudicial  even  to  such  an 
establishment  as  the  Bank  of  England 
to  publish  such  information.  His  noble 
Friend's  experience  and  knowledge  in 
banking  affairs,  must  point  out  to  him  the 
injustice  of  compelling  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land to  publish  an  account  of  their  proceed- 
ings in  private  transactions,  and  to  lay 
themselves  bare  to  the  rivalry  of  joint- 
stock  and  other  banks  from  which  the 
same  information  was  not  required.  It 
was  notorious  that  this  sort  of  informa- 
tion had  been  refused  by  the  directors 
to  the  proprietors.  During  the  discussion 
of  the  Bank  Charter  Act,  ample  care  was 
taken  to  secure  the  publication  of  all  the 
infoinnation  which  was  thought  necessary; 
but  Parliament  did  not  require  the  nature 
of  the  securities  to  bo  made  known,  because 
that  might  affect  other  parties  as  well  as 
the  Bank  —  those  parties,  for  instance, 
whether  merchants  or  manufacturers,  to 
whom,  being  in  distress,  the  Bank  might 
have  lent  money.  His  noble  Friend  had 
not  brought  forward  any  charge  against 
the  Bank  of  England  for  mismanagement; 
and  he  therefore  trusted  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  assent  to  what  would 
amount  to  a  departure  from  the  Act  of 
Parliament  regulating  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land. 

Lord  ASHBURTON  said,  it  was  im- 
possible to  observe  the  effects  produced  on 
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the  ourrenoy,  without  being,  at  least, 
anxious  to  ascertain  the  latent  causes;  and 
if  the  information  he  asked  for  could  bo 
given  without  any  injury  to  the  Bank  of 
England,  it  would  be  bad  grace  in  that 
ettablishment  to  yrithhold  it.  He  would 
not  press  for  the  production  of  any  papers 
which  his  noble  Friend  opposite  might  ob- 
ject to  lay  before  their  Lordships;  but  he 
presumed  that,  instead  of  the  monthly 
returns  of  Exchequer-bills,  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  a  monthly  return  of 
the  public  securities  in  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  observed,  that  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Ashburton)  would  not 
be  justified  in  drawing  any  inference  in- 
jurious to  the  directors  of  the  Bank  of 
England  from  the  refusal  to  produce  all  the 
papers  for  which  he  had  moved.  Certain 
periodical  returns  were  obligatory  upon  the 
Bank;  but  he  (Lord  Monteagle)  thought  it 
would  be  at  least  imprudent  to  call  for  any 
other  returns  from  the  Bank,  to  which 
there  might  be  objection,  unless  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  case  was  overwhelming;  and 
he  must  confess  that  he  did  not  think  such 
necessity  now  existed. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  had  no  doubt  the 
Bank  would  not  object  to  the  production  of 
the  returns  for  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
moved.  If  any  inference  did  arise  from 
the  non-production  of  these  returns,  it  was 
possible  that  the  Bank  might  graciously 
come  forward  and  volunteer  to  produce 
them;  and  if  that  were  the  case,  he  dared 
•ay  his  noble  Friend  would  be  quite  satis- 
fied. The  withdrawal  of  the  present  Mo- 
tion would  not  prevent  the  Bank  from 
volunteering  these  returns;  and  if  they 
were  not  afforded,  ho  (Lord  Brougham) 
would  have  a  lurking  suspicion  that  the 
directors  agreed  with  the  noble  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  tliat  there  was 
•omo  reason  for  objecting  to  their  produc- 
tion. 

Lord  ASHBURTON  hoped  it  would  not 
be  supposed  that  he  had  cast  any  reflec- 
tion whatever  on  the  directors  of  the  Bank 
of  England,  who  were  most  honourable  in 
their  transactions,  and  for  whom  it  was 
impossible  fur  any  one  to  entertain  greater 
respect  than  he  did.  His  object  in  asking 
for  this  information  was  merely  to  ascer- 
tain to  whjit  extent  the  ni^ency  of  the 
Bank  had  been  earned  in  tht*  operations 
to  which  he  hatl  on  a  former  occasion  re- 
ferretl. 

The  two  first  sets  of  returns  were  then 
agreed  to ;  the  Ust  withdrawn. 


BaEWING  FROM  SUGAR  BILL-.DISTIL. 
LING  FROM  SUGAR  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  on  the  Brewing  from 
Sugar  BiU. 

The  Eabl  of  CLARENDON:  My  Lords, 
before  I  proceed  to  move  that  you  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bills  now  on  your  Lord- 
ships' Table,  I  will  take  leave  to  say  a  few 
words  with  respect  to  what  fell  from  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  the  other 
evening,  and  also  with  respect  to  what  fell 
from  my  noble  Friend  to-night,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  permanent  character  of  the 
measures  for  permitting  the  use  of  sugar 
in  breweries  and  distilleries.  My  noble 
Friend  thought  that  these  measures  ought 
to  be  of  the  same  temporary  character,  and 
for  the  same  reason,  as  the  Bill  which  was 
introduced  in  Parliament  for  permitting, 
till  the  1st  of  September  next,  the  free 
importation  of  foreign  com.  My  noble 
Friend  stated  the  other  night,  that  these 
measures  were  all  mentioned  together  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  from  the  Throne,  as 
intended  for  the  relief  of  existing  distress. 
A  limited  duration  was,  however,  confined 
to  the  Bills  for  the  suspension  of  the  Navi- 
gation and  the  Com  Laws ;  and  my  noble 
Friend  opposite,  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session,  remarked  on  the  different  charac- 
ter of  the  present  Bills,  and,  assuming  that 
they  might  be  permanent,  commented  on 
the  danger  which  might  threaten  the  agri- 
cultural interest  from  their  adoption.  Now, 
my  Lords,  although  these  Bills  may  sene 
to  prevent  a  rise  in  the  price  of  barley,  and 
to  mitigate  the  present  distress,  yet  I  am 
bound  to  say,  that  even  if  Ireland  had  not 
been  afflicted  by  famine,  the  Bill  for  ]>er- 
mitting  the  use  of  sugar  in  breweries  would 
have  been  introduced,  in  redemption  of  a 
pledge  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  the  close 
of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and  as 
an  act  of  justice  to  our  fellow-subjects  in  the 
colonics.  The  West  India  interests  were 
distinctly  promised  that  their  claims,  which 
were  put  forward,  I  must  say,  on  irresist- 
ible grounds,  to  have  their  productions 
placed  on  fair  and  equal  terms  of  consump- 
tion with  all  other  productions,  should  Ik* 
considered  at  the  earliest  period  of  the  pre- 
sent Session.  They  claimed  that  consi- 
deration of  us  not  only  as  an  act  of  jtuitice, 
!)ut  as  their  right ;  and  they  n»ferrtHl  to 
those  arguments  which  were  used  with  w> 
much  force  and  eloquence  !»y  my  n«»hle 
Friend  opposite,  when  he  brought  forward 
his  measttro  for  the  xlmisskm  of  Canadian 
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oorn  Into  this  country,  insisting  that  Canada 
should  be  treated  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
British  empire,  and  asking  a  British  House 
of  Commons  whether  it  was  wise,  or  just, 
or  generous,  that  fiscal  regulations  should 
be  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  such  an 
object.  My  Lords,  the  West  India  inter- 
ests had  some  cause  of  complaint  that  their 
reasonable  claims  were  not  taken  into  con- 
sideration earlier ;  and  it  was  nothing  but 
the  late  period  of  the  Session  at  which  the 
Government  measures  were  introduced,  and 
the  pressing  nature  of  the  business  which 
deyolved  upon  Ministers,  owing  to  all  mea- 
sures having  been  postponed  by  the  length 
of  the  com  law  debates,  as  well  as  the 
necessity  for  making  elaborate  calculations 
before  any  step  was  taken,  that  prevented 
earlier  legislation  on  the  subject.  Under 
these  circumstances.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  bound  to  be  prepared  with 
a  measure  of  a  fair  and  liberal  character, 
as  well  as  permanent  in  its  operation ;  and 
that  obligation  was  all  the  more  pressing 
because  we  had  reason  to  expect  that  it 
might  afford  some  temporary  relief  to  the 
existing  distress  at  home.  To  make  this 
measure  a  temporary  one,  so  far  from 
being  an  act  of  justice  towards  the  West 
Indies,  would  be  an  act  of  injustice,  and 
they  would  prefer  to  be  without  it.  It 
would  give  rise  to  agitation  for  the  renewal 
of  the  measure,  and  lead  to  much  gambHng 
and  speculation,  and  to  much  disappoint- 
ment and  annoyance,  if  this  measure  were 
only  to  last  till  the  1st  of  September  next. 
No  man  would  venture  to  embark  his  capi- 
tal in  the  trade  while  such  a  state  of  things 
existed ;  it  would  neither  afford  security  to 
the  colonies,  nor  to  the  brewers  and  dis- 
tillers at  home.  These,  my  Lords,  were 
the  reasons  which  induced  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  bring  forward  this  measure 
as  a  permanent  one.  And  I  think  that, 
even  as  regards  our  own  interests,  reasons 
equally  cogent  may  be  given  for  investing 
the  measure  with  a  permanent  character. 
If  we  bear  in  mind  the  course  which  legis- 
lation has  taken  for  some  time  past,  I  think 
it  may  be  concluded  that  restrictions  of 
any  kind  whatever  cannot  be  maintained 
upon  articles  of  food.  I  think  that  when 
Parliament  has  subjected  the  producer  of 
malt  to  competition  with  foreign  barley 
growers,  we  cannot  exclude  them  from 
competition  with  tho  productions  of  our 
own  colonies.  I  think  that  we  can  no 
longer  allow  a  penalty  of  2002.  to  be  levied 
on  our  brewers  for  having  the  productions 
of  our  colonies  in  their  brewhouses.     And, 


my  Lords,  it  must  not  be  kept  out  of  sight 
that  this  proposed  change  in  the  law  will 
affect  only  public  brewers,  and  not  private 
brewers.  The  private  brewer,  brewing  for 
the  consumption  of  a  large  establishment 
of  workmen  or  servants,  may  use  as  much 
sugar  as  he  pleases;  though  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  never  heard  of  sugar  being  used 
to  any  extent.  At  the  same  time  I  must 
say,  my  Lords,  that  we  are  bound  to  show 
some  good  reasons,  founded  upon  pubHo 
utility,  before  we  impose  any  restriction  on 
the  use  of  sugar  in  breweries.  Now,  with 
respect  to  revenue,  it  is  a  matter  of  indif* 
ference  whether  malt  or  sugar  be  used  in 
the  making  of  beer.  The  duty  on  a  quarter 
of  malt  is  21 5.  8d.  a  quarter,  and  228,  6d. 
is  the  duty  on  180  lbs  of  sugar,  which  is 
considered  to  be  equal  to  a  quarter  of  malt, 
at  the  very  lowest  calculation.  My  Lords, 
I  believe  this  calculation  is  too  low;  it  ia 
taken  at  200  lbs.  in  the  Bill,  and  I  believe 
that  the  latter  calculation  is  very  nearly 
correct.  I  believe  that  formerly  180  lbs. 
would  have  been  a  correct  calculation;  but 
owing  to  various  circumstances,  particu- 
larly in  consequence  of  tho  greater  skill 
attained  in  brewing,  I  behove  180  lbs.  of 
sugar  is  no  longer  equal  to  a  quarter  of 
malt :  200  lbs.  is  as  nearly  correct  as  may 
be,  though  I  have  heard  within  the  last 
few  days  the  calculation  made  at  210  lbs. 
I  will,  however,  take  the  calculation  at  180 
lbs.,  because  that  is  the  point  at  which  the 
agriculturists  consider  that  this  measure  is 
likely  to  affect  their  interests.  If,  there- 
fore, 180  lbs.  of  sugar,  paying  22s,  6d, 
duty,  displaces  a  quarter  of  malt,  paying 
21*.  Sd,  duty,  the  revenue  certainly  would 
be  a  gainer.  But  sugar  never  can  be  used 
as  a  substitute  for  malt,  except  when  the 
price  of  sugar  is  extremely  low,  or  that  of 
malt  is  extravagantly  high.  An  admixture 
of  a  certain  portion  of  sugar,  however,  in 
breweries,  is  very  advantageous;  it  facili- 
tates fermentation,  and  expedites  the  whole 
process  of  brewing;  and  if  the  beer  be  im- 
proved by  the  effect  of  this  measure,  the 
demand  for  it  would  be  improved  also,  and 
the  agricultural  interest  will  be  in  that 
sense  a  gainer.  Now,  for  some  time  past 
barley  has  risen  in  value,  and  for  some 
time  it  has  maintained  a  price  quite  unpa- 
ralleled. The  quarter  of  malt  has  been 
as  high  as  875.,  88^.,  and  895. ,  and  the 
price  of  beer  has  been  raised  Id.  a  pot; 
and  let  me  tell  your  Lordships  that  an  ad- 
dition of  20  per  cent  on  the  price  of  his 
beer,  is  no  trifling  consideration  to  a  poor 
man.     This  price  of  malt  was  so  extrava- 
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gantlj  high,  that  while  it  kept  up  to  this 
point,  some  of  the  first  houses  in  London 
actually  suspended  their  malting  opera- 
tions. Now,  if  the  use  of  sugar  had  heen 
idlowed  at  that  time,  the  price  of  heer 
would  not  have  heen  raised.  It  is,  there- 
fore, I  say,  that  in  times  like  these  this 
measure  will  not  he  of  that  ahsolutelj  nu- 
gatory character  which  my  nohle  Friend 
seemed  to  suppose  it  would  he.  Taking 
malt  at  84#.  the  quarter,  which  it  is  worth 
now,  and  deducting  therefrom  2s,  6d,,  as 
an  allowance  to  the  trade,  the  quarter  of 
malt  would  stand  at  the  price  of  S\$.  6d. 
to  the  purchaser;  and  again,  taking  sugar 
at  47*.  per  cwt.,  180  Ihs.  would  he  worth 
75$,  6d,  There  is,  therefore,  at  present 
the  difference  hetween  Sis,  6d,,  and  75$, 
6d,  in  favour  of  the  use  of  sugar  ahore  that 
of  malt — a  difference  which  I  think  may 
safely  he  afforded  at  such  a  moment  as 
this.  To  whatever  extent  this  may  act 
upon  the  price  of  grain,  your  Lordships 
would  find  in  the  present  circumstances  of 
the  country,  in  the  failure  of  the  potato 
crop,  and  the  apprehension  of  still  greater 
distress  hefore  the  summer  was  over,  suffi- 
cient reason  to  leave  nothing  undone  that 
may  have  the  effect  of  reducing  the  prices 
of  grain.  At  the  present  time,  therefore, 
this  measure  would  serve  to  mitigate  in 
some  degree  the  existing  distress;  but  in 
ordinary  times,  when  malt  is  at  60*.  the 
quarter,  sugar  at  75s,  6d,  will  bo  too  high 
for  the  purposes  of  brewing.  And,  my 
Lords,  even  if  it  were  not  too  high,  we 
have  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Whi thread,  and 
other  eminent  brewers,  given  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
which  shows  that,  under  no  circumstances, 
could  a  proportion  of  more  than  one-fourth 
or  one-third  of  sugar  be  used  in  breweries, 
without  greatly  deteriorating  the  quality 
of  the  beer.  \J\ron  the  whole,  the  tendency 
of  this  measure,  I  confidently  believe,  will 
bo  to  benefit  the  brewer  as  well  as  the 
grower  of  barley.  It  is  contended  by  the 
West  India  interest  that  (he  use  of  mo- 
lasses should  also  be  permitted;  but  wo  do 
not  think  it  expedient  to  agree  to  this  pro- 
position. The  duty  on  molasses  at  this 
moment  is  5$,  l)d.;  and  if  25i)  lbs.  of  mo- 
lasses arc  equivalent  to  a  quarter  of  malt, 
the  duty  on  molasses  must  be  raised  to  9«., 
in  order  to  make  the  duty  on  sugor  and 
molasses  equal.  But  further,  molasses 
vary  very  much  in  saccharine  strength; 
and  though  some  iMT^ons  conHidcr250  lbs. 
may  be  et^ual  to  a  quarter  of  malt,  others 
consider  260  lbs.  a  fair  equivalent.     This 


would  lead  to  the  necessity  of  haTing  an 
excise  duty  imposed  equal  to  the  difference 
between  these  rates  of  duty.  Now  the  ex- 
cise duty  would  occasion  as  much  inconve- 
nience to  the  brewer  in  the  prosecution  of 
his  business,  as  if  the  beer  duty  were  to  be 
reimposed.  I  must  say  that  I  believe  that 
the  admission  of  sugar  on  those  terms  would 
not  benefit  the  West  Indies,  because  the 
more  the  cultivation  of  sugar  is  attended 
to  in  the  colonies,  the  less  there  will  be  of 
molasses  sent  over  to  this  country.  1  now 
come  to  the  introduction  of  sugar  into  dis- 
tilleries. I  must  remind  your  Lordships 
that  at  present  sugar  is  not  permitted  to 
be  used  in  distilleries.  A  revenue  of 
5,200,000^  is  raised  from  British  spirits, 
the  duty  being  imposed  on  the  principle  of 
getting  the  greatest  possible  amount  that 
can  be  raised.  Many  attempts  have  been 
made  to  raise  the  revenue  by  increasing 
the  duty  on  spirits.  I  need  hardly  remind 
your  Lordships  that  those  attempts  have 
always  failed,  and  that  it  was  found  neces- 
sary to  reduce  them  in  order  to  prevent 
fraud  on  the  revenue.  It  is  not  thought 
right  to  mix  the  duty  on  grain  and  sugar, 
and  it  is  therefore  proposed  to  admit  the 
use  of  sugar  duty  free  in  distilleries,  only 
calling  upon  the  distiller  to  pay  an  amount 
of  duty  equivalent  to  the  duty  which  would 
be  paid  on  the  corresponding  quantity  of 
malt.  Spirits  produced  from  grain  are 
composed  of  two  parts  of  oats,  two  parts  of 
malt,  and  eighteen  parts  of  barley,  and 
the  result  of  this  distillation  is  charged 
with  a  duty  of  7s.  lOd,  per  gallon,  p/ia 
the  duty  already  paid  on  the  two  quarters 
of  malt.  It  is  proposed  that  the  spirit 
produced  from  sugar  shall  pay  the  same 
duty  as  spirit  produced  from  grain,  pins  a 
sum  equal  to  that  which  has  been  paid  on 
the  malt.  It  is  proposed  also  that  the  dis- 
tiller shall  be  permitted  to  take  the  sugar 
out  of  the  bonding  warehouse,  paying  the 
duty  on  it,  and  when  he  comes  to  pay  the 
spirit  duty,  he  shall  have  an  allowance 
made  him  equal  to  the  difference  between 
the  duty  he  had  paid  on  the  sugar,  and 
that  which  he  would  have  to  pay  on  the 
malt.  That  difference  was  calculated  at 
I4</.  per  gallon,  consequently  an  allowance 
of  I2i.  10<i.  on  the  quantity  of  spirit  which 
would  be  produced  from  1  cwt.  of  sugar 
would  be  received,  back  leaving  it  charged 
(as  we  understood)  with  the  duty  paid  on 
the  malt.  The  question,  therefore,  is  what 
is  the  amount  of  spirit  which  can  be  pro- 
duced  from  sugar.  From  171K)  to  lo]2, 
the  temporary  use  of  sugar  in  distiller ics 
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was  at  varions   times  allowed.     Calcula- 
tions were  then  made  that  11|  gallons  of 
spirit   were   produced    from    112   lbs.    of 
sugar.     In  1812,  when  the  Bill  was  pass- 
ed permitting  the  general  use  of  sugar  in 
distilleries,  and  again  in  1831,  when  the 
question  was  investigated  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  it  ap- 
peared that  11^  gallons  of  spirit  were  pro- 
duced from  112  lbs.  of  sugar.     The  Board 
of  Excise    have   also    made   experiments 
through  the  agency  of  most  experienced 
officers,    and  they  have  no  hesitation   in 
stating  that  II5  gallons  of  spirit  at  proof 
is  the  result  of  distilling  from  that  quantity 
of  sugar.     Even  since  that  time  fresh  ex- 
periments have  been  made  by  one  of  the 
most  eminent  chemists  in  London,  the  re- 
sults of  which  show  the  exactness  of  former 
experiments.     Now,  in  times  like  the  pre- 
sent, when  distilling  barley  is  about  5is, 
the  quarter,  sugar,  which  is  47^.  per  cwt., 
is  just  on  an  equality  with  barley.     But  in 
ordinary  times,  when  barley  for  distillation 
is  at  30«.  the  quarter,  which  I  think  the 
noble   Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond) will  admit  is  a  good  price  for  ordi- 
nary times,  sugar  must  be  at  Us,  to  com- 
pete with  barley — a  price  at  which  it  never 
has  been,  and  never  is  likely  to  be.     The 
competition,  therefore,  between   the   two 
articles    must   depend    on    their    relative 
prices,  and  therefore,  though  these   Bills 
are  permanent  in  their  nature,  they  must 
always  be  temporary  in   their   operation. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  agriculturists  will 
regret  this,  for  I  am  sure  that  I  can  do  the 
agricultural  body  no  greater  injustice  than 
to  suppose  that  they  wish  to  turn  to  their 
own  individual  profit  the  distress  of  their 
fellow-countrymen.  I  have  now,  my  Lords, 
endeavoured  to  state,  without  the  least  ex- 
aggeration  on    either    side,   the   reasons 
which  have  induced   the  Government   to 
bring  forward  these  measures,  and  I  have 
endeavoured  as  briefly  as  I  could  to  make 
the  subject  clear  to  your  Lordships.     I  can 
assure  my  noble  Friend,  that  if  I  thought 
any  light  could  be  thrown  upon  the  ques- 
tion, or  if  any  fresh  data  could  be  obtained, 
I  should  not  object  to  his  Motion  for  re- 
ferring the  Brewing  from  Sugar  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.    But  convinced  as  I  am 
that  the   calculations  on   which  they  are 
founded  are   quite  correct,  and   that  no 
farther  information  can  be    required  or 
obtained,   and  thinking   that   some   good 
may  be  produced  by  passing  the  measure 
without  further  delay,  I  trust  that  your 
Lordflhips  will  allow  the  Bill  to  be  con- 


sidered  in   a   Committee    of   the    whole 
House. 

[Moved — "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  it- 
self into  Committee.''] 

Lord  STANLEY:  1  hope,  before  I 
proceed  to  offer  any  comment  upon  the  ob- 
servations which  have  been  just  made  by 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon), 
that  it  will  not  be  considered  disrespectful 
in  me,  if,  in  reference  to  the  noble  Earl's 
commencing  observations,  1  once  again  call 
your  Lordships'  attention  to  the  Speech 
which  was  delivered  by  Her  Majesty  from 
the  Throne  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session.  In  that  Speech,  as  1  stated  the 
other  night,  we  were  informed  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  Parliament — 

"  To  consider  what  further  measures  are  re- 
quired to  alleviate  the  existing  distress.  I  re- 
commend to  you  to  take  into  your  serious  consider- 
ation whether,  by  increasing,  for  a  limited  period, 
the  jfacilities  for  importing  corn  from  foreign 
countries,  and  by  the  admission  of  sugar  more 
freely  into  breweries  and  distilleries,  the  supply 
of  food  may  be  beneficially  augmented." 

I  think  it  cannot  be  denied  that  when 
Parliament  met,  the  natural  and  ne- 
cessary inference  which  was  to  be  drawn 
from  that  passage  of  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  was,  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  advise 
ParHament  to  adopt  such  measures  as  were 
best  calculated  to  alleviate  the  existing  dis- 
tress— ^measures  which,  in  the  first  place, 
would  permit  the  freer  admission  of  com 
into  this  country,  as  well  as  the  freer  ad- 
mission  of  sugar  into  breweries  and  distil- 
leries. I  cannot  however,  but  repeat  the 
expression  of  my  regret  that  what  1  con- 
sider the  wise  and  judicious  recommenda- 
tions of  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  (Lord 
Ashburton),  namely,  to  keep  quite  distinct 
and  separate  those  measures  which  were 
introduced  for  the  amehoration  of  the  ex- 
isting distress,  from  those  which  were 
founded  on  a  more  general  and  permanent 
character,  have  not  been  followed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  I  am  quite  certain, 
at  all  events,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  do  this  House  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  the  justice  to  say, 
with  respect  to  those  measures  that  have 
been  laid  before  them  for  the  purpose  of 
the  alleviation  of  the  existing  distress, 
that  they  have  not  been  embarrassed  by 
any  factious  opposition — ^nay,  more,  that 
they  have  not  even  been  subjected  to  those 
questions  which,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances (and  as  they  confessed  themselves), 
they  would  be  liable.  I  think  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoYemment  must  also  admit  that 
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there  has  not  been  the  slightest  disposition 
manifested  to  interrupt,  not  even  for  a 
single  moment,  the  passing  of  those  mea- 
sures which  were  introduced  with  the  ex- 
pectation of  mitigating  or  alleviating  the 
existing  distress.  Although  it  has  not 
been  contended  that  these  measures  as  a 
whole  are  not  temj>orarj,  but  rather  per- 
manent measures,  yet  I  do  saj  if  the  Go- 
vemment  had  been  prepared  to  produce 
them  as  temporary  measures,  there  would 
be  no  occasion  for  any  discussion  whatever 
respecting  them,  nor  would  it  be  neces- 
sary to  raise  the  question  of  referring 
them  to  a  Committee.  I  am  satisfied  as 
respects  them,  and  all  the  other  measures 
which  had  for  their  object  the  alleviation 
of  the  existing  distress,  there  would  not 
have  been  a  dissentient  voice  raised  against 
them  in  either  House  of  Parliament.  I 
can  assure  your  Lordships  that  I  did  not 
intend  the  other  night  to  give  any  offence 
when  I  used  the  expression  *' under  cover;" 
still  my  opinion  is,  while  those  measures  are 
introduced  to  alleviate  the  general  distress, 
they  will  rather  effect  a  complete  alteration 
in  every  portion  of  your  commercial  policy. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  I  do  not  go  too 
far  in  saying  that  that  slight  examination 
which  your  Lordships  would  have  felt  jus- 
tified in  giving  to  a  measure  which  was  in- 
tended to  be  temporary  only,  will  not  be 
sufficient  to  justify  yon  in  passing  it  with- 
out a  sufficient,  nay,  the  very  fullest,  ex- 
amination and  information,  when  it  is 
brought  forward  as  a  measure  which,  it  is 
admitted,  will  have  an  immediate  effect  on 
the  sugar  growers  in  our  colonies  and  in 
foreign  countries,  and  on  the  barley  grow- 
ers also,  both  here  and  in  other  countries. 
On  former  occasions  there  has  not  been 
any  difficulty  experienced  in  passing  tem- 
porary measures  of  a  similar  kind.  In 
i797,  in  1803,  as  well  as  upon  several  sub- 
sequent occasions,  with  a  view  to  this  very 
case,  measures  were  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  sanctioning  the  temporary  use 
of  sugar  in  breweries  and  distilleries  ;  and 
if,  for  the  alleviation  of  the  present  dis- 
tress, the  noble  £arl  had  said,  "  We  think 
it  expedient,  for  the  next  six  months,  to 
allow  the  admission  of  sugar  into  breweries 
and  distilleries,  for,  as  the  stock  of  barley 
is  small,  it  will  be  important  to  economise 
the  stock  of  grain  (tnough  I  doubt  that 
they  would  under  such  circumstances  have 
been  able  to  effect  their  object) — even  were 
the  noble  Lord  to  propose  a  still  stronger 
step,  and  to  prohibit  the  use  of  grain  in 
distilleriet  until  the  next  iMnresly  wiiioli 


would  be  infinitely  a  more  effectual  means 
to  promote  their  purposes  than  the  present; 
if,  I  say,  such  a  course  had  been  adopted, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  obtaining 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  to  it.  The 
noble  Lord  talked  about  a  pledge  that  had 
been  made  to  the  West  India  colonies  last 
year.  What  is  that  pledge  ?  For  what 
purpose  was  it  made  ?  And  by  whom  ? 
How  was  the  Parliament  made  a  party  to 
that  pledge  ?  We  were  told  it  was  made 
at  the  close  of  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  are  we,  at  the  commencement 
of  this  Session  of  Parliament,  to  be  de- 
barred from  the  full  and  close  discussion 
of  measures  which  will  affect  the  perma- 
nent and  commercial  policy  of  this  country 
by  the  anwer  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  made  a  certain  promise  at  the 
close  of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  ?  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  enter  into 
any  such  [Aedge,  it  was  impossible  that 
they  could  do  anything  more  than  to  say 
to  the  West  Indian  colonists  that  their 
claims  would  be  taken  into  consideration. 
That  is  all  the  GovemmenI  could  do.  I  do 
not  object  to  the  fulfilment  of  that  pledge. 
I  also  say  let  those  claims  be  taken  into 
consideration  ;  but  let  us  not  accept  these 
measures  on  the  mere  declaration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Let  us  inquire 
whether  that  which  we  are  told  was  asked 
as  a  boon,  be  a  boon  ;  let  us  inquire  whe- 
ther the  tendency,  in  point  of  fact,  might 
not  be,  as  the  noble  Earl  has,  in  my 
opinion,  proved — that  the  supposed  boon 
will  be  nugatory  and  ineffectual  as  re- 
gards our  interest ;  let  it  be  ascertained 
by  inquiry  whether  what  will  be  con- 
sidered as  a  boon  to  the  West  Indian 
colonists,  will  not  be  rather  a  boon  to 
foreign  producers;  for  it  is  my  strong  im- 
pression, that  whereas  the  West  Indies 
will  really  gain  very  little  at  once  by  these 
measures ;  on  the  other  hand,  as  the  di- 
minishing weight  of  the  duty  reduced  the 
pressure  of  that  duty  on  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer, so,  more  and  more,  will  these  mea- 
sures prove  advantageous  to  the  foreign 
producer,  by  enabling  him  to  enter  into 
competition  with  the  West  Indian  co^. 
lonists;  while,  at  the  same  time,  they  will 
operate  mischievously  to  the  bariev-grower 
in  this  country.  The  noble  Earl  has  cited 
the  instance  of  the  Canadian  Com  Bill, 
and  quoted  a  speech  which  I  am  supposed 
to  have  made  in  support  of  that  measure, 
in  which  I  remonstrated  against  the  injus- 
tice of  placing  the  colonists  on  a  different 
fbotiiig  from  the  Britiah  grower*    UpoD 
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that  occasion  I  stated  that  I  had  given,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  a  pledge  to 
the  Canadians;  and  that  I  did  so  in  the 
face  of  Parliament,  and  that  Parliament 
did  assent  to  the  arrangement.  On  the 
specific  declaration  so  given,  the  Motion 
then  hefore  the  House  to  raise  Canadian 
wheat  to  the  same  footing  as  British  wheat, 
was  withdrawn,  on  the  understanding  that 
that  measure  should  be  adopted;  but  it 
was  only  to  be  adopted,  provided  certain 
measures  should  also  be  carried  out  by  the 
Canadian  Parliament,  which  was  after- 
wards done.  But  when  and  how  was  this 
pledge  given  to  the  West  India  interest  ? 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON :  In  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Lord  STANLEY:  Li  the  House  of 
Commons;  and  sometime,  I  suppose,  to- 
wards the  conclusion  of  the  month  of  Au- 
gust last  ? 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON:  When 
the  Sugar  Bill  was  before  that  House. 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  must  remind  the 
noble  Earl  that  there  is  a  wide  difference 
between  the  principle  of  a  measure  like 
the  Canadian  Com  Bill,  and  a  measure 
which,  by  introducing  the  produce  of  fo- 
reign countries  in  rivalry  with  the  produce 
of  our  own  colonies,  by  so  much  tends  per- 
manently to  exclude  the  produce  of  those 
colonies.  But  I  desire  to  protest  against 
that  most  dangerous  line  of  argument 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  appear 
to  have  adopted  on  this  question — against 
that  dangerous  chain  of  argument,  of  one 
step  following  upon  another  step,  though 
the  one  might  not  be  contemplated  when 
the  other  was  allowed — a  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding which  it  becomes  your  Lordships 
to  watch.  First,  a  measure  was  introduced 
to  destroy  protection  to  British  agriculture 
and  to  home-grown  corn.     To  procure  sup- 

Sort  to  that  measure,  some  of  the  pro- 
ucers  of  this  country,  and  the  agricul- 
turists amongst  them,  were  told  that  they 
should  have  sugar  cheap  in  return.  Then, 
when  the  Sugar  BiU  was  brought  forward, 
a  negotiation  came  on  with  the  West  India 
proprietors,  and  then  the  Government 
came  down  with  a  pledge,  and  asked  from 
them  a  promise  not  to  resist  these  mea- 
sures, because  they  were  told  that  if  car- 
ried, they,  the  West  India  interest,  would 
hare  their  sugar  introduced  into  the  British 
market  to  an  extent  they  had  never  had 
before.  I  have  watched  this  measure  with 
increased  jealousy  from  what  has  occurred 
within  the  last  few  weeks.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session^  we  were  told 


that  certain  measures  of  a  mere  temporary- 
nature  would  be  brought  before  us,  in- 
tended solely  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
the  introduction  of  corn  into  this  country; 
and  to  effect  that,  we  were  also  told  it 
would  bo  expedient  to  relax  the  navigation 
laws.  Not  a  dissentient  voice  was  raised 
against  those  temporary  measures.  But 
within  one  week  of  that  time  what  follow- 
ed? A  Motion  was  made  in  the  other 
House,  in  which  it  was  urged  that  all 
other  restrictions  having  been  taken  ofi^, 
the  shipowners  had  no  claim  to  protection 
on  their  part — that  the  foreign  producer 
had  a  right  to  send,  and  the  British  con- 
sumer had  a  right  to  receive,  on  equal 
terms,  in  the  ships  of  any  nation  they 
pleased,  what  they  required.  It  was  then 
afi&rmed  that  restrictions  on  trade  could 
not  be  permanently  maintained.  That  it 
followed  as  a  necessary  consequence  from 
the  admission  of  the  principle  of  free  trade, 
that  the  restrictions  which  so  long  pro- 
tected the  British  Navy  by  the  naviga- 
tion laws,  must  be  swept  away  from  our 
Statute-book  as  the  lumber  of  former 
times.  And  what  did  the  Government  do  ? 
Did  they  consider  it  to  be  a  question  which 
ought  to  be  delegated  to  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons?  Was  the  main- 
tenance of  the  navigation  laws  one  on 
which  the  Government  had  or  had  not 
made  up  their  minds  ?  Did  they  require 
infoinnation;  or  had  they  it  not  in  their 
power  to  say,  **  We  intend  to  resist  the 
repeal  of  the  navigation  laws;  wo  wiU  not 
therefore  consent  to  put  in  the  small  end 
of  the  wedge  by  giving  the  sanction  of  our 
authority  to  an  inquiry  professedly  insti- 
tuted for  the  destruction  of  those  naviga- 
tion laws?"  But  when  that  inquiry  was 
moved  for  with  these  avowed  objects.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  not  only  gave  their 
assent,  but  they  gave  their  prompt  assent, 
to  the  proposition  for  an  inquiry  having 
that  result.  Sometimes,  I  know,  it  may 
be  convenient  and  proper  to  promote  in- 
quiry :  when  questions  are  brought  for- 
ward by  Motions  for  Committees  of  In- 
quiry, when  the  real  object  is  to  sift  a 
measure,  and  to  have  an  examination  of 
the  facts  and  figures  on  which  it  is  found- 
ed, a  very  different  course  may  be  properly 
pursued  by  the  Government.  The  expe- 
rience of  to-night  shows,  that  in  such  a 
case  as  this  it  is  convenient  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  refuse  inquiry;  although,  in  other 
cases,  they  can  grant  it,  where  the  objects 
to  be  gained  by  the  assent  to  an  inquiry 
were  open  and  notorious,  and  where,  in- 
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deed,  it  was  for  the  Government  to  decide 
whether  they  had  not  arrived  at  a  point 
where  they  ought  to  stop;  or  whether,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  should  not  follow 
what  some  might  consider  their  legitimate 
course,  that  of  carrying  out  the  doctrines 
of  free  trade.  But,  with  all  the  leaning 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  favour  of 
free-trade  doctrines,  it  seemed  that  they 
could  get  rid  of  them  even  in  these  Bills, 
when  the  revenue  was  concerned.  Al- 
though the  nohlc  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Claren- 
don) has  announced  to  us  that  it  is  impos- 
sihle  that  restrictions  on  trade  should  con- 
tinue; that  you  could  not  exclude  the  pro- 
duce of  your  own  colonies,  and  much  more 
that  of  other  countries;  yet,  I  find,  not- 
withstanding this  doctrine  of  free  trade,  a 
prohibitory  clause  in  this  Bill.  I  find  in 
the  third  clause  of  the  first  of  these  BiUs  a 
provision — 

'*  That  if  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  any 
brewer  shall  make  use  of  molasses,  sugar,  honey, 
syrup,  or  extract  of  sugar,  except  sugar  on  which 
the  duty  has  been  paid  as  aforesaid,  and  made  use 
of  in  the  manner  hereinbefore  allowed  ;  or  if  any 
■uoh  person  receives  or  takes  into  his  custody  or 
potiession  any  quantity  of  molasses,  honey,  syrup, 
composition,  or  extract  of  sugar,  every  such  brewer 
■hall  forfeit  and  lose  for  every  such  offence  the 
sum  of  200/.'* 

I  do  not  say  but  that  this  may  be  a  very 
proper  restriction  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
venue; but  bear  in  mind  that  we  must  con- 
clude from  that  clause,  as  well  as  from  its 
introduction  by  the  Government,  that  those 
free-trade  principles  are  to  be  taken  up,  or 
to  be  unceremoniously  thrown  down,  if 
there  be  any  fear  that  either  to  adopt  them 
or  to  maintain  them  would  at  all  interfere 
with  the  revenue.  The  doctrines  of  free 
trade,  no  matter  how  destructive  to  private 
interests,  to  those  who  may  have  embarked 
their  capital  in  commercial  enterprise,  must 
bo  maintained;  but  if  the  principles  of  free 
trade  interfere  with  the  revenue,  free  trade 
must  yield.  If  the  principles  of  free  trade 
bo  sacred,  more  sacred  is  the  revenue.  I 
beg  it  may  be  understood,  that  if  the  doc- 
trine of  free  trade  can  be  so  unceremoni- 
ously laid  aside  from  the  fear  of  injury  to 
the  revenue,  is  it  not  the  duty  of  Govern- 
ment also  to  sanction  and  to  encourage 
those  interests  which  increase  the  capital 
of  the  country,  and,  as  a  necessary  conse- 
quence, augment  its  revenues  ?  The  noble 
£arl,  when  he  entered  on  this  question, 
went  into  the  discussion  of  the  probable 
results  of  the  measure  he  pro|>osed;  re- 
specting which,  the  facts  and  figures  have 
gone  a  great  way  to  coavincc  me^ — so  far. 


at  least,  as  the  agricultural  interests  of 
this  country  are  concerned — that  the  whole 
affair  is  neither  more  nor  less  than  waste 
paper.  So  far  as  the  West  India  colonies 
are  concerned,  the  boon  is  a  mere  nullity; 
and  as  to  the  present  state  of  distress,  if 
the  noble  Earl's  facts  and  figures  be  cor- 
rect, the  introduction  of  sugar  is  barely 
possible  (if  it  be  possible  at  all)  even  at  the 
present  price  of  malt  and  barley. 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON :  You  do 
not  refer  to  breweries  ? 

Lord  STANLEY:  I  am  not  only  argu- 
ing against  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Earl,  but  I  also  argue  that,  before  your 
Lordships  adopt  this  principle  of  general 
policy,  you  ought  to  satisfy  yoursehres  by 
instituting  that  inquiry  which  was  granted 
on  many  former  occasions,  whether  the 
facts  and  figures  adduced  are  correct,  and 
whether  they  are  the  sole  basis  on  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  proceeded.  I  almost 
despair  on  so  intricate  a  subject  of  making 
myself  intelligible  to  your  Lordships,  in 
detailmg  the  calculations  upon  which  the 
measure  was  founded.  But,  from  what  I 
have  to  show  you,  there  is  hardly  a  point 
on  which  there  is  an  agreement  as  to  the 
proportion  between  sugar  and  malt,  or  be- 
tween sugar  and  barley,  with  the  view  to 
the  production  of  spirits  or  beer ;  so  that 
there  was  no  real  agreement  about  that 
upon  which  the  whole  of  the  measure  de- 
pends. The  noble  Earl  assumes  that  112  lbs. 
of  sugar  will  produce  11 J  gallons  of  spirits; 
but  he  goes  on  to  say,  that,  to  find  an  equi- 
valent in  barley  or  malt,  you  must  examine 
into  the  quantity  of  spirits  that  barley  or 
malt  will  produce :  now,  upon  the  fact  of 
what  quantity  of  spirits  a  certain  quantity 
of  barley  or  malt  will  produce,  depends  the 
correctness  of  the  calculations  of  the  noble 
Earl.  The  noble  Earl  says,  tliat  it  is  un- 
decided whether  a  (quarter  of  malt  will  be 
equal  to  ISOlbs.  or  2(X)lbs.  of  sugar;  and 
with  that  great  difference,  amounting  to 
two  gallons  out  of  twenty  gallons,  one- 
tenth  of  the  whole,  he  yet  says  you  will 
be  able  to  come  to  a  close  computation 
between  these  different  articles.  Moreover, 
the  noble  Earl  added,  that  he  assumed  in 
the  Bill  200  lbs.  — but  he  argued  upon 
ISOlbs.  If  the  noble  Eari  will  look  back 
to  the  evidence  which  was  taken  before 
the  Committee  in  1831,  he  will  find  the 
most  contradictory  statements  mmle  on 
this  subject.  One  gentleman  6tate<l,  that 
ISOlbs.  was  equal  to  a  uuarter  of  malt, 
and  that  it  ought  to  produce  18  gallons 
of  spirit,  or  the  some  proportion  uf  11| 
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gallons  to  112  lbs.  Upon  that  inquiry, 
many  questions  arose  as  to  the  quantity 
of  spirits  which  a  quarter  of  malt  would 
yield.  One  gentleman  said,  that  18  gal- 
lons might  be  produced  from  a  bare  quar- 
ter of  the  best  malt — that  he  had  been 
engaged  in  the  trade  to  a  large  extent, 
and  that  the  highest  amount  he  succeeded 
in  obtaining,  was  18  gallons  from  a  quar- 
ter, and  that  the  lowest  amount  was  14 
gallons  from  a  quarter — the  average  being 
16  gallons  from  the  quarter — exhibiting 
a  difference  of  one-fifth  of  the  whole 
amount  of  the  price  of  the  article.  Next, 
a  gentleman  stated,  that  he  believed  18 
gallons  of  spirits  might  be  produced  from 
superior  barley.  Again,  it  was  stated  by 
another,  that  he  produced  18  gallons  of 
spirits  from  a  quarter  of  malt,  but  it  was 
superior  malt — it  contained  80 lbs.  of  pure 
saccharine  matter;  and,  finally,  it  was 
stated  by  another,  that  ho  believed  the 
whole  amount  of  spirits  which  was  pro- 
duced from  a  quarter  of  malt,  was  not  18 
nor  16,  but  15*84  gallons,  or  nearly  16 
gallons.  The  result  is,  that  instead  of 
comparing  with  200 lbs.,  you  will  have  to 
compare  with  160 lbs.;  and  then  there  is 
a  difference  of  40  lbs.  weight  in  the  com- 
putation upon  which  this  question  is  to  be 
decided.  I  have  endeavoured  to  make 
this  statement  as  intelligible  as  possible, 
and  I  hope  I  have  succeeded.  I  have  not 
taken  upon  credit  any  statement  that  has 
been  made  on  one  side  or  the  other  of  the 
House;  but  I  have  carefully  examined  into 
the  facts  that  were  alleged  by  the  noble 
Earl,  and  I  ask  if  they  were  tome  out  by 
the  evidence  ?  Here,  then,  is  a  positive  diffi- 
culty— a  difference  sufficient  to  justify  me 
in  calling  on  your  Lordships  not  to  take  on 
credit  any  statement  made  on  the  other 
side,  but  to  examine  into  the  facts;  and  I 
am  convinced  that,  when  they  come  to  be 
sifted  into,  and  examined,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  matter  will  be  of  little  conse- 
quence to  the  colonists  or  the  agricul- 
turists here,  but  that  they  will  find  them- 
selves much  affected  by  the  stimulus  which 
this  measure  will  afford  to  the  increased 
importation  of  foreign  sugar.  1  find,  also, 
that  when  the  Government  experiments 
were  made  which  served  as  the  foundation 
for  these  measures,  the  price  of  Havannah 
sugar  was  49^.  Suppose,  then,  that  which 
the  noble  Lord  did  suppose  to  be  the  fact, 
and  which  he  believed  to  be  the  fact,  that 
a  quarter  of  malt  is  equal  to  200 lbs.  of 
sugar,  look  at  the  result.  The  calcula- 
tion which  excise  officers  will  give,  is,  that 
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sugar  at  505,  4c?.,  which  is  only  Is,  4d, 
below  the  present  price,  is  equivalent  to 
the  price  of  malt  at  905.  the  quarter ;  it  is 
evident  that  until  malt  reach  the  price  of 
905.  a 'quarter,  sugar  cannot  be  brought 
into  competition  with  malt.  If  that  be 
true,  it  completely  disposes  of  the  remedy 
now  proposed  to  alleviate  the  present  dis- 
tress, because  at  the  present  exorbitant 
price,  sugar  cannot  be  brought  into  con- 
smnption  at  the  present  price  to  compete 
with  barley  and  malt.  But,  my  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  appears  strenuously  to  con- 
tend, that  at  some  time  or  other  the  intro- 
duction of  sugar  for  the  use  of  breweries 
and  distilleries,  must  be  attended  with  ad- 
vantage. That  doctrine,  whether  true  or 
false,  is  an  admission  of  the  principle  of 
the  sliding-scale — it  is  an  application  of 
the  sliding-scale  to  sugar — ^it  is  saying 
that  the  quantity  of  sugar  introduced  into 
this  country  did  bear  a  cei'tain  proportion 
to  the  rise  or  fall  in  corn.  This  from  the 
opponents  of  the  sliding-scale,  or  those 
who  have  heretofore  been  the  opponents 
of  the  sliding-scale,  is  a  novelty — their  doc- 
trine now  appears  to  be,  that  the  course 
which  they  recommended  with  respect  to 
colonial  sugar  must  be  adopted,  in  order 
to  prevent  uncertainty  in  the  price  of  colo- 
nial produce.  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
noble  Lord's  calculations,  because  they  are 
not  proper  matter  for  discussion  in  this 
House,  but  in  a  Committee,  where  they 
can  be  examined,  tested,  and  sifted;  and 
this  forms  the  strongest  possible  ground  for 
the  appointment  of  such  a  Committee.  If 
before  such  a  Committee  it  should  be  found 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  cor- 
rect in  their  statements,  I  am  quite  sure 
there  will  be  no  disposition  on  the  part  of 
those  who  advocate  the  principles  of  pro- 
tection to  oppose  the  measure.  They  will 
then  adopt  the  proposal  without  the  least 
fear  as  to  the  result;  but  with  a  diminished 
doubt  as  to  the  benefits  the  colonists  are 
likely  to  derive  from  it.  I  should  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  thinks  the  colonists  are  to  be 
benefited  by  this  measure.  The  greatest 
benefit  which  it  could  confer  upon  the  co- 
lonists, would  be  a  considerable  rise  in  the 
price  of  sugar ;  but  if  a  rise  takes  place, 
according  to  the  hypothesis  in  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl,  it  is  impossible 
that  colonial  produce  can  come  into  con- 
sumption at  all.  The  noble  Earl  said, 
that  a  very  large  increase  in  the  consump- 
tion of  sugar  in  this  country,  must  mate- 
rially benefit  the  West  Indian  interest. 
I 
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I  Ycrj  much  doubt  that  fact.  I  much 
doubt  whether  any  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  sugar  here,  will  benefit  the 
West  Indian  interest  in  the  present  state 
of  your  law,  and  the  duty  on  your  pro- 
duce remaining  fixed,  while  the  duty  on 
foreign  slave-grown  sugar  has  been  di- 
minished. On  the  contrary,  any  increase 
in  the  consumption  must  be  an  increase  in 
the  consumption  of  slave-grown  and  not 
of  colonial  produce.  In  the  course  of  the 
year  1844,  the  consumption  of  sugar  in 
this  country  was  206,000  tons.  In  1845, 
the  consumption  was  240,000  tons  of  Bri- 
tish, and  ^,867  tons  of  foreign  sugar; 
making  altogether,  in  round  numbers, 
244,000  tons  as  the  consumption  of  1845. 
Now,  supposing  the  consumption  of  the 
last  montn  of  1846  to  be  on  an  average 
with  the  remainder  of  the  year,  the  total 
consumption  of  sugar  in  1846  would  be 
from  244.000  to  260.000  tons.  Was  that 
increase  for  the  advantage  of  the  colonial 
grower  ?  Certainly  not.  In  the  first  year 
— 1845^-of  a  consumption  amounting  to 
244,000  tons,  240,000  were  British;  in 
the  second  year,  of  the  260,000  tons  con- 
sumed, the  British  produce  was  less  by 
2,000  tons  than  that  of  the  previous  year ; 
while  the  foreign  and  slave-grown  sugar 
had  increased  from  3,867  to  8,192.  Now, 
my  Lords,  unless  I  am  misinformed,  the 
same  thing  is  going  on  in  the  present  year. 
There  has  been  an  increase  of  about  1 ,500 
tons  of  British  sugar  as  compared  with  the 
corresponding  period  of  last  year,  while 
there  nas  been  an  increase  of  7,072  tons 
of  foreign  slave-grown  sugar.  It  appears, 
then,  that  any  increase  in  the  consumption 
under  the  proposed  arrangement,  will  be 
an  increase  of  slave-grown  and  not  of  colo- 
nial sugar.  In  four  years*  hence  the  whole 
of  the  benefit  of  increased  consumption 
will  be  conferred  on  the  producers  of  slave- 
grown  sugar.  In  four  years  time  estates 
will  be  improved,  cultivation  extended, 
slaves  imported,  and  production  immensely 
increased  ;  and  what  then  ?  Why,  those 
increased  pnxluctions  will  not  come  in  on 
the  same  footing,  in  competition  with  the 
colonial  grower  in  the  colonics  and  the 
agricultural  grower  lioro,  but  with  the  ad- 
ditional advantage  of  1$,  a  quarter  in  favour 
of  the  foreigner,  and  against  your  own  colo- 
nists. Now,  can  it  be  doubted  that  if  the 
increased  consumption  of  sugar  here,  be  it 
for  beer  or  anythmg  else,  have  any  eflfect, 
it  must  be  for  the  benefit  of  slave-grown 
sugar,  and  not  of  colonial?  The  noble 
Earl  referred  to  the  qucition  of  tho  diatil* 


lericB,  and  told  my  noble  Friend  that  malt 
at  60«.  requires  sugar  to  be  at  36^.,  in 
order  to  render  it  possible  to  bring  the 
latter  into  competition.  Now,  I  think  that 
position  depenas  altogether  upon  the  ques- 
tion, not  only  of  the  quality  of  the  spirits 
which  are  to  be  derived  from  sugar — a 
circumstance  which  appears  to  have  been 
altogether  omitted  from  the  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government — ^but  of  the 
amount  of  spirits  which  can  be  extracted 
from  a  quarter  of  malt.  This  should  have 
been  one  of  the  great  elements  in  the  cal- 
culation, and  yet  it  is  one  upon  which  wo 
are  left  entirely  in  the  dark.  But  when 
the  noble  Lord  speaks  of  sugar  being  sold 
in  the  market  at  36«.  he  should  recollect 
that  it  will  be  introduced  into  the  distilleries 
of  this  country,  not  at  that  price  merely, 
but  at  that  price  with  the  immense  draw- 
back of  12«.  lOd.  While  the  malt  is  taxed 
to  a  heavy  extent,  the  sugar  is  to  be  intro- 
duced, and  the  whole,  or  nearly  the  whole, 
of  the  duty  paid,  received  back  in  the  shape 
of  a  drawback.  All  this  complexity  of 
detail  only  proves  the  necessity  for  inves- 
tigation of  the  whole  subject  oy  a  Select 
Committee.  The  noble  Earl  has  stated 
that  sugar  was  never  so  low  as  35#.  or 
36^.;  but  he  has  forgotten  to  state  that 
never  till  now  was  the  duty  so  low  as  it  is 
now,  and  that  that  duty  is  to  be  still  lower. 
But  when  he  states  that  sugar  never  was 
so  low  as  35^.,  I  beg  to  remind  him  that 
in  1 830  Jamaica  sugar  was  brought  into 
the  market  of  this  country  and  sold  for 
40*.,  paying  a  duty  of  24*.  In  1835, 
Jamaica  sugar  was,  not  at  35s.,  but  at 
19*. ;  and  a  short  time  ago  Ilavannah 
sugar,  3  per  cent  better  than  the  ordinary 
run  of  brown  sugar,  was  sold,  minus  the 
duty,  at  the  rate  of  21*.  per  cwt.  Now, 
sugar,  selling  at  35*.,  and  admitted  to  the 
dirttillery  on  the  terms  proposed,  would  be 
only  22*.  2i.  to  the  distiller— that  is,  after 
doifucting  12*.  10<f.  for  the  drawback.  1 
hope  your  Lordships  will  not  infer,  from 
tho  remarks  which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty 
to  make,  that  I  desire  to  see  the  BiU 
rejected ;  on  the  contrary,  I  wish  it  to  un- 
dergo a  fair  and  imparti^  investigation  by 
a  Committee.  If  the  measure  were  merely 
proposed  as  a  tenipory  arrangement,  with 
any  prospect  of  relief  to  the  suffering  por- 
tion of  our  fellow-subjects,  I  would  say, 
"  Adopt  it  at  once  ;*'  but  if  it  is  to  be  taken 
as  a  portion  of  a  free-trade  policy,  it  may. 
and  it  must,  lead  to  still  further  changes 
affecting  the  trade,  and  influencing  the 
most  ifflportAnt  intcreata,  of  this  country. 
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If,  after  careful  investigation,  Parliament 
shall  think  it  best,  on  the  whole,  to  pursue 
that  course  which  the  Government  recom- 
mends, let  them  do  so ;  but  let  it  not  bo 
followed  blindfold.  Let  not  the  whole 
matter  be  taken  upon  the  mere  declaration 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Parliament,  in  a  case  like  that,  is  bound  to 
call  before  them  competent  witnesses,  and, 
by  examination  and  cross-examination,  get 
at  the  real  merits  of  the  case.  The  facts 
with  which  they  ought  to  make  themselves 
acquainted,  are  not  to  bo  elicited  during  a 
short  discussion  in  this  Ilouse,  but  by  the 
active  and  continued  labours  of  a  Select 
Committee ;  and  let  not  a  permanent  mea- 
sure be  brought  forward  upon  grounds 
which  ought  only  to  be  rendered  available 
for  purposes  of  temporary  legislation.  The 
agriculturist,  the  West  India  colonist,  and 
the  slave>owner  of  Cuba,  are  the  parties 
principally  interested ;  let  all  these,  and  all 
other  parties  concerned,  be  fairly  heard, 
and  then  your  Lordships  can  proceed  to 
legislate  with  your  eyes  open — then  you 
can  satisfy  yourselves  as  to  the  probable 
effect  of  that  which  you  are  about  to  do. 
Examine  not  only  the  officers  of  excise, 
who  are  honourable  people  undoubtedly, 
but  make  inquiries  of  other  independent 
parties,  and  satisfy  yourselves  •  that,  in 
passing  this  measure,  you  will  not  be  doing 
mischief — that  you  will  not  be  injuring  the 
agriculturists  or  the  colonists,  under  the 
plea  of  relieving  temporary  distress  in  one 
part  of  the  kingdom,  and  under  the  plea  of 
conceding  as  a  boon  to  the  colonists,  that, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  will  be  no  boon  at 
all.  But  even  if  adopted,  I  fear  that  the 
measure  would  effect  neither  the  one  object 
nor  the  other.  I  can  assure  your  Lord- 
ships that  I  have  made  these  observatiouB 
without  any  intention  of  opposition  or  hos- 
tility towards  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  invite  your  Lordships  to  refer  the  sub- 
ject, not  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  but  a  Select  Committee,  where  all 
the  facts  may  be  fairly  and  carefully  inves- 
tigated, and  where  a  probable  judgment 
may  be  formed  of  the  effects  of  the  intended 
plan.  The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Amendment  mov^d — *'  To  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  '  that/  for  the  Purpose  of  inserting 
the  Words,  'the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee/" 

Eabl  grey  said,  it  was  clear,  from  the 
beginiiing  to  the  end  of  his  noble  Friend's 
speech,  that  the  noble  Lord  felt  that  he 


had  a  very  bad  case,  because  his  noble 
Friend  had  carefully  avoided,  throughout 
the  whole  of  his  speech,  coming  to  the 
actual  question  at  issue;  but  had  resorted 
to  the  most  ingenious  and  acute  arguments 
upon  points  that  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  measure.  In  the  beginning  of 
his  address,  his  noble  Friend  read  a  pas- 
sage from  the  Queen's  Speech  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  Session,  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  this  measure  was  announced 
as  merely  a  temporary  one,  for  the  purpose 
of  reUeving  a  temporary  distress.  He  (Earl 
Grey)  had  only  to  say,  that,  whatever 
construction  the  words  of  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  were  capable  of  bearing,  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  upon  the  subject 
were  perfectly  certain ;  because  some  ex- 
planation upon  the  subject  was  asked  upon 
the  first  night  of  the  Session;  and  it  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  their  Lordships 
that  his  noble  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Council  had  stated  that  this  measure  for 
the  admission  of  sugar  into  breweries  and 
distilleries  was  intended  to  be  permanent^ 
although  others  of  the  measures  were  not. 
His  noble  Friend  opposite  had,  at  that 
time,  made  a  comment  at  some  length, 
taking  objections  to  such  a  course.  He 
admitted  that  the  noble  Lord's  criticism 
then  was  perfectly  correct;  and  even  if  he 
admitted  that  the  noble  Lord  was  equally 
correct  in  the  conclusion  he  drew  from  the 
words  he  referred  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech,  it  would  only  come  to  this  after 
all — ^that  the  Government,  in  writing  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  had  not  shown  them- 
selves very  skilful  in  composition.  This 
fact  would,  therefore,  only  tend  to  show 
the  truth  of  an  observation  made  by  the 
late  Mr.  Cobbett — namely,  that  the  King's 
Speeches  were  not  good  models  of  the 
King's  English,  and  that  he  would  take  all 
his  examples  of  bad  grammar  from  that 
department  of  literature.  After  his  noble 
Friend  had  disposed  of  this  portion  of  his 
argument,  he  observed  that  this  measure 
was  a  link  in  the  dangerous  chain  of  their 
proceedings  which  he  called  upon  their 
Lordships  to  oppose,  because  the  doctrines 
of  free  trade  could  not  fail  to  be  deeply  in- 
jurious to  the  interests  of  the  country  ; 
and  the  noble  Lord  referred  to  some  pledge 
which  had  been  given  by  the  Government, 
by  which  they  had  felt  bound  to  bring 
these  measures  before  Parliament;  and 
the  noble  Lord  then  adverted  to  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Government  of  which  he 
was  a  Member,  in  respect  to  the  Canadian 
Com  BilL  The  pledge  given  by  the  pre- 
I  2 
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sent  Government  was  given  openly  before 
Parliament,  precisely  in  the  same  way  as 
that  given  by  the  late  Government  upon 
the  question  referred  to,  in  the  course  of 
their  discussions  last  year  upon  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  for  an  alteration  in  the 
sugar  duties  in  the  other  House.  It  was 
then  stated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his  no- 
ble Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
that,  although  it  was  impossible  at  that 
late  period  of  the  Session,  to  enter  fully 
into  a  consideration  of  the  whole  question, 
no  time  should  be  lost  in  the  endeavour  of 
the  Government  to  put  sugar  upon  an 
equality  with  malt  and  com  used  in  brew- 
cries  and  distilleries.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  this  pledge,  however,  did  not  bind 
Parliament — who  said  it  did  ?  Parlia- 
ment consented  last  year  to  subject  British 
colonial  sugar  to  unrestricted  competition 
with  that  of  foreign  nations.  When  that 
subject  was  under  consideration,  it  was 
argued  that  the  measure  was  undoubtedly 
right  and  just  in  itself,  but  that  the  colonies 
should  have  a  right  to  corresponding  ad- 
vantages. This  argument  was  used,  and 
contributed,  with  others,  to  induce  them  to 
pass  the  Bill  that  was  then  before  them. 
Then,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  pledge  was 
implied  of  removing  every  restriction  that 
could  prevent  the  use  of  sugar  in  brew- 
eries and  distilleries.  This,  however,  his 
noble  Friend  said,  formed  a  part  of  a  dan- 
gerous chain  of  their  proceedings — that 
Uie  Government  were  taking  these  insidi- 
ous steps,  first  by  repealing  the  com  laws, 
and  then  by  telling  the  agriculturists,  that, 
inasmuch  as  they  obtained  none  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  monopoly,  they  ought  to  help 
the  Govemment  to  get  cheap  sugar  for  the 
people.  Now,  the  noble  Lord  might  call 
this  measure  dangerous  if  he  pleased;  but 
at  all  events  there  had  been  no  disguise 
whatever  about  it  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vemment. They  began  when  they  sat 
upon  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  call 
attention  to  the  subject.  They  had  never 
concealed  their  conviction  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  legislation  they  recommended  for 
adoption  was,  to  im[)ose  duties  for  the 
take  of  the  revenue,  and  not  for  the 
sake  of  protection.  The  principle  of  legis- 
lation they  recommended,  was  not  such  as 
was  calculated  to  divert  capital  from  its 
natural  channels,  but  simply  to  raise  such 
an  amount  of  revenue  as  would  meet  the 
wants  of  the  public  service.  In  pursuance 
of  that  pledge,  even  when  they  were  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  they  had  sup- 


ported the  late  Ministers  in  altering  the 
com  laws.  In  pursuance  of  the  same 
pledge,  when  they  were  called  to  the  coun- 
cils of  their  Sovereign,  they  asked  Parlia- 
ment to  consent  to  the  passing  of  a  mea- 
sure by  which,  in  a  few  years,  their  colonial 
sugar  would  be  exposed  to  unlimited  com- 
petition with  foreign  sugar ;  and  last  year 
they  had  passed  an  Act  by  which  the  colo- 
nies would  be  enabled  to  relieve  themselves 
from  the  payment  of  differential  duties 
upon  the  miportation  of  British  produce 
imported  into  their  colonies;  and  they  had 
considered  what  ought  to  be  done  in  re- 
spect to  the  restrictions  that  were  imposed 
upon  the  use  of  sugar  in  breweries  and  dis- 
tilleries. So  much  then  for  this  dangerous 
chain,  and  their  insidious  proceedings. 
They  had  openly  and  boldly  avowed  what 
their  plan  was  to  be.  He  believed  that 
they  were  pursuing  but  a  sound  system  of 
legislation,  by  honestly  following  that  sys- 
tem out  to  its  legitimate  consequences. 
His  noble  Friend  had  thought  it  expedient, 
before  the  question  came  properly  under 
their  consideration,  to  refer  to  the  naviga- 
tion laws,  and  said  that  they  were  getting 
the  fine  edge  of  the  wedge  into  that  sacred 
palladium  of  the  country,  for  the  purpose  of 
ultimately  destroying  it.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
Friends  had  a  worse  opinion  of  the  naviga- 
tion laws  than  the  Govemment  had«  inas- 
much as  his  noble  Friend  thought  that  an 
impartial  inquiry  would  decide  against 
these  laws.  The  noble  Lord  thought  that 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  those  navigation  laws  would  only  be 
making  a  mine  to  blow  up  that  ancient  sys- 
tem. Now,  if  a  Committee,  reported  these 
laws  to  be  bad,  he  hoped  that  they  would 
bo  destroyed  ;  but  upon  that  point  he  wish- 
ed to  reserve  his  opinion  until  they  had 
obtained  the  report  of  the  Committte.  He, 
for  one,  would  never  consent  to  support  the 
navigation  laws  upon  commercial  grounds. 
As  to  their  operating  with  advantage  upon 
their  Navy,  he  thought  that,  af^er  wnat 
had  passed  upon  that  subject,  such  an  as- 
sumption was  out  of  the  question.  But  it 
was  argued  that  the  navigation  laws  were 
to  bo  viewed  in  a  different  light  from  other 
cases  of  protection — that  they  were  merely 
the  means  of  maintaining  the  defences  of 
the  country  safe.  If  that  point  were  made 
out — if  they  were  proved  to  be  really  essen- 
tial for  the  maintenance  of  their  commer- 
cial marine — if  they  were  shown  to  be  ne- 
cessary for  their  maritime  naval  force — if 
that  case  was  made  out»  he  utinH^^  that 
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the  principle  of  free  trade  did  not  apply  to 
them,  and  that  it  would  not  he  necessary 
to  make  any  alteration  in  respect  to  them 
to  ensure  such.  But,  until  the  Committee 
had  made  its  report,  he  would  not  venture 
to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  the  subject. 
His  conviction  was  that  their  navigation 
laws  did  not  ensure  the  ends  that  were  in- 
tended by  them.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
in  effect,  that  the  navigation  laws  were  so 
utterly  bad  it  was  impossible  that  a  Com- 
mittee could  support  them,  the  arguments 
against  them  would  be  so  strong. 

Lord  STANLEY  observed,  that  what 
he  did  say  was,  that  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment, upon  great  national  grounds, 
should  have  expressed  a  decided  opinion 
themselves  upon  the  subject,  and  that  they 
were  not  a  question  for  inquiry  before  a 
Committee. 

Earl  GREY  would  admit  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  stated  that  the  Government 
should  have  made  up  their  minds  upon  the 
subject,  and  have  given  a  decided  opinion 
respecting  these  laws.  He  (Earl  Grey) 
did  not  think  the  Government  were  called 
upon  to  do  any  such  thing.  The  operation 
of  the  navigation  laws  depended  upon  mat- 
ters of  fact,  which  were  liitherto  very  im- 
perfectly ascertained.  The  practical  ope- 
ration of  these  laws,  particularly  in  their 
colonies,  was  little  understood  by  their 
Lordships  or  the  public.  There  were  facts 
connected  with  the  operation  of  these  laws 
in  their  colonies  which,  until  lately,  when 
they  were  brought  under  his  notice,  he  was 
unacquainted  with;  and  he  firmly  believed 
that  a  Committee  appointed  for  an  inquiry 
into  them,  before  whom  their  merchants, 
and  all  other  persons  who  were  capable  of 
forming  an  opinion  upon  the  matter,  could 
be  examined,  would  be  able  to  throw  the 
most  important  light  upon  the  subject. 
He  understood  liis  noble  Friend  to  say  that 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  was  the 
introduction  of  the  fine  end  of  the  wedge. 
He  inferred  from  that  that  the  noble  Lord's 
meaning  was,  that  it  was  to  aid  in  destroy- 
ing the  navigation  laws,  and  that  he  had 
heard  something  of  the  intent  of  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  with  a  hostile  intention, 
and  might  anticipate  the  result.  His  (Earl 
Grey's)  noble  Friend  near  him  had  at  the 
same  whispered  to  him  that  they  might 
therefore  judge  what  would  be  the  result 
of  a  Select  Committee,  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  Bills  now  actually  before  the 
House.  Now,  what  were  the  grounds  that 
were  urged  for  the  inquiry  ?  The  principle 
of  the  BiUs,  as  he  understood,  was  simply 


this,  that  they  considered  that  the  sugar  of 
their  own  colonies  ought  to  come  into  con- 
sumption for  any  purpose  for  which  it  was 
capable  of  being  used,  subject  to  no  re- 
striction except  that  which  was  necessarily 
imposed  for  revenue.  That  if  it  were  ca- 
pable of  being  used  in  breweries  or  distille- 
ries, they  ought,  as  to  their  revenue  laws,  so 
to  manage  matters  as  to  produce  no  bias 
on  the  mind  of  the  distiller  or  brewer,  but 
that  he  should  be  left  to  use  sugar  or  not, 
precisely  as  he  would  do  if  they  were  in 
the  fortunate  circimistances  of  not  being 
compelled  to  lay  on  any  tax  at  all.  They  did 
not  want  to  go  into  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  whether  that  principle  was  good  or 
not — it  was  a  principle  for  that  House  to 
decide  upon.  But  their  Lordships  must 
have  observed,  that  his  noble  Friend  men- 
tioned several  points  for  inquiry  upon  which 
his  noble  Friend  was  not  very  clear ;  for 
he  could  not  help  remarking,  that  his  noble 
Friend  had  made  a  curious  confusion  be- 
tween malt  and  raw  grain,  and  between 
sugar  and  molasses  ;  and  at  last,  although 
he  had  listened  most  attentively,  his  noble 
Friend  had  got  completely  beyond  his  depth, 
and  he  was  unable  to  follow  his  noble 
Friend's  argument — in  fact,  there  was  some 
little  confusion  in  the  mind  of  his  noble 
Friend  himself.  He  (Earl  Grey)  said,  that 
the  question  whether  the  price  of  sugar 
should  suit  the  brewer  to  use  sugar  or  not, 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  this  Bill : 
that  was  for  the  brewers  or  distillers  them- 
selves to  determine.  All  that  Parliament 
had  to  do  was  so  to  frame  the  revenue 
laws  as  not  to  prevent  those  whose  busi- 
ness it  was  to  manufacture,  to  manufacture 
in  any  manner  most  profitable  to  them- 
selves, and  most  advantageous  to  the  pub- 
lic. Now  these  measures  would  be  of  very 
considerable  importance,  not  only  in  rela- 
tion to  the  present  scarcity,  but  to  any 
future  scarcity  whenever  it  might  come,  by 
sparing  the  consumption  of  corn  in  brewer- 
ies and  distilleries,  and  also  in  periods  of  a 
very  great  abundance  of  sugar,  to  prevent 
the  price  falling  to  a  ruinous  sum.  The 
tendency  of  these  measures,  as  of  all  mea- 
sures of  commercial  freedom,  was  towards 
an  equalization  of  price.  He  believed  that, 
as  far  as  practical  purposes  were  concerned, 
the  quantity  of  sugar  equal  to  a  quarter  of 
malt  not  less  than  180  lb.  And  how  was 
the  question  as  to  taxation  ?  A  quarter  of 
malt  paid  a  duty  of  1/.  Is,  Sd,  ;  whilst  the 
duty  on  the  180  lb.  of  sugar  was  II,  2s,  6d, 
So  that,  according  to  the  most  moderate 
calculation,  the  use  of  sugar  would  not 
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give  the  smallest  adrantage  in  point  of 
taxation.  But  ho  bclioyed  that  tho  quantity 
of  sugar  which  was  more  nearly  equal  to  a 
quarter  of  malt,  was  2001b.,  and  the  duty 
upon  that  was  25«.  That  question,  there- 
fore, was  so  clear  that  it  was  not  necessary 
to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee.  With 
respect  to  spirits,  he  did  not  think  that  it 
had  been  maintained  by  any  man,  that  the 
proposed  drawback  on  sugar  was  more  than 
was  necessary  in  order  to  put  the  distiller 
from  sugar  on  an  equality  with  the  dis- 
tiller from  grain;  and  he  believed  there 
was  no  reason  whatever  to  doubt  that  tho 
duties  had  been  fairly  calculated.  lie 
thought  tho  effects  of  the  measure  would 
bo  to  put  sugar  and  grain,  as  fairly  as  it 
could  be  managed,  upon  an  equality.  Now 
he  did  not  think  his  noble  Friend  had  fol- 
lowed the  usual  precedent  in  the  course  he 
had  adopted.  If  they  appealed  from  any 
measuro  proposed  by  the  Executive,  the 
appeal  should  bo  to  one  of  the  Houses  of 
the  Legislature,  and  not  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. There  would  be  very  serious  in- 
convenience in  referring  tho  details  of  a 
measure  like  that  before  their  Lordships 
to  a  Select  Committee;  they  were  much 
better  loft  to  bo  dealt  with  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  The  ordinair 
practice  of  Parliament  was,  he  contendcii, 
miiuitely  better  and  fairer  than  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord.  The  Government 
submitted  what  they  believed  to  be  upon 
tho  whole  best  for  the  interests  of  the  pub- 
lic, and  by  that  proposition  they  would 
stand.  If  they  were  to  be  ovcrrule<l,  it 
was  not  to  be  by  a  Select  Committee,  but 
by  tho  decision  of  a  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. If  his  noble  Friend  thought  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  wrong,  or  the  Bill 
improperly  drawn,  let  him  propose  one  of 
his  own,  as  an  amendment,  and  they  would 
be  prepared  to  discuss  it  fairly.  lie  had 
no  hesitation  in  avowing  that  he  was  (irmly 
persuaded  the  calculations  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  right.  Their  Lordnhips  ought 
to  bear  in  mind  that  his  noble  Friend 
wanti'd  to  go  into  something  like  a  fishing 
committee,  as  to  some  caleulatlons  which 
did  not  appear  to  be  quite  dear  to  his  noble 
Friend.  The  no!>le  Lord  told  the  Goveni- 
ment  that  they  were  wrong,  but  he  did  not 
tell  them  what  was  right.  He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  consent  to  a  proposi- 
tion so  unusual  and  inconvenient.  There 
was  one  observation  of  the  noble  Lord  that 
had  (K'ca.Hioncd  hiiu  hu  nnich  surpriiM*  that 
he  niu^l  l>e  panloniMl  for  adverting  to  it 
before  he  but  dovrn.     Ilia  noble   Friend 


said — **  These  are  Bupnoscd  to  be  mea- 
sures for  the  benefit  of  the  West  Indies 
and  our  colonies  generally.  I  entirely  re- 
pudiate that  supposition.  I  will  show  you 
that  it  will  do  nothing  for  the  colonies — 
that  it  will  be  no  advantage  to  them.  I 
will  show  yon,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
measure  will  be  altogether  for  the  benefit 
of  the  slave  sugar  grower.'*  His  noble 
Friend  had  told  them  that  the  duty  on 
foreign  sugar  was  in  the  course  of  a  pro- 
gressive reduction,  and  that  at  the  end  of 
five  years  it  would  bo  totally  extinguished 
and  equalised.  Then  he  said  it  was  clear 
that  the  increased  consumption  which  tho 
measure  of  the  Government  would  produce, 
would  go  to  the  benefit  of  that  particular 
sugar.  But  he  (Earl  Grey)  was  surprised 
it  had  not  struck  his  noble  Friend,  that  if 
the  present  Bill  had  not  been  proposed  at 
all,  foreign  sugar  would  bo  yearly  reduce<l 
in  duty;  and  there  was  no  doubt  the  effect 
of  tho  increased  consumption  of  sugar 
would  be  advantageous  to  the  colonial 
grower,  who  availed  himself  of  the  present 
high  rate  of  differential  duty  to  command 
the  market.  He  believed,  therefore,  his 
noble  Friend  was  very  much  in  error  in 
supposing  that  the  great  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  sugar  would  be  for  tho 
benefit  of  the  foreign  slave-grower.  Ho 
believed  exactly  the  reverse  would  be  tho 
case.  He  believed  the  foreign  slave-grower 
could  not  further  reduce  the  price  of  his 
sugar;  while  he  confidently  believed  that 
the  British  colonist  could  reduce  it,  and 
was  at  that  moment  adopting  measures 
which  would  unquestionably  reuuce  it.  Ho 
could  not  help  expressing  his  satisfaction  at 
witnessing  what  had  been  done  during  the 
last  few  months  in  the  Mauritius  and  the 
West  Indies  for  the  purpose,  and  the  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  the  planters  to  exert 
themselves  vigorously  to  introduce  better 
modes  of  cultivation  and  improved  machi- 
nery, with  other  resources,  from  which  tho 
slave-grower  as  a  slave-owner  was  ex- 
cluded, and  which  would  inevitably  in- 
crease the  amount  of  the  produce.  He  bo- 
lievi'd  tho  crop  now  about  to  be  fomard- 
ed  from  their  colonies  was  much  greater 
than  that  of  the  slave-growing  countries, 
and  tliat  the  increase  for  the  last  two  years 
was  most  gratifying  and  convincing  as  to 
the  result  of  the  exertions  of  tho  colonists. 
In  the  year  bi'fore  last,  the  produce  of  tho 
Mauritius  was  estimated  at  4."»,000  tons: 
thr  last  yrar  it  hail  amounted  to  /i<),(KN): 
and  thp  rnip  which  was  at  present  in  the 
course  of  being  saved,  and  the  greater  part 
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of  which  was  already  safe,  had  been  esti- 
mated both  by  the  Governor  and  the  co- 
lonial planters  at  60,000  tons.  With  these 
facts  before  them,  what  right  had  their 
Lordships  to  assmne  that  the  benefit  of  the 
measure  would  be  to  the  slave-grower  in- 
stead of  their  own  colonies  ?  He  repeated 
again,  that  it  was  his  conviction  that  the 
very  reverse  of  his  noble  Friend's  assertion 
would  be  the  case,  and  that  the  colonial 
planter  alone  would  be  benefited  by  the 
measure.  For  these  reasons  he  confidently 
appealed  to  their  Lordships  to  reject  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend. 

LoBD  ASHBURTON  felt  that  he  could 
not  occupy  a  seat  in  their  Lordships'  House 
if  he  did  not  express  his  unqualified  dis- 
sent to  the  entire  course  of  the  Legislature 
with  respect  to  these  subjects.  His  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  had  said, 
upon  introducing  the  measure,  that  it  was 
done  in  order  to  redeem  a  promise  made, 
or  a  pledge  given,  to  the  West  Indian 
planters.  He  did  not  reconmiend  the 
adoption  of  any  deceptive  course  with  re- 
spect to  those  interests;  but  he  did  think 
that  the  subject  was  one  into  which  Par- 
liament ought  to  make  full  and  deliberate 
inquiry.  If  the  promise  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  had  made  allusion,  were  a 
promise  made  by  Parliament,  and  not  that 
of  an  individual  Member  of  it,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  one  which  they  were  bound  to 
redeem.  But  since  allusion  had  been 
made  to  promises,  he  would  ask  whether 
no  promises  had  been  made  to  the  barley 

f  rowers  of  this  country  ?  Had  they  not 
een  promised  three  or  four  Bills  from 
which  they  were  told  they  would  derive 
considerable  relief ;  and  what  had  been 
beard  of  them  ?  Why,  with  the  exception 
of  two  or  three,  the  tendency  of  which  was 
rather  to  injure  the  agricultural  interests 
than  to  serve  them,  the  promised  Bills  had 
not  been  heard  of.  In  point  of  fact,  no- 
thing had  been  done  for  the  landed  inter- 
ests. His  noble  Friend  had  said  that  the 
real  merit  of  the  measure  was,  that  it  was 
a  part  or  an  extension  of  those  free-trade 
measures  which  were  lately  introduced  to 
the  country;  and  that,  moreover,  it  would 
be  the  means  of  affording  relief,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  in  the  present  period  of  scar- 
city. Nothing  could  be  fnrther  from  his 
desire  than  to  oppose  any  measures  that 
might  be  brought  forward  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  mitigate  the  distress 
which  prevailed  in  another  portion  of  the 
kingdom;  but  surely,  if  the  object  were  in- 
de^  to  effect  so  desirable  an  end,  the  mea- 


sure might  be  made  of  a  temporary  and  not 
of  a  permanent  character.  His  noble 
Friend  said  also  of  the  navigation  laws, 
that  he  was  ready  to  listen  to  any  proof  of 
their  advantage  to  our  mercantile  marine; 
but  that,  so  far  as  they  embraced  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection,  they  must  be  given  up. 
Now,  if  those  laws  were  abandoned,  we 
should  see  the  Swedish  and  other  sailors 
of  the  north,  who  were  accustomed  to  a 
hard  fare,  engrossing  all  the  coasting  trade 
of  this  country,  and  retaining  it  till  our 
own  sailors  could  manage  to  live  on  the 
same  low  diet ;  and,  as  the  consumers 
would  benefit  very  little,  he  would  ask 
whether  for  a  mere  difference  of  half,  or 
one,  or  even  one  and  a  half  per  cent  to 
them,  the  country  was  to  carry  out  in 
trade,  in  shipping,  and  in  manufactures 
this  new  rule,  and  whether  this  small  ad- 
vantage was  to  be  weighed  against  the  in- 
jury done  to  the  large  masses  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  ?  He  held  the  principle 
of  free  trade  to  be  an  entire  misconception, 
and  that  the  Legislature,  while  seekmg  to 
introduce  it,  were  studying  only  the  in- 
terest of  the  consumer,  wnile  they  were 
totally  regardless  of  the  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands who  would  lose  their  employment,  g 
and  on  whom  heavy  injuries  would  be  in- 
flicted by  reduction  of  prices.  He  was 
most  anxious  to  have  the  calculations  and 
deductions  involved  in  the  measure  now 
under  discussion,  submitted  to  the  consider- 
ation of  a  Committee;  for  if  there  ever 
was  a  subject  fit  for  such  considera- 
tion, or  on  which  their  Lordships  might 
wish  for  information,  it  was  precisely  the 
present,  the  merits  of  which  depended  so 
much  upon  evidence  and  minute  calcula- 
tion. They  ought  not  upon  any  account  to 
hesitate  sanctioning  the  measure  as  one  of 
temporary  relief;  but  when  they  were  called 
upon  to  approve  of  measures  of  a  perma- 
nent character,  the  question  assumed  alto- 
gether another  aspect.  They  ought  also 
to  bear  in  mind  the  consequences  of  letting 
in  an  unwholesome  beverage;  and  he  be- 
lieved the  measure  was  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  a  contrivance  to  give  the  public 
a  spurious  article  made  upon  a  different 
principle  to  that  which  they  had  been  ac- 
customed to  use.  It  must  be  remembered 
also  that  the  proportions  between  sugar 
and  malt  were  taken  at  a  time  when  the 
duty  on  foreign  sugar  was  2ls,  &  cwt.; 
and  that  at  the  end  of  four  years  it  would 
be  only  14^.;  so  that  the  proportion  which 
suited  the  present  purpose  would  not 
hereafter  be  sufficient;  this  ou^ht  to  be  in- 
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quired  into  and  settled.  But  there  was 
another  consideration  which  he  hoped 
would  not  he  lost  sight  of.  If  they  passed 
this  measure,  they  would  he  taking  their 
sugar,  not  only  from  countries  in  which  the 
slave  trade  existed,  hut  from  countries 
where  the  slave  trade  was  carried  on  in  its 
most  atrocious  character.  This  ought  to 
he  no  slight  consideration  with  their  Lord- 
ships in  passing  a  measure  which  would 
give  increased  impetus  to  the  odious  traffic 
in  flesh  and  hlood.  And  what  advantage 
were  the  colonies,  which  were  kept  up  at 
such  an  enormous  expense  to  the  mother 
country,  if  it  were  not  to  provide  her  with 
markets  for  her  own  commodities,  and  at 
the  same  time  ensure  her  a  supply  of  other 
commodities  in  exchange  ?  There  was,  in 
his  opinion,  an  irresistihle  mania  in  favour 
of  free  trade;  hut  many  years  would  not 
pass  awayhefore  the  country  would  awaken 
to  a  sense  of  its  error,  and  acknowledge 
that  that  pernicious  principle  was  fraught 
with  the  most  injurious  consequences.  For 
his  part,  he  could  not  refrain  from  entering 
his  protest  against  the  entire  of  that  ahsurd 
and  useless  change  from  the  old  and  ap- 
proved principles  of  commercial  legisla- 
tion. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  if  he 
viewed  the  Bill  as  part  of  the  chain  of  the 
measures  of  free  trade,  he  would  have  heen 
induced  to  give  it  more  support  than  he 
was  now  inclined  to  do;  hut  lie  wished  to 
explain  the  vote  which  he  was  ahout  to  give, 
as  other  measures  were  ahout  to  he  intro- 
duced, and  he  would  he  sorry  that  it  should 
he  misconceived.  His  noble  Friend  opposite 
(Lord  Stanley)  had  not  argued  the  question 
of  the  temporary  or  permanent  nature  of  the 
measure  as  a  subject  for  a  Committee,  but 
had  put  it  upon  other  grounds,  which,  if 
made  out,  would  have  afforded  perfect  jus- 
tification for  his  Amendment.  He  (Lord 
Montcaglo)  held  that  if  a  case  had  been 
made  out  by  noble  Lords  opposite,  it  was  a 
legitimate  subject  for  a  Committee.  Upon 
former  occasions,  when  it  appeared  to  their 
House  that  a  fitting  case  was  made  out. 
Committees  were  appointed;  for  instance, 
the  malt  tax  and  the  question  of  the  draw- 
back on  malt  had  been  made  the  subject  of 
such  inquiry.  Ho  would  not  argue  the 
case  as  being  an  improper  subject  for  par- 
liamentary interference,  hut  what  he  would 
submit  to  the  noble  Lord  who  had  moved 
the  Amendment  was,  whether  it  had  not 
been  demonstrated  by  the  arguments  on 
both  sides,  that;  n«  matter  w«s  t*carrcly 
worthy  of  inquiry  ?    He  believed  the  effect 


either  upon  the  colonies  or  upon  the 
barley-growers  at  home,  would  be  infi- 
nitesimal. If  it  were  intended  as  a  mea- 
sure of  relief,  it  was  a  very  small  one; 
and  in  any  case  he  did  not  think  the 
subject  worthy  of  the  time  it  took  in  dis- 
cussing. It  reminded  him  strongly  of  a 
parliamentary  representation  of  "  Much 
Ado  about  Nothing.**  When  they  came 
to  discuss  the  question  of  reducing  the  duty 
on  rum,  he  would  support  any  Motion  that 
might  be  made  for  an  inquiry  into  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  he  would  be  sorry,  in  giving  his 
vote  to-night  in  favour  of  the  measure  at 
present  submitted  for  their  consideration, 
to  be  precluded  from  voting  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  other  question  ;  inasmuch  as  ho 
considered  the  Irish  and  Scotch  distiUe- 
ries  had  made  out  a  very  good  case  against 
the  BiU. 

The  DiTKE  of  RICHMOND  said,  it  had 
not  been  his  intention,  in  rising  upon  the 
previous  occasion,  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  any  lengthened  observadons; 
but  he  was  now  glad  he  had  given  way  to 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  down.  His 
noble  Friend  had  said  the  matter  was  one 
of  very  little  importance — indeed  not 
worthy  of  an  inquiry  ;  but  if  such  were 
really  the  case,  and  that  the  measure 
would  have  no  possible  effect  one  way  or 
the  other,  he  thought  that  circumstance 
was  an  additional  reason  for  inquiry ;  for 
he  considered  nothing  could  be  more  dan- 
gerous, or  more  likely  to  lead  to  mischief, 
than  the  passing  of  measures  which  the 
very  projectors  of  them  admitted  could  not 
be  of  any  service  to  any  one.  But  ho  con- 
tended that  the  present  case  was  a  sub- 
ject for  a  Committee,  inasmuch  as  there 
existed  a  great  diffence  of  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  figures  stated  by  his  noble 
Friend.  His  noble  Friend  near  him  (Lord 
Ashburton)  had  urged  the  necessity  which 
existed  for  a  Committee,  upon  the  ground 
that  there  was  a  Bill  about  to  be  brought 
into  their  Lordships'  House  involving  ques- 
tions of  figures,  and  that  ho  was  anxious 
for  an  inquiry  into  the  subject,  because 
he  knew  the  figures  were  wrong.  Now, 
did  not  tho  two  Bills  come  from  the  same 
shop  ?  and  had  they  not  a  right,  as  they 
came  from  the  same  place,  to  suppose  that 
the  noble  Lord  near  him  was  right,  and 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  wrong?  It  was  the 
bounden  duty  of  those  of  their  Lordships 
who  were  unfortunately  bi»aton  la#t  year, 
upon  the  question  of  those  free-trade  mea- 
sures, which  he  ho|>ed  were  fast  disappear- 
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ing  from  among  the  reflective  class  of  the 
community,  to  cause  an  inquiry  to  he 
made  into  the  tendency  of  the  proposed 
measure  now  under  consideration.  They 
last  year  suffered  a  defeat  from  circum- 
stances of  which  he  would  not  then  remind 
them  ;  hut,  since  they  had  now  the  open 
and  manly  declaration  of  his  nohle  Friends 
at  present  in  the  Government — and  he 
owned  he  preferred  much  a  manly  and 
candid  opponent  to  an  insidious  and  de- 
ceitful enemy — it  was  a  duty  they  owed  to 
the  agricultural  interests  not  to  allow  any 
Bill  to  pass  through  their  House,  without 
inquiring  into  the  details,  and,  if  possible, 
preventing  those  agricultural  interests  from 
being  again  deceived.  He  did  not  mean 
to  convey  that  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  had  wil- 
fully made  an  error ;  but  he  could  not  help 
saying  he  thought  he  was  deceived.  There 
was,  however,  one  judicious  part  of  the 
noble  Lord's  speech,  in  which  he  entirely 
agreed.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
it  was  highly  important  that  the  people 
should  have  a  cheap  and  wholesome  beve- 
rage ;  and  he  would  tell  the  noble  Lord 
that  to  get  good  and  cheap  beer,  the  way 
to  do  it  would  be  to  get  rid  of  the  malt 
tax.  It  was  no  prejudice  in  the  labourers 
of  the  country  that  they  liked  to  have  their 
beer  made  of  good  malt  and  hops.  But 
what  was  the  stuff  they  were  going  to  give 
them,  even  according  to  the  evidence  of 
one  of  their  own  friends,  a  partner  in  the 
house  of  Whitbread  and  Co.,  the  brewers  ? 
He  would  read  an  extract  from  the  evi- 
dence of  that  gentleman,  taken  in  Com- 
mittee : — 

**  You  have  some  experience  of  sugar  as  ap- 
plicable to  brewing  purposes  ? — I  have. 

"  What  kind  of  beer  was  undertaken  at  your 
brewery  ? — We  thought  it  right  to  separate  all 
the  strong  sugar,  and  we  made  a  very  fair  trial. 
Our  object  was  to  buy  the  strongest  sugar,  but  we 
found  it  so  indifferent  that  it  was  an  experiment 
and  no  experiment. 

••  You  did  brew  some  ? — Yes. 

**  Was  it  good  ? — No,  veiy  bad,  though  we 
brewed  in  the  best  seasons,  and  took  all  necessary 
precautions  to  make  the  article  good.  This  was 
in  1807,  when  malt  was  enormously  dear." 

The  Government  would  then  go  to  the 
hustings  and  say,  **  We  proposed  to  give 
you  cheap  bread,  but  you  have  not  yet  got 
it — and  now  we  promise  to  give  you  cheap 
beer.*'  And  some  unfortunate  fellow  would 
taste  the  bad  beer,  and  find  himself  half 
poisoned,  and  that  the  Government  had 
again  deceived  him.  The  truth  was,  that 
Parliament  passed  these  measures  without 
sufficient  inquiry  ;    and   then   could  they 


expect  in  another  year  the  country  would 
pay  the  slightest  respect  to  the  decisions 
of  Parliament  ?  He  certainly  did  not  op- 
pose this  measure,  and  he  should  not  vote 
for  a  Select  Committee  with  a  view  of  de- 
feating it.  He  was  sure  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  T^ould  do  the 
Opposition  the  credit  to  believe  them  when 
they  said  their  real  object  was  not  to  get 
rid  of  the  Bill ;  and  if  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley),  on  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee,  should  not  prove  the 
case  he  had  stated  that  night,  he  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond),  for  one,  certainly 
would  not  vote  against  the  Bill.  He  should, 
however,  like  to  know  that  by  voting  for  it 
he  was  not  poisoning  half  the  population 
of  the  country.  Every  speaker  who  had 
addressed  the  House  in  behalf  of  the  Bill, 
had  agreed  that  it  would  do  little  or  no  good 
at  all,  as  far  as  relieving  the  present  dis- 
tress was  concerned  ;  and  as  it  was  pro- 
bable that  some  of  the  other  remedial 
measures  would  be  put  off  until  the  6th  of 
March,  surely  there  could  be  no  great 
harm  if  this,  the  least  beneficial  of  these 
measures,  were  delayed  for  two  or  three 
days  or  a  week.  He  had  always  been  an 
advocate  for  inquiry,  when  it  did  not  un- 
settle for  a  length  of  time  any  great  branch 
of  trade,  manufactures,  or  agriculture  ;  it 
satisfied  the  public  mind,  and  was  in  every 
way  advantageous.  The  advocates  of  this 
Select  Committee  did  not  say,  as  the  mover 
and  seconder  of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into  the  Navigation  Laws  in  the  other  House 
did,  that  they  were  hostile  to  it.  They  were 
not  hostile  to  this  Bill,  yet  the  Government 
refused  them  an  inquiry,  and  at  the  same 
time  granted  an  inquiry  to  a  set  of  free- 
traders, who  wished  to  destroy  the  naviga- 
tion laws  of  this  country,  and  thereby  ren- 
der England  a  secondary  power  amongst 
the  maritime  nations  of  the  world.  He 
warmly  concurred  in  the  Amendment  of 
his  noble  Friend. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  agreed  with  most 
of  the  Peers  who  had  addressed  the  House, 
that  the  Bill  could  not  produce  much  good, 
and  he  believed,  at  the  same  time,  that  it 
could  do  no  harm  whatever.  Eveiy  argu- 
ment that  had  been  adduced,  had  gone  to 
show  that  it  would  injure  no  interest 
whatever;  and  the  most  conclusive  speech 
against  the  necessity  of  an  inquiry  had 
been  that  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  asked 
for  a  Select  Committee.  He  believed  that 
the  introduction  of  sugar  into  breweries, 
would  cause  the  consumption  of  inferior 
sorts  of  barley,  which  now  could  not  find 
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a  market  for  malting  purposes,  and  thus  it 
would  benefit  the  barley  grower.  The 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  which 
sat  on  the  burdens  of  land,  showed  that 
only  the  finest  qualities  could  be  sold  for 
malting,  and,  therefore,  the  using  of  the 
inferior  sorts  by  the  admixture  of  sugar 
was  an  undoubted  benefit  to  agriculture. 
This  Bill  was  a  consequence  of  the  recent 
free-trade  measures;  and  he  always  had 
maintained  that  when  Parliament  made  so 
great  a  step  in  that  direction  by  repealing 
the  com  laws,  it  would  be  an  mjustice  to 
stop  short  the  course  of  free  trade.  If 
they  adopted  a  principle,  they  were  bound 
to  carry  it  out;  and  he  felt  certain  it  must 
be  carried  out  to  the  fullest  extent  with 
respect  to  manufactures  as  well  as  agri- 
cultural produce.  Ho  was  certain  that  as 
soon  as  the  state  of  the  revenue  would  per- 
mit, the  Government  must  take  into  con- 
sideration the  malt  duties.  Those  duties 
were  a  great  burden  on  land;  it  would  bo 
a  great  injustice  not  to  revise  them  now 
that  Parliament  had  destroyed  that  pro- 
tcetion  which  was  a  sort  of  compensation 
for  those  burdens. 

The  Marqubss  of  SALISBURY  re- 
marked that  although  the  Committee  for 
inquiring  into  the  burdens  on  land  had 
made  some  inquiries  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
malt  duties,  its  existence  was  cut  short 
before  those  inquiries  were  completed.  He 
had  not  observed  that  the  noble  Marquess, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  or 
any  of  the  speakers  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
had  touched  upon  the  important  question 
of  the  introduction  of  sugar  in  reference 
to  the  malt  tax.  Ho  had  no  doubt  malt 
could  be  produced  at  a  much  cheaper  rate 
if  it  wero  not  subject  to  the  excise  regu- 
lations. There  was  evidently  a  vast  dif- 
ference of  opinion  as  to  matters  of  fact,  and 
he  thought  a  sufficient  case  had  been  made 
out  for  a  Select  Committee. 

Lord  REDESDALE  had  heard  this 
called  a  measure  of  free  trade;  but  he  held 
that  the  principles  involvcnl  in  the  Bill  were 
contradictory  to  the  principle  of  free  trade, 
and  brought  to  bear  against  the  home  pro- 
ducer in  a  manner  as  injurious  as  well 
could  bo  devised.  In  certain  circumstances 
the  Bill,  instead  of  promoting  free  trade, 
would  o])erate  as  a  prohibition  against  the 
British  producer  of  borlov.  The  duty  on 
sugar  was  to  be  remitted,  in  order  to  en- 
able it  to  come  into  competition  with  bar- 
ley; but  sinco  tho  duty  on  malt  was  to  re- 
main, it  would  amount  to  a  prohibition  of 
that  British  produce  when  it  railed  the 


price  of  that  article  to  a  certain  amoont  as 
compared  with  sugar. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  would 
vote  against  the  Amendment,  because  he 
could  not  offer  any  discouragement  to  the 
Government  under  the  difficult  circum- 
stances in  which  they  were  placed. 

On  Question,  that  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Motion, 
House  divided: — Contents  35;  Not-Con- 
tents  27:  Majority  8. 

List  of  the  CosTEKTS. 


HUEM. 

Norfolk 

Titcouirrs. 
Falkland 

Maasareene 

MABQUVMBl. 

Lftoidowno 
SUgo 

Westmeath 
CUnricardo 

Loans. 
Campbell 
Strafford 
Gottenham 
Montfort 

Beaumont 

Clarendon 

Foley 

Auckland 

Bynm 

Radnor 

De  Mauley 

FiUwilliam 

Audley 

WaldograTO 

Camoys 

Minto 

Beaurale 

Grey 

Crewe 

Uxbridgo 

Ulfbrd 

Spenoer 

ViTian 

Fortcsoue 

Bisaops. 

GranTille 

nereford 

Shaficflbury 

St.  Asaph 

List  of 

tke  Nox-co5TKrre. 

DUUM. 

Stradbroke 

Richmond 

Mountcaihd 

Tiacocim. 

Montrofle 

Canterbury 

MABQCSaS. 

Strangionl 

Salisbury 

Gage 

lARLS. 

U>K|»S. 

Ilardwicko 

Stanley 

Ranftirley 

ho&Um 

Warwick 

Eglintoun 

Wynlbrd 

Somcrs 

Colehetter 

Nelion 

FeTer*ham 

Cardigan 

Orkney 

Grantley 

CharlcTillo 

Montcagto 

Paired  of. 

C0!CT1»T. 

jfOT-rosrTijrr. 

Portman 

Brougbas 

Norwich 

Tankerrille 

Colbomo 

Walaingbam 

Resolted  in  the  AJhrmaHte. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly.  Bill 
reported  without  Amendment. 

The  House  then  w(^t  into  Committee  on 
the  Distilling  from  Sugar  Hill,  which  was 
reported  wiuiout  Amendment. 

House  adjoomed. 


245 


TUForM 


{Feb.  19} 


of  Dean. 


246 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  February  19,  1847. 

MiNUTKS.]   Public  Bills.— 1°  Marketf  and  Fain  Clauses; 
Public  Undertakings  Clauses;  Gas  Works  Clauses;  Wa- 
terworks Clauses, 
so  Factories. 

Petitions  Prbsbxtxd.  By  Captain  Pechell,  from  Brigh- 
ton, for  Alteration  of  Law  respecting  the  Registration 
of  Voters.  —  By  Mr.  John  cyConnell,  from  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  Ireland,  for  Al- 
teration of  Marriage  Law  (Ireland).  —  By  Mr.  John 
(yConnell,  from  Ireland,  for  Removal  of  Disabilities 
as  regards  the  Roman  Catholic  Regular  Clergy  (Ire- 
land).—  By  Mr.  Hawes,  from  Lambeth,  and  Mr.  Aid. 
Humphery,  from  Southwark,  for  Inquiry  respecting  the 
Rajah  of  Sattara. — By  Mr.  S.  Crawford,  from  Ciimber- 
land^  and  Sir  W.  Somerville,  from  Drogheda,  against  the 
Use  of  Grain  in  Breweries  and  Distilleries. — By  Mr.  M. 
Philips,  from  Manchester,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duties  on 
Butter  and  Cheese. — By  Mr.  Pattison,  and  other  Hon. 
Members,  from  Shipowners  of  several  places,  for  Reduc- 
tion of  Lighthouse  Dues. — By  Sir  W.  Somerville,  from 
Drogheda,  against  the  Proposed  Alteration  of  the  Duty 
on  Rum.— By  Sir  T.  Esmonde,  from  Wexford,  for  Alter- 
ation of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland). — By  Mr.  Hutt,  from 
Guardians  of  the  Gateshead  Union,  for  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  Law  (Ireland  and  ScoUand).— By  Sir  C.  Coote,  from 
Guardians  of  the  Mount  Mellick  Union,  against  the  Poor 
Relief  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  by  Mr.  Stanton,  from  Guardians 
of  the  Stroud  Union,  in  Favour  of  the  same.— By  several 
Hon.  Members,  from  a  great  many  places,  for  Repeal  or 
Alteration  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act.  —  By  Mr.  Black- 
bume,  from  Lancaster,  in  Favour  of  the  Ports,  Harbours, 
&c.  Bill  (1846).— By  Mr.  Beckett,  from  Leeds,  for  the 
Suppression  of  Promiscuous  Intercourse.— By  Mr.  Cor- 
bally,  from  County  of  Meath,  in  Favour  of  the  Railways 
(Ireland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  M.  Gibson,  and  Sir  R.  Peel,  from 
Manchester,  against  laying  the  Burden  on  the  Revenue 
for  the  Relief  of  Ireland.— By  Lord  Brooke,  Mr.  W. 
Ellis,  and  Lord  Rendlesham,  from  several  places,  for  Al- 
teration of  the  Law  of  Settlement.— By  Sir  R.  Peel,  from 
Robert  Falk,  of  Winsford  Lodge,  Chester,  respecting  cer- 
tain Losses  in  the  East  India  Salt  Trade.— By  Mr.  Barkly, 
from  Inhabitants  of  British  Guiana,  and  Mr.  Pattison, 
from  Merdumts  of  London,  against  the  Proposed  Meft- 
surcs  respecting  Sugar  and  Rum. — By  Mr.  Aldam,  from 
Leeds,  and  Mr.  B.  Smith,  trom  Norwich,  for  Repeal  or 
Reduction  of  Duty  on  Tea. — By  Mr.  Ferrand,  from  Brad- 
ford, for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Anatomy  Act. — By  Mr. 
Muntz,  ttom  John  and  James  Aldan,  Shipowners,  of  Lon- 
don, complaining  of  the  Seizure  of  the  Black  Cat 
Schooner. — ^By  Mr.  Williams,  from  Pembroke,  respecting 
the  Use  of  the  Welsh  Language  in  the  County  Courts  of 
Wales. — By  Sir  W.  Somerville,  from  Preston,  and  Glas- 
gow, in  Favour  of  the  Ten  Hours  Factory  Bill. — By  Mr. 
J.  O'Connell,  from  Landed  Proprietors,  Merchants,  and 
others,  resident  in  Ireland,  for  Relief  of  the  Destitute 
Poor  (Ireland). — By  Major  Macnamara,  from  Ennis,  for 
Facilitating  the  Transportation  of  Grain  and  Provisions 
to  Ireland.— By  Mr.  O.  Gore,  from  Irish  Waste  Land  im- 
provement Society,  for  Alteration  of  the  Landed  Property 
(Ireland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  V.  Stuart,  from  Watcrford,  re- 
specting the  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act. 


BERBICE— ALLEGED  MISCONDUCT. 

Mr.  GRANTLEY  BERKELEY  beg- 
ged to  call  the  attention  of  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies  to  a  transaction 
which  he  had  seen  described  in  a  Berbice 
paper,  and  which  seemed  to  call  for  some 
notice  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
The  facts  of  the  case,  as  stated  in  the 
Berbice  Gazette  of  the  10th  of  December 
last,  were  shortly  these : — 


"  The  Rev.  Mr.  Bell,  the  Presbyterian  chaplain 
to  the  gaol,  and  the  Rev.  Mr.  Johnstone,  attended 
an  African  convict  under  sentence  of  death,  named 
Panzo ;  these  rev.  gentlemen  having  fiiiled  to  make 
any  religious  impression,  a  Catholic  priest,  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Kelly,  was  solicited  to  try  if  his  attend- 
ance would  avail  the  man  in  his  last  moments  for 
the  preparation  of  death.  On  the  morning  ap- 
pointed for  the  execution,  Mr.  Kelly  had  access 
to  the  man,  and  succeeded  in  eliciting  from  him  a 
desire  to  receive  the  ceremony  of  baptism.  The 
wish  of  the  criminal  being  communicated  by  Mr. 
Kelly  to  the  gaoler.  Van  Cooten,  Van  Cooten  re- 
fused to  permit  Mr.  Kelly  to  officiate  without  an 
order  from  Mr.  Bell,  the  chaplain  of  the  gaol.  A 
message  was  sent  to  Mr.  Bell,  who  immediately 
repaired  to  the  spot,  and  rudely  and  unceremoni- 
ously refused  to  permit  Mr.  Kelly  to  fulfil  the 
sacred  office,  or  to  permit  any  other  minister  to 
do  so,  at  Mr.  Kelly's  entreaty ;  Mr.  Bell  pleading 
as  a  reason  for  his  refusal,  that  Mr.  Kelly  had 
come  '  too  late.'  Mr.  Kelly  then  hastened  to  Mr. 
Sheriff  Winfield's  residence,  the  execution  not 
having  then  taken  place,  who  also  refused  to  in- 
terfere, because  Mr.  Kelly  was  *  late  in  his  appli- 
cation;' and  although  there  was  ample  time  to 
have  administered  some  of  the  comforts  of  reli- 
gion to  the  dying  man;  and  though  Mr.  Kelly 
urged  that  it  was  not  too  late,  even  at  the  elerenth 
hour,  to  officiate,  the  mandate  of  the  law  was  put 
in  force,  and  the  consolation  of  religion  denied  to 
this  victim  of  sectarian  jealousy." 

He  regretted  that  he  had  too  much  reason 
to  believe  in  the  truth  of  the  report ;  and 
therefore  he  begged  to  know  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  cognizant  of 
the  circumstance,  or  if  not  cognizant  of  it, 
if  they  would  institute  an  inquiry? 

Mr.  hawes  stated,  that  no  informa- 
tion relative  to  the  circumstance  described 
by  the  hon.  Member  had  been  received  by 
the  Government. 

THE  FOREST  OF  DEAN. 

Mr.  G.  BERKELEY,  seeing  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  in  his  place,  begged  to  bring 
a  circumstance  uniler  his  knowledge,  and 
to  ask  a  question  on  it  of  considerable  im- 
portance to  a  great  portion  of  his  constitu- 
ents. It  appeared  that,  some  time  since, 
a  Mr.  Cook,  resident  at  Gloucester,  was 
appointed  coroner  for  the  district  compris- 
ing the  Forest  of  Dean.  This  officer  re- 
sided fifteen  miles  from  the  nearest  point 
of  his  duty.  A  change  was  subsequently 
made,  and  Mr.  Cook  was  appointed  to 
another  district,  comprising  the  town  of 
Cheltenham;  and  a  Mr.  Bamet,  resident 
at  Cheltenham,  was  appointed  to  the  dis- 
trict comprising  the  Forest  of  Dean.  This 
placed  the  coroner  still  further  from  his 
duties,  and  made  the  nearest  point  at 
which  he  coidd  be  reached  from  the  forest 
about  twenty-eight  miles.    Now,  when  it 
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was  known  that  the  forest  was  a  mining 
district,  where  accidents  might  he  said  to 
he  rife,  such  a  distance  from  the  coroner 
was  of  considerahle  disadvantage;  the  more 
so,  from  a  superstitious  feeling  among  the 
working  chisses,  as  to  not  labouring  in  a 
mine  where  an  accident  had  happened  while 
the  body  lay  unburied.  He  (Mr.  Berke- 
ley) had  been  told  of  instances  of  five  days* 
delay  of  an  inquest,  during  which  time  no 
work  was  done,  creating  much  loss  to 
both  the  employer  and  the  employed.  He 
therefore  wished  to  know  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  in  which  way  the  grievance 
was  to  be  remedied,  as  it  was  one  exciting 
considerable  attention  in  the  forest  dis- 
trict? 

Sir  G.  grey  was  not  prepared  to  say. 
He  apprehended  that  it  was  not  within  the 
province  of  the  Government  to  interfere 
directly  in  such  a  matter. 

IRELAND— IMPORTATION  OF  FLAX- 
SEED. 

Mr.  FORSTER  said,  that  much  excite- 
ment prevailed  amongst  individuals  en- 
gaged in  the  flaxseed  trade,  in  conse- 
quence pf  a  current  report,  that  Ilcr  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  making  purchases 
of  flaxseed  for  the  purpose  of  importing  it 
into  Ireland.  He  wished  to  know  if  that 
report  was  well  founded,  and  if  so,  what 
were  the  intentions  of  Government  with 
reference  to  the  subject  ?  It  must  be  ob- 
vious, that  if  the  Government  entered  the 
market  as  a  dealer,  it  would  materiaUy 
affect  private  enterprise.  In  proof  of  this, 
he  would  read  an  extract  from  a  letter 
which  he  had  received  from  Limenck : — 

"  Wo  should  feel  extremely  obliged  if  you  would 
ascertain  for  us,  distinctly,  the  intention  of  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  article  of  flixseed 
this  season,  in  the  Limerick  market.  Wo  hare 
information  that  flaxseed  has  already  arrived 
here  for  Ciovemment  account ;  and  we  have  rea- 
son to  Iwlieve  that  the  regulnr  iinport4.>rs  of  this 
article  (our  firm  b<»ing  among  the  number)  will 
suspend  all  opemtiDnn  until  the  Government  mea- 
sures be  made  known." 

The  writers  withdrew  their  flaxseed  order 
from  their  seed  broker  when  they  heard  of 
the  arrivals  to  Government  in  Limenck, 
OS  it  was  scarcely  to  he  expected  that 
merchants  wouUl  expose  themselves  to  com- 
petition with  Govcrnmont. 

Mr.  LABOUClIEllE  n-quested  per- 
mission  to  state  the  grounds  on  which  the 
Government  thought  they  were  justified  in 
introducing,  to  a  limited  extent,  flaxseed 
into  Ireland.  Representations  were  made 
to  the  Government,  that  though  the  foil 


and  climate  of  the  southern  part  of  Ireland 
were  peculiarly  favourable  to  the  cultiva- 
tion of  flax,  hardly  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  cultivate  it  there.  It  was  thought 
desirable  that  in  the  present  circumstances 
of  the  country,  a  well-conducted  attempt 
should  be  made  to  introduce  the  culture  of 
flax  into  that  part  of  the  island;  but  it  was 
represented  that  none  but  American  flax- 
seed of  an  inferior  description  could  be 
obtained,  and  the  aid  of  Government  was 
solicited  to  procure  seed  of  a  better  kind. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment undertook  to  import  some  flaxseed 
of  the  best  description  into  the  south  of 
Ireland.  The  quantity  was  small,  namely, 
600  bushels;  and  it  was  not  intended  to 
import  any  more.  As  a  general  rule,  it 
must  be  admitted  that  such  proceedings 
on  the  part  of  Government  coiud  only  dis- 
turb private  enterprise.  Still,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  time,  the 
Government  thought  they  were  justified  in 
making  this  exception,  with  a  view  to  en- 
courage the  cultivation  of  flax  in  the  south 
of  Ireland. 

WEST  INDIES— IMMIGRATION. 

Mr.  BARKLY  wished  to  know  when 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  to 
carry  into  execution  their  intended  plan 
for  establishing  steam  communication  !>e- 
tween  the  west  coast  of  Africa  and  the 
West  Indies,  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
the  emigration  of  free  labourers? 

Mr.  HA  WES  said,  that  not  a  long  time 
would  elapse  before  a  steam  vessel  would 
be  prepared  to  enter  on  the  service  for 
which  she  was  destined.  All  parties  were 
agreed  that  the  West  Indian  colonies  were 
greatly  in  want  of  labourers;  and  the  pro- 
prietors had  frequently  applied  to  the  Le- 
gislature and  the  Government  to  aflbrd 
them  facilities  for  the  introduction  of  la- 
bourers. Immigration  from  the  East  In- 
dies had  been  tried,  but  it  was  found  to  be 
too  costly  to  be  continued;  and  therefore 
Government  had  thought  it  right  to  fur- 
nish facilities  for  a  cheaper  supply  of  la- 
bour to  the  West  Indies.  For  this  pur- 
pose a  steam-boat,  fitted  up  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  Government,  and  carrying 
out  engineers  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, was  about  to  proceed  to  the  we5t 
coast  of  Africa — the  Kroo  coast — where 
slavery  did  not  exist.  Labourers  from 
that  coast  at  present  in  the  West  Indies 
had  expressed  a  wish  to  ht*  twni  there,  in 
order  that  they  mi;;ht  pomuade  their  fel- 
low-countrymen to  emigrate  to  the  West 
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Indies,  to  obtain  the  wages  which  were 
given  to  labourers  there.  He  wished  it  to 
be  distinctly  understood  that  this  project 
was  merely  m  the  nature  of  an  experiment; 
it  would  be  conducted  under  the  immedi- 
ate superintendence  of  the  Government ; 
and,  at  present,  it  was  not  intended  to 
extend  beyond  the  period  of  one  year,  by 
which  time  it  would  be  ascertained  whe- 
ther voluntary  emigration  was  likely  to 
take  place  from  Africa.  [Mr.  Barkly: 
What  is  the  name  of  the  vessel?]  The 
Scourge. 

TENANTS  IN  TAIL. 

Mr.  FERRAND,  seeing  the  Attorney 
General  in  his  place,  begged  to  remind 
him,  that  he  had  formerly  complained  in 
that  House  of  the  injustice  which  he  had 
suffered,  as  a  tenant  in  tail  of  property  in 
Yorkshire,  from  the  proceedings  of  rail- 
road companies;  he  now  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  to  introduce  into 
the  Railway  Clauses  Consolidation  Bill 
any  provision  to  prevent  injustice  being 
done  to  tenants  in  tail  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  law  upon  the  subject  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refeiTcd,  was  involved  in 
so  much  doubt,  that  he  must  take  time  to 
consider  before  he  could  give  an  answer. 

WEDNESDAY  SITTINGS. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  ask  the  Speaker 
a  question  for  the  information  of  the  House 
as  to  the  adjournments  at  the  Wednesday 
sittings.  During  the  last  Session  and  the 
present,  an  order  of  the  House  directed 
the  Speaker  to  leave  the  chair  exactly  as 
the  clock  struck  six,  without  any  Motion 
of  adjournment ;  after  that  hour  no  Mem- 
ber was  allowed  to  address  the  House. 
Now,  he  understood  that  on  Wednesday 
last  a  report  was  made  to  the  House  after 
six  o'clock;  the  matter  ought  to  be  clearly 
understood,  because  if  they  could  deviate 
from  the  rule  by  five  minutes,  there  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  not  by  fifty. 
The  time  for  the  adjournment  might  un- 
fortunately arrive  in  the  middle  of  a  divi- 
sion; and  the  question  was,  what  the  rule 
should  be  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member  is 
quite  right  in  stating  it  to  be  the  rule  of 
the  House,  that  the  Speaker  shall  leave 
the  chair  at  six  o'clock  without  any  ques- 
tion being  put ;  but  the  adjournment  can- 
not take  place  during  a  division,  as  at  that 
time  the  doors  of  the  House  are  locked,  and 
cannot  be  opened  till  the  Speaker  has  been 


reported  in  the  chair.  Therefore  it  is 
necessary  for  the  numbers  of  the  division 
to  be  reported  to  me  before  I  can  obey  the 
order  of  the  House. 

BRITISH  MUSEUM. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  ask  if  Govern- 
ment intended  to  institute  any  inquiry  into 
the  constitution  of  the  trustees  of  the  Bri- 
tish Museum?  They  were  a  self-elected 
body ;  an  election,  he  understood,  had  been 
held  that  day;  and  he  had  heard  that  the 
departments  of  natural  history  and  science 
had  not  been  properly  represented  in  that 
election.  He  thought  they  ought  not  to 
go  on  voting  40,000?.  or  50,000?.  a  year 
to  a  self-elected  body  without  some  inves- 
tigation. Did  the  Government  intend  to 
make  any  such  inquiry  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  it  was  a 
question  if  certain  improvements  might 
not  be  made;  but  whether  a  Committee  of 
inquiry  should  be  appointed,  was  a  matter 
for  mature  consideration. 

EXPLANATION. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Labouring  Poor  (Ire- 
land) Bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  H.  J.  BAILLIE  said,  he  had  to 
ask  leave  of  the  House  to  say  a  few  words 
as  to  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lynn  on  what  had  fallen  from 
him  on  a  former  occasion.  He  was  repre- 
sented by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn  to  have  stated,  that  as  a  Scotch  re- 
presentative he  would  not  vote  public  mo- 
ney for  the  relief  of  Irish  distress;  and  the 
noble  Lord  said,  that  on  the  part  of  Scot- 
land he  repudiated  such  language.  He 
also  repudiated  it  as  strongly  as  any  one 
in  that  House  could;  but  when  he  objected 
to  vote  16,000,000^.  for  the  purpose  of 
making  railways  in  Ireland,  he  stated,  at 
the  same  time,  that  it  was  his  wish  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  to  give 
every  facility  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
to  improve  their  estates,  and  improve  the 
condition  of  the  people  by  making  them 
accustomed  to  better  food.  But  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  satisfied  with  misrepresent- 
ing him.  The  noble  Lord  thought  it  worth 
his  while  to  tell  the  House,  he  (Mr.  Baillic) 
was  not  a  Scotchman.  He  knew  not  if 
the  noble  Lord's  railway  information  were 
better  founded  than  that  statement;  but  he 
hoped  it  was,  or  it  would  be  very  inaccu- 
rate. Whether  it  were  an  honoiu*  to  be  a 
Scotchman  or  not,  was  a  matter  of  opinion; 
but  he  could  teU  the  noble  Lord  that  his 
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family  owned  tho  property  that  now  be- 
longed to  him  in  Scotland,  long  before  the 
family  of  the  noble  Lord  owned  an  acre  of 
land  in  England.  lie  had  only  to  assure 
the  representatives  of  Ireland,  that  he  was 
ready  to  give  his  support,  not  only  to  the 
measure  before  them  that  evening,  but  to 
any  measure  Government  might  bring  for- 
ward, whether  for  public  loans  or  grants  of 
money,  which  he  might  think  calculated 
to  relieve  the  distress  which  nrevailed  to 
such  a  fearful  extent  in  Irelana. 


IRELAND-DESTITUTION. 

Mr.  R.  D.  BROWNE  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fearful  ac- 
counts of  destitution  which  reached  him 
every  day  from  Ireland,  and  more  particu- 
larly from  the  county  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent.  He  thought  it  only  his  duty 
to  acquaint  the  House  with  these  facts, 
which  called  for  the  immediate  prompt  in- 
terference of  Parliament.  A  fortnight  ago 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  0*ConneTl) 
stated  the  deaths  in  Ireland  to  amount  to 
15,000  a  day,  and  that  statement  had  been 
fully  borne  out  by  the  accounts  from  that 
country :  it  appeared  that  500  persons  were 
dying  each  day  of  hunger.  The  hard- 
worked  priests  could  not  relieve  them — 
multitudes  died  on  the  road  side — their 
corpses  were  mutilated  by  rats,  or  they 
dragged  their  weary  limbs  into  the  poor- 
houses,  that  their  bodies  miffht  not  be  de- 
secrated by  uncoffined  burial.  He  would, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  read 
some  horrible  extracts  from  the  local 
papers : — 

[from  the  rSIKMAN*fl  JOCRXAI^  FIB.  18.] 

"  Wo  had  intended  to  run  through  the  indiri- 
dual  inquofU,  but  our  space  forbids  us.  A  few, 
however,  will  show  the  utter  ruin  and  wretched- 
ness of  the  unhappj  people.  In  No.  4,  one  poor 
woman  swore  that  her  dead  huslNind  and  perish- 
ing diildren  '  )iad  no  breakfiMt  since  the  harvest.* 
A  oonstahio  entered  the  horel,  and  on  entering 
*  saw  a  coffin  before  him  on  the  floor.'  Ilo  asked 
whose  it  was,  and  the  mother  went,  remoTed  the 
lid,  and  said  it  was  the  corpse  of  her  child.  Miser- 
able mother !  In  No.  A,  an  occasional  spoonful  of 
gruel  was  the  food  of  six  persona  tor  seTcral  weeks. 
No.  7,  a  young  man  died  in  the  workhouse  three 
hours  after  admission.  Jle  came  for  a  coffin  and 
a  Christian  burial.  No.  8,  the  wife  saw  her  hus- 
bftiid  leave  her  home  on  Mondaj  to  go  to  the  public 
works,  ten  miles  distant ;  next  daj  she  saw  him 
dead  in  the  fields !  No.  1 1.  a  iarraer  reUted  that 
the  man  pUced  his  hand  on  the  latcli  of  his  door, 
'  which  he  was  unable  to  lift/  A  servant  opened 
it,  when  the  wretched  creature  fell  back  and  in« 
•tantly  expired!  At  these  inquests  Mr.  White 
■tated  that  the  Usi  bill  for  ooffina  agaiaH  tte 
ttnioQs,  furnished  the  dajr  before,  wit  071 V  " 


"  Rirepstown,  8th«  Feb. 

"  Sir— Ilalf-a-doien  ftarration  deaths  hare  been 
reported  to  Mr.  Orant  this  erening,  and  he  directs 
me  to  write  to  request  joa  will  attend  here  eariy  to- 
morrow morning  to  hold  inquests. 

"  Jamu  IIat,  Ilead  Constable. 
"  Alexander  Burrows,  Esq." 

"  Wo  have  just  seen  one  of  the  coroners,  Alex- 
ander Burrows,  Esq.,  and  it  is  with  the  deepest 
anguish  wo  announee  that  matters  are  much  worse 
than  they  are  described  in  the  abore  paragraph ; 
although  he  knocked  up  three  horses,  he  was  only 
able  to  hold  five  inquests  yesterday ;  he  will  resume 
his  awftil  duties  to-day  (Saturday).  There  were 
forty  dead  bodies  in  the  district'of  Maugharow, 
kept  waiting  for  the  coroner.  Tlie  following  are 
the  names  of  five  persons  upon  whose  bodies  .Mr. 
Burrows  held  inquests:  Teeterday,  John  Ua- 
gerty,  Mary  M'Guinnes,  Mary  Conway,  Brian 
Nolin,  and  Mary  Costello.  These  deaths  all  oc- 
curred in  the  parish  of  Drumcliffe,  up  to  the  10th 
instant.  In  the  four  first  eases  the  verdicts  were 
->*  died  of  starvation.'  The  foets  of  the  Ust  case 
are  particularly  touching.  The  fiunily  of  Mary 
Costello  were  in  a  starving  state  for  the  last  threo 
weeks,  the  deceased  had  not  any  food  for  two  days 
previous  to  her  death,  one  of  her  brothers  procured 
tho  priceof  half  a  stone  of  meal,  for  which  she  was 
s^t  to  town ;  on  the  following  morning  she  was 
found  dead  by  tho  road  side,  with  the  little  bag  of 
meal  grasped  tightly  in  her  hand.  The  verdict  in 
this  instance  was — *  died  fh>m  exposure  to  cold, 
and  previous  want  of  the  necessaries  of  life.*  In 
our  last  wo  accidentally  omitted  one  inquest  held 
upon  the  body  of  a  man  named  Owen  Mulroony,  who 
died  at  Cloneen,  of  starvation,  on  the  3rd  instant. 
We  will  publish  the  substance  of  the  evidence  given 
before  the  coroner  to  show  the  nature  of  the  dis- 
closures made  at  these  awful  and  hitherto  unheard- 
of  investigations." 

[raoM  TBI  OALWAT  MBBcnrr.] 
•*  MoRB  Dbaths  fbom  SrARVAnosr. — On  Mon* 
day  last  an  inquest  was  held  by  Mr.  Perrin,  de- 
puty coroner,  on  view  of  the  body  of  a  poor  man 
named  Daniel  Lee,  said  to  be  a  native  of^  MoycuU 
len,  who  was  found  dead  at  Mervale,  in  the  county 
of  the  town  of  Galway.  The  remains  of  the  un- 
fortunate deceased  presented  the  most  emaciated ' 
appearance,  and  bore  erident  marks  of  the  greatest 
destitution  and  wo.  The  jury  returned  a  verdict 
that  tlie  deceased  had  died  for  want  of  the  common 
necessarit^s  of  life. 

"  A  poor  man  employed  on  the  public  works  at 
the  villago  of  Killibane,  near  Tuam,  dropped  down 
from  utter  exhaustion  a  fow  days  since.  He  had 
been  endeavouring  to  support  a  wife  and  larce 
femily  on  his  scanty  earnings ;  but  that  being  in- 
sufficient to  procure  a  sufficient  supply  of  fond,  his 
feeble  frame  sunk  beneath  the  eflbrt.  and  thourh 
every  assistance  was  at  once  afforded,  his  spirit 
wingeil  iu  way  to  another  and  a  better  worid." 

"TO   THX   EDITOa   OP   TUB    rBXBUAS. 

(From   Mr.   M*Manus,    P.P.:    Mr.   Fitipotrick, 
R.C.C.  ;  and  Mr.  M*ilale,  R.C.C.) 

**  l^nsburgh,  Feb.  13,  1^47. 
**  Dear  Sir — So  incessantly  occupied  have  we 
been  for  the  last  few  weeks,  both  in  preparing  fur 
eternity  and  in  consigning  to  the  grave  the  victims 
of  starvation,  that  we  luid  nvt  time  to  put  their 
number  <m  poblie  record.  Since  the  1st  of  Ja- 
Boary,  thd  Bomber  that  perished  bj  bnfw  ia  this 
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parish  exceeds  sixty — ^thero  is  scarcely  a  house  or 
cabin  that  is  not  the  abode  of  disease  and  death. 
In  solemn  truth,  if  we  even  had  time  for  writing  a 
public  communication,  our  hearts  have  been  so 
unncrred  by  the  magnitude  of  the  calamity,  and 
its  numerous  harrowing  results,  that  feelings  bor- 
dering on  despair  of  being  able  to  procure  anything 
like  adequate  relief,  have  almost  supplanted  our 
humble  capability  of  making  any  other  effort  save 
that  of  attending  to  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
starving  people  committed  to  our  charge.  We 
have  neither  rest  nor  respite  by  day  or  by  night. 
Look  to  the  extent  of  this  district,  and  consider 
the  vastness  of  the  population,  numbering  twelve 
thousand  souls,  scattered  over  a  surface  of  moun- 
tain and  sea-coast,  upwards  of  fifty  miles  in  cir- 
cumference, and  you  can  easily  conceive  how  in- 
cessantly three  priests  must  be  engaged.  Mark, 
too,  that  there  are  not  thirty  families  of  this  large 
population  that  have  not  fellen  into  the  calamity, 
for  the  holdings  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  parish  do  not  exceed  on  an  average  two 
acres  and  a  half  of  arable  land ;  in  truth,  our 
people  were  all  of  the  cottier  class,  depending  en- 
tirely upon  the  potato  for  their  staple  food." 

[from  the  mato  constitution.] 
"  We,  with  much  regret  and  feelings  of  horror, 
have  to  lay  before  our  readers  the  details  of  the 
deaths  of  so  many  of  our  /cUow-creatures,  who 
have  been  the  victims  of'  disease  and  hunger 
during  the  past  week.  In  the  neighbourhood  of 
Newport,  on  Sunday  morning  last,  a  poor  man 
named  Molloy  was  found  on  the  road  side.  His 
emaciated  frame  betokened  that  his  death  was  the 
result  of  want.  Uc  was  a  native  of  Burrishoole. 
On  Friday  last  a  poor  man  died  at  Deradda,  near 
Newport,  of  actual  hunger,  leaving  a  family  to 
follow  in  rapid  succession.  In  the  neighbourhood 
of  Breaflfy,  near  this  town,  the  following  deaths 
have  occurred  from  starvation  and  disease :  Mi- 
chael M*Enally,  of  Roemon,  on  the  12th ;  Peter 
Swords,  of  Derrinacrishan,  on  the  12th ;  his  wife, 
on  the  13th  ;  James  Gavan,  of  BallyshawHj  on  the 
8th ;  his  wife  on  the  12th.  All  these  cases  pro- 
ceeded from  dysentery  and  exhaustion.  On  Sun- 
day, the  7th  instant,  Mr.  Atkinson,  coroner,  held 
an  inquest  on  the  body  of  Patrick  Maughan,  at 
Doonanarrow.  The  deceased  has  a  family,  who 
are  in  the  most  indigent  state.  The  verdict  was 
—death  by  starvation.  In  this  village  there  is 
not  a  fiimily  that  do  not  appear  likely  to  fiiU  vic- 
tims to  famine!  On  same  day,  on  the  body  of 
James  Brislane,  at  Kilcrimmin.  The  deceased 
was  put  on  the  public  works,  a  few  days  previous 
to  his  death,  and  was  hastening  on  Saturday  even- 
ing to  the  office  of  the  pay-clerks,  but  being  very 
weak  from  want  of  food  he  fell  on  the  way,  and 
was  found  dead  next  morning.  Verdict-— death 
by  starvation.  On  Monday  the  8th,  on  the  body 
of  Pat  Howley,  at  Saltfield.  The  deceased  was 
employed  on  the  public  works,  and  was  found 
lying  on  the  road  where  he  had  ^en,  by  a  person 
passing  by,  when  removed  to  the  nearest  habita- 
tion he  died  shortly  afler.  Verdict— death  by 
starvation.  On  the  same  day  on  the  body  of 
William  Sheridan,  at  Cloonta.  The  deceased  had 
been  in  a  state  of  great  destitution,  and  going  from 
one  village  to  another  he  fell  into  a  small  rivulet 
which  he  attempted  to  cross,  and  from  his  debility 
was  unable  to  extricate  himself.  Verdict — death 
by  drowning,  but  attributed  to  starvation.  This 
coroner  states,  that  there  were  twelve  more  ia- 


qucsts  reported  in  his  district ;  but  which,  from 
indisposition,  he  has  been  unable  to  attend.  Dur- 
ing the  past  week  Mr.  0' Grady,  coroner,  hold  in- 
quests on  the  following  persons  :  Anne  Philbin, 
Pat  Ilannon,  Francis  Gannon,  Jordan  Morrisroe, 
AnneTeatum,  Patrick  Carey,  Thomas  Costelloe, 
Constantino  Mullen,  John  Mulloy,  Bridget  Mulloy. 
In  each  of  these  cases  the  verdict  returned  was — 
death  from  starvation." 

As  an  Irish  representative,  he  could  not 
remain  silent  when  scenes,  such  as  those 
he  had  described,  were  witnessed  in  his 
country;  and  he  entreated  the  Government 
to  take  measures  to  supply  immediate  and 
effective  relief  to  the  destitute  people.  The 
House  could  not  doubt  the  existence  of  the 
distress,  and  he  warned  them  of  the  conse- 
quences, if  by  delay  and  inactivity  they 
permitted  the  people  to  perish ;  let  them 
recollect,  to  use  the  words  of  the  Irish 
poet,  that — 

"  A  bold  peasantry,  their  country's  pride. 
When  once  destroyed  can  never  be  supplied." 

Mr.  LEFROY  regretted  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  thought  it  advisable 
to  postpone,  even  for  a  single  day,  or  to 
delay  for  a  single  hour,  the  measures 
which  had  been  announced  as  destined  to 
afford  succoiu*  and  relief  to  the  unfortunate 
people  of  Ireland.  It  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  the  Irish  Members  should  not 
be  detained  from  their  post  of  duty,  in  the 
present  crisis;  their  presence  was  required 
in  Ireland,  and  before  the  sufferings,  which 
he  could  assure  the  House  had  not  been 
exaggerated  in  the  description,  their  ab- 
sence only  added  to  the  evil.  While  he 
bore  testimony  to  the  correctness  of  the 
statements  read  to  the  House,  he  did  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  casting  the 
slightest  degree  of  blame  on  the  Govern- 
ment. He  admitted  their  intentions  were 
most  benevolent,  and  their  efforts  most 
praiseworthy;  but  when  famine  was  abroad, 
it  was  impossible  for  any  Irish  Member  to 
sit  in  that  House,  night  after  night,  with- 
out manifesting  some  impatience  and  some 
desire  for  greater  speed  in  their  legislation. 
He  begged  to  read  some  extracts  from  let- 
ters, received  recently,  containing  the  most 
afflicting  statements  of  the  condition  of  the 
peasantry  in  Roscommon  : — 

"  You  will  perceive  we  are  getting  worse, 
when  I  tell  you  that  the  clergyman's  horse  near 
this,  having  died  from  overwork  on  parish  duty, 
on  Saturday  last,  four  men  insisted  upon  carrying 
it  off  to  cut  up  and  eat  the  remains.  He  was 
greatly  shocked,  as  you  will  suppose ;  but  what 
could  he  do  ?  He  feeds  his  own  ramily  on  brown 
bread,  and  has  given  up  sugar,  to  assist  as  far  as 
he  can  by  this  saving.  His  family  are  constantly 
employed  in  supplying  meal,  rice,  and  soup,  to 
great  numbers  of  the  destitute  who  have  nothlDg 
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to  eat  tho  days  they  don't  come  to  them.  A  mem- 
ber of  his  family  was  much  rejoiced  hy  receiving 
20/.  to  help  her  soup-kitchen,  from  Mr.  Forster, 
the  kindhearted  Quaker.  The  distress  will  con- 
tinue for  many  months;  and  I  trust  additional 
help  will  come,  and  indeed  it  should  and  must  be 
distributed  with  economy,  to  effect  much  good. 
Six  persons  here  died  in  houses  close  to  each  other 
and  near  to  this,  on  Friday  last.  The  few  resident 
gentry  make  soup,  and  do  what  they  can,  but  they 
cannot  reach  to  half  the  extent  of  help  required. 
In  one  of  the  houses  my  informant  saw  a  boy  who 
had  been  dead  four  days,  for  whoso  remains  Ids 
mother  was  looking  out  for  a  coffin ;  and  her  other 
son  was  so  near  death  from  exhaustion,  that  he 
could  not  swallow  a  drink  which  was  brought  to 
him." 

In  this  neighbourhood  the  landlord  was  a 
constant  resident,  had  expended  for  forty 
years  past  his  whole  income  there,  em- 
ployed and  fed  some  hundred  persons 
daily,  and  was  now  not  even  receiving  his 
fair  and  reasonable  rents.  This  was  an- 
other description  of  the  present  condition 
of  the  counties  of  Roscommon  and  Long- 
ford :— 

*'  I  consider  this  part  of  the  county  is  in  a  ruin- 
ous state,  the  land  being  totally  neglected.  If 
men  are  not  immediately  encouraged  to  sow  their 
hinds,  we  shall  bo  still  worse  off  next  year.*' 

He  denied  altogether  the  assumption  that 
the  great  misery  prevailing  in  some  dis- 
tricts, was  the  consequence  of  the  neglect 
of  the  landlords  as  a  body.  Some  land- 
lords had  undoubtedly  committed  great 
faults;  but  in  his  opinion  the  resident  land- 
lords generally  were  doing  their  duty. 
Cases  of  distress  and  starvation  had  oc- 
curred even  in  places  where  the  landed 
proprietors  were  making  the  most  ener- 
getic exertions,  where  they  were  expend- 
ing their  entire  incomes  in  aiding  those  in 
want  and  in  providing  employment;  and, 
this  being  so,  how  much  greater  and  how 
much  more  severe  must  be  tho  destitution 
in  those  places  where  the  landlord  did  nut 
reside,  where  the  benefit  of  his  means  and 
influence  was  not  felt  ?  lie  called  upon  the 
Government  to  consider  if  their  measures 
for  temporary  relief  were  adequate  to  the 
accomplishment  of  the  purpose  in  view, 
and  if  they  were  doing  wisely  in  at  once 
withdrawing,  from  the  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands who  otherwise  would  starve,  that 
employment  which  had  been  found  on  the 
public  works.  He  trusted  they  would  also 
increase  the  fund  to  be  granted  for  the 
purchase  of  seed;  he  asked  them  to  re- 
member how  the  horrors  of  the  situation 
of  the  Irish  people  would  be  multiplied  if 
they  were  next  year  to  Imj  left  without  the 
means  of  further  supiK)rt.  It  was  useless 
for  hon.  Members  to  censure  the  conduct 


of  the  landlords.  Many  of  them  were  now 
powerless,  unable  to  collect  their  rents, 
and,  therefore,  altogether  incapable  of  as- 
suming that  function  which  could  only  be 
properly  exercised  by  the  Government.  In 
the  indiscriminate  and  unfounded  vitupera- 
tion, some  distinction  should  be  made  be- 
tween those  who  were  and  those  who  were 
not  doing  their  duty.  The  resident  land- 
lords, who  spent  all  their  wealth  and  en- 
dangered their  lives  in  the  country,  were 
held  up  for  execration;  while  those  who 
were  absentees,  and  who  drained  Ireland 
of  her  lifeblood,  escaped  attack  and  evaded 
punishment. 

Sir  B.  HALL  could  assure  the  House 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  the  observations  made  by  him 
on  a  previous  evening  in  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  landlords  generally, 
were  founded  on  data  of  undoubted  authen- 
ticity and  on  fact,  and  that,  consequently, 
he  had  now  not  one  charge  to  retract  or 
one  word  to  unsay.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was  perhaps  right  in  stating,  that  at  this 
moment  the  landlords  were  well  disposed 
to  second  the  efforts  of  the  Government, 
and  would  evince  that  charity  which  be- 
came their  position,  if  they  could  succeed 
in  collecting  their  rents.  He  granted  that 
tho  rents  were  not  well  paid;  but  when 
they  were  well  paid  last  year — when  the 
calamity  they  had  since  suffered  from  was 
predicted — why  was  not  some  provision 
made  for  the  danger  ?  why  was  not  some 
exertion  used  to  avert  the  event?  Tho 
Irish  Members,  however,  would  probably 
shelter  themselves  under  those  two  asser- 
tions so  repeatedly  heard  in  an  Irish  de- 
bate: first,  that  all  the  evils  of  Ireland  re- 
sulted from  the  Union;  and,  secondly,  that 
on  English  Member  could  not  possibly 
know  anything  about  the  matter.  There 
were  many  gentlemen  in  Ireland  who  were 
not  landlords,  and  who  yet  contrived,  having 
formed  themselves  into  an  association,  to 
collect  great  rents.  He  would  ask,  what 
assistance  had  those  rent  collectors  given 
to  the  distressed  people  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  I).  Browne)  had  told  them  of 
the  dreatlful  state  of  Mayo;  but  he  had  not 
been  able  to  inform  them  that  the  money 
obtained  by  this  association  in  the  shape  of 
*•  rent  **  from  that  county,  had  been  ap- 
plied to  the  relief  of  the  people.  It  was 
an  anomaly  most  remarkable,  that  Meni- 
bors  of  that  House,  who  were  also  cogni- 
zant of  and  participators  in  the  procctHl- 
ings  of  the  association,  could  rise  and  call 
u{H>n  Government  to  supply  food  to  tho 
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poor,  when  they  themselves  applied  not  one 
farthing  of  their  vast  funds  to  that  ohject. 
They  appointed  functionaries,  whom  they 
called  "wardens,"  in  the  different  districts, 
not  to  distribute  relief,  but  to  collect  funds, 
afterwards  to  be  placed  in  that  exchequer 
in  Dubhn  which  was  filled  with  the  contri- 
bution of  a  people  at  the  point  of  famine. 
From  April  in  last  year,  to  the  first  month 
in  this  year,  many  thousand  pounds  had 
been  subscribed  to  the  funds  of  the  Re- 
peal Association.  Why,  he  asked,  was 
this  money  drawn  from  the  people  ?  and 
why,  having  been  drawn,  was  not  some 
portion  of  it  refunded  in  a  time  of  unprece- 
dented distress  ?  [An  Hon.  Member  : 
We  deny  the  fact.]  Was  it  denied  there 
was  this  distress  ?  that  there  was  starva- 
tion at  Skibbereen,  and  suffering  through- 
out Ireland  ?  If  the  Irish  Members  now, 
after  all  that  had  been  said,  denied  these 
facts,  and  that  these  funds  had  been  re- 
ceived by  the  association,  certainly  they 
must  be  allowed  to  be  the  most  extraordi- 
nary people  in  the  world.  It  was  quite  as 
extraordinary  to  hear  hon.  Members  get 
tip  and  contest  the  liberality  of  the  English 
nation.  Subscriptions  were  being  raised 
in  every  quarter:  men  and  women  of  every 
class  were  subscribing:  and  that,  there- 
fore, was  not  the  time  for  the  representa- 
tives of  Ireland  to  keep  ahve  bad  feeling 
in  their  own  country,  or  to  check  gene- 
rosity here  by  taunts  and  aspersions  of  the 
most  unjust  character. 

Sir  W.  VERNER  would  go  the  whole 
length  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  in  what  he  had  said  with 
reference  to  the  collection  of  the  funds  to 
which  he  had  referred  from  many  parties 
in  Ireland,  and  particularly  from  the  starv- 
ing people  of  that  country;  and,  he  would 
add,  what  was  deeply  to  be  regretted,  that 
he  believed  the  unfortunate  people  had  no 
option  whatever  in  the  matter,  but  that  it 
was  compulsory  upon  them  to  make  those 
payments.  There  was  one  subject  to  which 
he  would  shortly  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House,  as  it  was  one  of  the  very  great- 
est importance,  and  had  been,  he  believed, 
the  chief  cause  which  had  led  to  the  present 
state  of  that  country — ^he  meant  the  sublet- 
ting of  land,  or,  more  properly  speaking,  the 
cutting  it  up  into  shreds  and  patches,  known 
by  the  name  of  the  conacre  system.  He 
did  not  believe  the  House  had  any  idea  of 
the  extent  to  which  this  system  was  car- 
ried in  Ireland.  They  were  told  that  this 
state  of  matters  was  originated  by  the  for- 
mer proprietors  of  the  land,  and  that  pre- 
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sent  landlords  were  only  suffering  from 
the  misconduct  of  their  predecessors;  but 
was  it  not  unjust  that  the  landlords  of  the 
present  day  should  be  made  responsible  for 
the  conduct  of  those  who  lived,  perhaps, 
sixty  years  ago  ?  The  parish  in  which  he 
resided,  was  situated  two-thirds  in  Tyrone 
and  one-third  in  Armagh.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  distress,  a  relief 
committee  was  established,  of  which  he 
was  chairman,  and  a  fimd  raised,  by  means 
of  which  they  distributed  meal  once  a  week 
and  soup  twice  a  week;  and  a  single  state- 
ment or  two  of  the  proceedings  of  that 
committee  would  show  to  the  House  the 
extent  to  which  the  subdivision  of  land 
was  carried.  There  were  seeking  re- 
lief from  the  fund  430  families;  and  of 
these,  35  families  only  possessed  as  much 
as  one  acre  of  land.  Most  of  them  had 
none,  but  only  35  possessed  as  much  as  one 
acre.  But,  perhaps,  the  matter  would  be 
better  understood  by  taking  the  state  of 
one  townland,  in  which  there  were  35  fa- 
milies, consisting  of  166  persons.  The 
whole  amount  of  land  in  the  possession  of 
these  35  families  was  eight  acres  and  a 
few  perches;  of  these  eight  acres  seven 
were  in  the  hands  of  four  persons,  which 
left  one  acre  and  a  few  perches  to  be  dis- 
tributed amongst  the  remaining  31  families. 
This  would  give  the  House  some  idea  of 
what  out-door  relief  would  become  in  Ire- 
land. It  would  show  that  to  attempt  to 
give  out-door  relief  would  convert  all  Ire- 
land into  a  great  poorhouse,  and  that  the 
whole  landed  property  of  the  country  would 
not  be  sufficient  to  support  the  poor.  He 
should  like  to  know  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  what  description  of  landlords  in 
any  country  would  like  to  have  such  a  ten- 
antry upon  their  properties.  He  must  say 
that  if  Ireland  was  the  curse  of  England, 
the  conacre  system  was  the  curse  of  Ire- 
land. He  had  received  a  letter  from  the 
rector  of  a  parish  adjoining  to  his,  and 
who  had  been  induced  to  write  in  conse- 
quence of  some  observations  as  to  the  want 
of  exertion  in  Ireland,  which  had  been 
made  in  that  House.  This  clergyman  he 
knew  to  be  indefatigable  in  his  efforts  to 
relieve  the  wants  of  those  around  him ;  he 
had  not  merely  given  his  personal  labours 
for  that  purpose,  but  had  expended  his 
means  also,  so  that  he  had  been  himself 
left  not  only  without  money,  but  without 
food.  He  was  the  brother  of  a  noble  Lord, 
a  Member  of  that  House;  and  as  the  cir- 
cumstances to  which  he  had  referred  were 
in  the  highest  degree  honourable  to  him, 
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he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he 
meant  the  Rot.  Mr.  Clements.  In  his 
letter  he  stated,  that  on  several  nights 
when  he  had  been  out  verj  late,  ho  had 
witnessed  tho  loom  going  in  erery  house 
he  passed  for  miles;  and  that  on  returning 
on  one  occasion,  at  two  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  from  the  bedside  of  a  dying  man, 
he  found  the  people  as  entirely  engaged  as 
by  day.  lie  knew  families  where  they  got 
up  almost  simultaneously  after  twelve  on 
Sunday  night;  and  other  families  who  sat 
up  three  nights  in  the  week.  There  was 
a  notion  that  in  the  north  of  Ireland  the 
people  could  support  themselves  by  means 
of  tno  linen  trade;  but  when  he  mentioned 
that  for  a  web  of  sixty-four  or  sizty*five 
yards  only  2ff.  was  paid,  some  idea  might 
be  formed  of  the  earnings  that  could  be 
derived  by  this  branch  of  industry.  Every 
day's  post  brought  him  intelligence  of  the 
dreadful  amount  of  misery  which  prevailed. 
Ho  had  received  a  letter  from  his  agent 
that  day,  who  stated  that  though  they 
eonstantly  heard  of  vessels  laden  wiUi 
grain  sailing  for  Ireland,  still  the  price  of 
rood  continued  to  rise;  and,  what  was  worse, 
the  grain  purchased  by  the  relief  commit- 
tee was  adulterated  to  such  an  extent  with 
beans  and  other  articles  that  they  were 
often  forced  to  return  their  purchases. 
The  dealers  joined  together  to  raise  the 
prices  of  food;  and  the  day  which  they  se- 
lected for  that  purpose  was  Saturday,  when 
ihej  knew  tho  poor  people  received  their 
wages.  He  maintain^  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords did  everything  in  their  power  to  re- 
lieve the  distress;  but  though  their  means 
were  ten  times  greater  than  they  were,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  do  all  that  tho  ne- 
cessities of  the  case  required;  and  he  con- 
tended that  the  present  was  a  time  when 
they  had  a  right  to  look  for  relief  from  this 
country.  It  had  been  said  the  other  night, 
by  way  of  reproach,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  K.  Peel)  had  an  understand- 
ing with  tho  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government.  Now,  that  was  precisely 
what  he  wished  to  see.  He  wanted  to  see 
tho  wisdom,  the  talent,  the  energy,  and 
the  experience  of  every  party  united  for 
tho  relief  of  tho  distress  m  Ireland.  He 
should  like  to  see  such  a  remedy  applied  to 
the  erils  of  that  country,  as  woula  enable 
them,  should  they  again  l>e  visited  by  such 
another  calamity,  to  meet  it  in  a  way  that 
would  make  it  press  less  heavily  on  the 
eountry.  He  cared  not  whether  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet  concocted 
measures  out  of  tho  House  or  not,  provided 


those  measvrea  w&re  for  the  good  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Sir,  I  am  not 
disposed  to  make  any  complaint  of  the 
conduct  of  Gentlemen  connected  with  Ire- 
land, especially  of  those  who  are  about 
to  return  to  their  own  eountry  to  perform 
there  most  important  duties,  and  who  have 
taken  this  opportunity  to  lay  before  the 
House  statements  as  to  the  appalling  dis- 
tress and  misery  that  exist  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland.  Some  of  those  Gentlemen  have 
expressed  an  opinion  that  this  House  was 
not  fuDy  aware  of  the  depth  and  extent  of 
that  misery;  but  ther  will  at  least  do  me 
the  justice  to  say,  that  I  have  never  at- 
tempted to  conceal  from  tho  Ilouie  what 
my  opinion  was  upon  that  subject.  I  have 
said---and  I  now  say — ^that  I  believe  it  is 
scarcely  possible  to  overstato  or  exagge- 
rate the  amount  of  human  suffering  which 
in  many  parts  of  Ireland  is  now  endured. 
It  is  impossible  for  me — ^imperative  as  the 
duty  is,  that  I  should  read  the  accounts  which 
every  day's  post  brings,  of  details  the  most 
distressing,  as  to  the  effects  which  scarcity 
of  food  has  prtMlueed  in  Ireland — to  dia- 
guise  what  my  impressions  are  upon  that 
subject.  And  let  me  say  that  if  the  state- 
ments which  have  been  made  by  hon. 
Members,  have  been  put  to  the  Government 
in  order  to  urge  them  to  take  every  means 
in  their  power  to  alleriate  that  distress,  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Members  who  have 
made  those  statements,  thai  it  was  alto- 
gether unnecessary.  It  is  not  because 
the  Government  are  unaware  of  the  mi- 
sery existing  in  Ireland,  or  indifferent  to 
tho  extent  of  that  misery,  that  any- 
thing can  be  wanting  in  what  they  have 
done  for  that  country;  but  that  the 
powers  of  the  Government  are  far  more 
limited  than  those  Gentlemen  seem  to 
think.  Gentlemen  may  suppose  that  the 
exertions  of  the  Government  and  the  Le- 
gislature have  not  been  most  judiciously 
applied  under  the  circumstances;  but  still 
they  must  admit  that  they  have  been  ap- 
plied on  a  most  enormous  scale:  that  we 
have  not  spared  the  power  or  finances  of 
this  country  in  the  attempt  to  cope  with 
an  unparalfeled  state  of  distress.  I  believe 
I  may  say  that  more  than  G00.00<)  per- 
sons are  at  this  moment  employed  and  re- 
ceiving Government  money  under  the  Act 
of  Pariiament  that  passed  at  the  end  of  last 
Session.  This  is  an  enormous  effort — an 
effort  wo  cannot  make  without  taxing  the 

i  finances  of  this  country  most  severely;  but 
under  the  eirenmataacet,  we  thought  we 


261 


Ireland — 


{Feb.  19} 


DeetUutum, 


262 


were  justified  in  making  that  effort.  Sir, 
it  is  not  possible  in  a  Christian  land  to  see 
our  fellow-creatures  perishing  by  thousands 
without  at  least  attempting  to  cope  with 
the  calamity  which  has  fallen  upon  them. 
And  I  havo  the  satisfaction  of  stating,  that 
if  these  efforts  have  not  prevented  the  oc- 
currence of  such  scenes  as  we  have  heard 
described  to-night — if  they  have  not  pre- 
vented the  extreme  misery  and  destitution, 
and  loss  of  human  life,  which  have  been 
brought  before  us  in  the  accounts  of  this 
evening — ^accounts  which,  so  far  from  con- 
troverting, I  am  prepared  to  say  are  not 
overcharged — yet,  if  we  could  take  into 
account  those  who  have  been  saved  from 
untimely  deaths  by  the  exertions  which 
Government  and  the  Legislature  have 
made,  they  might  be  reckoned  by  hun- 
dreds of  thousands.  The  measure  to  which 
I  have  already  adverted,  has  been  the  prin- 
cipal means  which  Government  has  resort- 
ed to  in  the  discharge  of  the  duty  devolving 
upon  them;  but  it  has  not  been  the  only 
one.  The  establishment  of  soup-kitchens, 
through  the  medium  of  the  relief  commit- 
tees, who  have  been  actively  engaged  in 
raising  contributions  from  private  sources, 
has  been  extensively  followed  all  over  the 
country;  and  the  Government  has  liberally 
granted  money  to  meet  the  contributions 
80  made  from  those  resources.  Had  I  been 
aware  that  this  discussion  was  to  come  on, 
I  should  have  come  down  to  the  House 
prepared  with  facts  to  show  that  this  sys- 
tem has  extended  itself  throughout  the 
country  to  the  most  distressed  places  in 
Ireland,  and  that  it  has  woi^ed  in  such  a 
manner  as  greatly  to  stop  the  progress  of 
famine  and  disease  unfortunately  affecting 
so  many  parts  of  the  country.  One  great 
cause  of  the  misery  that  now  prevails  in 
Ireland,  is  doubtless  the  high  price  of  pro- 
visions; but  no  one  will  suppose  that  it  is 
in  the  power  of  the  Government,  when 
other  causes  operate  to  make  provisions 
high,  to  interfere  by  artificial  means  so  as 
to  make  them  low.  It  is  not  in  Ireland 
alone,  but  in  France  and  other  countries, 
that  there  has  been  a  rise  in  the  prices  of 
provisions;  they  have  been  extremely  high 
in  France,  and  it  is  as  impossible  that  Go- 
vernment could  keep  the  prices  of  provi- 
sions low  in  Ireland  whilst  they  were  high 
in  other  countries  with  which  Ireland  has 
intercourse,  as  to  keep  the  level  of  the 
Irish  Channel  below  that  of  the  At- 
lantic Ocean.  Do  all  you  can,  you  can 
only  mitigate  these  calamities;  you  can- 
not prevent  ih^n;  without  a  change  in 


the  social  system  of  Ireland,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  prevent  great  distress  in  that  coun- 
try. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  D.  Browne),  who  introduced 
this  discussion,  has  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  state  of  the  county  he 
represents.  Mayo  has,  I  believe,  at  all 
times,  been  one  of  the  most  distressed 
counties  in  Ireland;  and  in  the  present 
state  of  that  country.  Mayo  is  suffering 
more  than  any  other  county  in  Ireland* 
Of  the  numerous  cases  of  deaths  which 
have  arisen  from  starvation,  a  very  great 
number  have  happened  in  the  county  Mayo. 
I  believe  in  most  of  the  cases,  the  indivi* 
duals  have  belonged  to  the  class  of  mendi- 
cants, at  all  times  a  very  miserable  class  in 
Ireland;  but  at  other  times,  they  have  a 
great  resource  in  the  charity  of  the  poorer 
classes;  but,  in  the  present  year,  the  men- 
dicants have  no  means  whatever  of  obtaining 
assistance  from  those  classes,  and  their  ha- 
bits render  them  peculiarly  averse  to  resort 
to  the  poorhouse,  until  the  last  pressure  of 
want  comes  upon  them,  and  then  they 
enter  it  only  to  die.  I  believe  it  is  in  this 
class  of  mendicants  that  mostly,  not  exclu- 
sively, the  deaths  have  happened.  How  the 
Government  could  prevent  this,  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  imagine.  I  am  ready  to  bear  my  willing 
testimony  to  the  exertions  of  many  among 
the  clergy  and  the  landholders  of  Ireland, 
as  far  as  their  means  permit,  to  relieve 
the  distress  around  them;  at  the  same 
time,  I  must  say  that  I  think  it  is  the  duty 
of  all  persons  of  influence,  whether  land- 
holders or  clergymen,  not  only  to  co-ope- 
rate with  individual  charity,  but  to  do  all 
in  their  power  to  prevent  the  circulation  of 
mischievous  delusions  amongst  the  poorer 
classes.  I  am  anxious  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  and  of 
the  House  to  a  communication  I  have  re- 
ceived to-day  from  the  county  of  Mayo, 
which  convinces  me,  that  unless  persons  of 
influence  in  Ireland,  whether  landholders, 
clergymen,  or  belonging  to  any  other  class 
interested  in  the  preservation  of  property, 
exert  their  influence  to  prevent  the  people 
from  becoming  the  victims  of  delusion,  the 
consequences  will  be  alarming.  I  under- 
stand that  in  a  part  of  this  wretched  county 
of  Mayo,  an  organized  combination  exists  to 
discourage  systematically  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil;  the  authors  of  which  promise  the 
poor  people  that  if  they  will  but  leave  off 
cultivating  the  soil,  the  Government  and 
this  country  would  be  obliged  to  maintain 
tibem.  I  call  upon  all  the  influential  classes 
in  that  couutryy  whether  landholders  or 
K2 
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clergymen,  to  exert  themselves  by  every 
means  in  their  power  to  warn  the  unhappy 
people  of  the  consequences  of  falling  into 
this  snare.  The  consequence  would  he 
that  the  state  of  the  country  next  year 
must  be  far  worse  than  it  is  at  present. 
The  communication  to  which  I  referred 
states,  that  a  great  body  of  men,  amounting 
to  200,  went  round,  warning  all  persons  not 
to  attempt  to  till  the  land  this  year.  Now, 
when  Gentlemen  call  upon  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  House  to  employ  the  most 
energetic  efforts  to  enable  us  to  meet  this 
great  calamity,  I  think  we  have  a  right  to 
call  upon  all  classes  to  use  their  utmost 
influence  with  the  poorer  classes,  and  to 
co-operate  with  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment in  warning  them  of  the  consequences. 
I  cannot  pass  over  one  subject  which  has 
been  adverted  to  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent discussion — I  mean,  the  conduct  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland,  with  regard  to 
the  exaction  of  rents  in  the  present  crisis. 
I  believe  that  in  some  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, especially  in  Mayo,  there  have  been 
many  civil-bUl  processes,  not  always  con- 
nected with  questions  of  rent,  and  not  al- 
ways at  the  mstance  of  the  landlord,  but 
mostly  at  the  instance  of  middlemen;  but  I 
am  afraid  that  in  some  parts  of  the  country 
these  suits  have  been  going  on  to  an  extent 
which  all  must  deplore.  But,  with  respect 
to  the  conduct  generally  of  the  landlords 
of  Ireland,  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  accord- 
ing to  my  information,  they  have  exercised 
their  rights  with  forbearance  towards  their 
tenantry,  who,  by  the  total  failure  of  the 
potato  crop,  had  no  means  of  paying  their 
rents.  I  am  bound  to  say,  from  the  in- 
formation I  have  received,  that  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  as  a  body,  have  exercised 
their  rights  with  forbearance.  I  have  let- 
ters from  different  parts  of  the  country 
upon  this  subject;  but  I  forbear  reading 
them;  I  confine  myself  to  the  general  prac- 
tice. I  have  a  letter  from  Cavan,  from 
the  assistant  barrister,  Mr.  Murphy,  dated 
January  9,  in  answer  to  an  inquiry  upon 
this  subject,  in  which  he  says — 

"  In  this  countj,  tho  ejcctmenU  bare  diminiib- 
ed  conKidenibly  in  amount  within  tbe  last  two 
or  thret*  jran  ;  at  tliii  seMionn,  not  more  than 
one-half  of  what  I  havo  known  in  former  yean. 
Upon  tho  whole,  tho  landlonii  in  this  county  have 
acted  with  kindncnui  and  forbearance  to  the  ten- 
antry ;  Lord  Farnbam,  at  the  bead  of  them,  admi- 
rably." 

I  am  bound  to  say  that  most  of  the  great 
body  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  have  con- 
ducted themselves  in  this  manner  with  re- 
gard to  the  ckss  uf  toiants  who  depended 


wholly  upon  potatoes.  With  respect  to 
another  class  of  tenants,  who  were  solvent 
men,  wdl  able  to  pay  their  rents,  and  who 
did  not  depend  upon  their  potato  crop,  not 
only  were  the  landlords  justified  in  nuJung 
them  pay  their  rents,  but  they  could  not 
be  expected' to  contribute  to  relieve  the  ne- 
cessities of  the  poorer  classes,  if  they  were 
not  to  compel  those  tenants  to  pay  their  rent 
who  were  able  to  pay  it  but  would  not,  but 
took  advantage  of  the  general  state  of  the 
country  as  a  pretext  for  not  paying  their  rent. 
I  will  not  detain  the  House  at  any  greater 
length  upon  this  occasion.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  the  elements  of  dispute  which  have 
been  introduced  into  the  present  discussion, 
will  not  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the 
consideration  of  the  measures  before  the 
House.  I  shall  think  it  most  unfortunate 
if  in  the  discussion  of  Irish  measures  such 
topics  should  be  allowed*  night  after  night, 
to  obstruct  our  progress.  If  this  is  to  be 
persisted  in,  I  should  despair  of  making  any 
progress  in  the  important  work  before  us. 
Before  I  sit  down,  I  will  just  advert  to 
what  fell  from  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  W.  Yemer)  as  to  the  delay  of  the 
other  Irish  Bills.  After  full  consideration, 
it  is  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  they  ought  not  to  postpone  those 
Bills  till  after  Easter;  I  think  it  would  be 
improper  to  do  so,  and  I  give  notice  that 
on  the  8th  of  March,  the  Government  will 
proceed  with  these  Bills. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNELL  shared  in  the 
anxiety  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  state  of  Ireland,  and  wished  they  might 
at  once  proceed  with  the  business  of  the 
evening.  lie  deplored  that  so  much  bit- 
terness had  been  introduced  into  this  de- 
bate; but  the  fault  did  not  lie  with  him  or 
with  those  with  whom  he  acted,  but  with 
others  who  had  thrown  out  so  much  taunt 
and  reviling.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone  (Sir  B.  Hall),  had  at- 
tacked two  or  three  of  the  Irish  Members 
in  a  most  severe  manner,  without  having 
given  them  the  least  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  attack  them.  He  eared  as  little 
for  the  hon.  Baronet's  attack  as  for  his 
courtesy;  but  when  charges  of  dolav,  and 
having  thrown  bitterness  into  the  discus- 
sion, were  made,  it  was  but  fair  to  show 
where  the  blame  rested.  If  hon.  Members 
were  willing  to  relieve  Ireland,  they  ought 
not  to  accompany  their  charity  with  a 
taunt  or  a  sneer — they  ought  not  to  make 
the  unfortunate  recipients  wince  under  the 
dole  which  was  extended  to  them.  They 
might  talk  at  they  liked  of  th«  amoiuit  of 
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that  charity,  but  the  whole  of  it  did  not 
equal  the  amount  of  money  of  which  Ire- 
land had  been  defrauded  by  the  iniquitous 
policy  of  this  country.  Let  not  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen provoke  him  to  tell  them  to  be  just 
before  they  were  generous.  On  two  occa- 
sions Mr.  Pitt  had  confessed  that  up  to  a 
certain  period  England  had  constantly  en- 
deavoured to  crush  the  prosperity  of  Ire- 
land. Up  to  what  period  ?  Up  to  that 
period,  when  Irishmen,  forgetting  their 
differences,  united  together,  and  wrung 
from  that  House,  by  the  dread  of  civil  war, 
that  freedom  of  trade  which,  in  eighteen 
years,  enabled  Ireland  to  make  an  advance 
in  prosperity  unequalled  in  the  history  of 
nations.  The  Union,  effected  by  bribery, 
since  confessed,  followed.  Ireland  lost  her 
Parliament,  and  her  population  were  re- 
duced to  depend  on  the  lowest  description 
of  food,  the  failure  of  which  had  reduced 
them  to  a  state  of  complete  destitution. 
England  was  now  paying  for  her  misgo- 
vemment  of  Ireland.  When  these  things 
could  be  proved,  was  it  not  monstrous  for 
England  to  seek  to  evade  the  penalty  ? 
One  standing  topic  with  certain  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen was  that  of  the  Repeal  rent,  which 
they  looked  upon  as  money  taken  from  the 
people.  It  was  asked,  what  had  been 
done  with  the  money  ?  The  English  Par- 
liament, year  after  year,  refused  to  grant 
religious  freedom  in  Ireland.  An  associa- 
tion was  formed.  The  shilling  contribu- 
tion represented  a  man.  The  amount  was 
an  index  to  the  aggregate  who  were  de- 
termined on  obtaining  their  rights,  and 
before  whom  the  Parliament  of  England 
gave  way  and  conceded  emancipation.  That 
was  the  CathoHc  rent.  It  had  been  asked 
what  the  Repeal  rent  had  done  ?  It  had 
enabled  them  in  many  instances  to  put 
down  petty  tyranny,  and  to  secure  justice 
to  the  poor  peasant  who  had  no  friends. 
The  Repeal  rent  had  also  enabled  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland,  at  the  time  of  the  State 
Trials,  in  1843,  to  vindicate  their  own 
cause,  and  prevent  a  precedent  from  being 
established  as  dangerous  to  the  liberties  of 
Englishmen  as  that  prosecution  which  had 
followed  to  his  death  the  ancestor  of  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  benches  below  him  (Lord 
John  Russell).  It  had  enabled  the  people 
of  Ireland,  through  the  agency  of  the  poor 
man's  penny,  successfully  to  %ht  against 
and  resist  the  whole  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  England,  unscrupulously  used  as 
it  was.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  decision  of  the  court  below  in  the  case 
of  these  triab  of  1843,  would  have  been 


used  as  a  most  dangerous  precedent  against 
the  liberty  of  the  subject,  not  only  in  that 
country,  but  also  in  England,  had  it  not 
been  reversed.  He  did  not  make  this  al- 
lusion to  the  trials  from  any  personal  con- 
sideration; for  the  men  who  were  attempted 
to  be  made  the  victims  of  that  prosecution, 
having  once  entered  into  the  struggle  in 
their  coimtry's  cause,  were  prepared  for 
any  issue.  They  were  resolved  to  shun 
bloodshed  and  violence,  unless  in  the  event 
of  the  Irish  people  being  denied  those 
rights  of  the  constitution  to  which  as  Bri- 
tish subjects  they  were  entitled,  in  which 
case  they  were  prepared  to  meet  the  ag- 
gression at  the  peril  of  their  Hves;  but 
they  risked  their  property,  and  everything 
that  could  make  life  valuable,  and  were 
resolved  to  do  so  still,  until  the  great 
objept  of  their  poHtical  ambition  was 
achieved.  He  did  not  speak,  therefore, 
from  a  personal  motive  in  making  this  re- 
ference to  the  trials  of  1843;  but  this  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  had  not  the 
decision  been  reversed,  it  would  have  been 
pleaded  as  a  fatal  precedent  for  the  over- 
throw of  liberty  in  all  parts  of  the  British 
empire.  How  was  its  reversion  brought 
to  pass  ?  By  the  help  of  the  pence  of  the 
Irish  peasant.  Knowing  that  it  was  his 
cause  that  was  at  stake,  he  freely  gave  his 
money  for  its  sustentation;  and  he  had  the 
gratification  of  seeing  an  imjust  sentence 
trampled  on  and  legally  set  at  nought. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  B.  Hall)  had  this 
advantage  over  him,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  him  unawares  in  this  attack. 
He  was  not  prepared  for  such  an  onslaught. 
Had  he  been  so  he  would  have  been  in  a 
position  to  go  into  the  items,  and  to  give 
the  details  of  tyrannical  aggression  re- 
pelled, of  the  poor  man's  cause  asserted, 
and  of  popular  information  diffused  through- 
out the  country  by  the  instrumentality  of 
the  Repeal  rent;  but  he  would  not  now 
pause  to  dwell  upon  such  matters.  The 
hon.  Member  was  welcome  to  his  taunt. 
There  was  nothing  more  easy  than  to  deal 
in  such  imputations,  at  the  very  moment 
when  those  who  had  the  management  of 
that  rent  were  paying  the  expenses  of  the 
association  out  of  their  own  pockets;  but 
the  sensible  and  the  honest-minded  would 
know  what  amount  of  value  should  be  at- 
tached to  such  insinuations.  The  hon. 
Member  had  talked  about  Repeal  being 
**  a  phantom."  If  it  was  so  (which  he 
most  emphatically  denied),  it  was  at  least 
a  gorgeous,  a  beautiful,  and  an  attractive 
phantom;  but  their  Union  had  produced 
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noUung  ihAt  daazled  the  fancy,  or  eapii^ 
rated  the  imagination.  It  had  produced 
not  a  phantom,  but  the  ghostly  reality  of 
the  most  appalling  state  of  things  that  had 
eyer  existed  in  a  Christian  land.  It  was 
the  denial  of  Repeal,  the  h^udulent  aboli- 
tion of  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  the  in- 
exorable refusal  of  that  House  to  hoar  the 
remonstrances  of  the  Irish  people  in  this 
behalf,  that  had  reduced  Ireland  to  the 
miserable  condition  in  which  she  was  now 
placed.  With  respect  to  the  Ministry  now 
m  office,  he  was  far  from  blambg  them. 
He  gave  them  credit  for  the  best  inten- 
tions. In  their  efforts  to  mitigate  the  dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  they  had  gone  farther  than 
Eublic  opinion  in  that  House  and  in  £ng* 
md  would  warrant  them.  They  were  in 
advance  of  public  opinion  in  that  House 
and  in  the  country,  and  were  consequently 
entitled  to  the  gratitude  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, even  though  their  exertions  might 
fall  very  short  indeed  of  answering  the  ex- 
pectations which  had  been  formed  in  Ire- 
land. They  (the  Ministers)  were  bringmg 
odium  on  themselves  by  their  exertions  to 
alleviate  Irish  suffering,  and  the  Irish  peo- 
ple were  grateful  to  them  for  the  sincerity 
and  kindliness  of  their  intention;  but  he 
very  much  feared  that  there  were  still  in 
that  House  many  hon.  Members  who  even 
yet  were  not  fully  cognizant  of  the  fearful 
extent  of  the  calamity  which  afflicted  Ire- 
land, nor  duly  sensible  of  the  appalling 
results  which  would  accrue  from  it  to  this 
country  when  the  wretches  who  were  fam- 
ishing at  the  other  side  of  the  Channel 
would  come  over  to  tliis  country  to  spread 
disease  and  desolation  amongst  the  English 
population.  To  those  who  were  thus  scep- 
tical, he  would  recommend  an  attentive 
perusal  of  the  letter  of  Commander  Caffin, 
which  appeared  in  the  journals  of  that 
morning,  merely  obsening  in  reference  to 
it,  that  it  would  be  no  difficult  matter  to 
find  a  thousand  parallels  for  the  dreadful 
scene  in  SchuU,  dopicted  with  such  touch- 
ing pwwor  by  thi»  gallant  officer.  He  was 
in  hourly  receipt  of  accounts  from  Ireland, 
which  pictured  a  state  of  things  quite  as 
afflicting,  if  not  more  so,  in  a  thousand 
other  districts.  It  was  full  time  that  the 
English  Legislature  should  turn  their  at- 
tention to  th(?  condition  of  Ireland,  and 
bear  in  mind  that  they  owed  a  debt  both 
of  gomi  government  and  of  money  to  that 
cruelly- wrung* 'd  country.  He  had  to  apo- 
logist* for  tre^pasAing  at  such  length  upon 
the  attention  uf  the  Hoiuic;  but  the  Irish 
Members  who  sympathixod  in  the  fortunes 


of  their  odimtrj,  and  had  her  interettt  st 
heart,  wonld  be  less  than  men  if  they  did 
not  repel  the  ahamdess  revilingt  of  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  with  that  just  in- 
dignation which  their  fealty  to  their  ooun* 
try  and  to  the  cauae  of  truth  demanded  of 
them. 

Mr.  GBATTAN  obaenred,  that  not- 
withstanding the  extraordinary  character 
of  the  attack  which  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Marylebone,  the  Irish 
Gentlemen  in  that  House  had  some  cause 
of  oonsolatton  in  the  refleetion  that  the 
hon.  Baronet's  feelings  were  not  those  of 
Englishmen  generally.  Most  assuredly 
they  were  not  the  sentiments  of  the  well- 
conducted  and  sensible  amongst  English- 
men. He  appeared  to  be  unboundedly 
indignant  at  the  idea  of  public  subacrip- 
tions  being  raised  for  political  men  or 
for  political  purposes  in  Ireland;  but  he 
had  entirely  overlooked  the  fact  of  such 
subscriptions  being  of  frequent  occurrence 
in  this  country.  Was  it  not  notorious  that 
for  one  highly  distinguished  pditician  there 
had  been  collected  in  this  country,  within 
the  course  of  a  few  months,  no  less  a  sum 
than  90,000^?  and  was  it  not  a  fact  equally 
well  ascertained,  that  there  had  been  such 
a  collection  on  foot  in  England  as  the  Spot- 
tiswoode  Fund  ?  The  plundered  and  mis- 
governed people  of  Ireland  subscribed  that 
they  might  recover  their  lost  property  and 
their  filched  liberties.  The  non.  Member 
had  attacked  a  great  public  body — the  Re- 
peal Association  of  Ireland.  To  that  body 
he  (!^(r.  G rattan)  belonged,  and  considered 
it  an  honour  to  be  connected  with  it.  Ho 
would  fearlessly  stand  up  for  it,  and  defend 
it  to  the  last  for  its  many  virtuous  acta. 
It  had  been  called  into  existence  by  the  in- 
fatuated policy,  and  the  disastrous  sjrstcm 
of  misrule,  adopted  by  this  country  in  re- 
ference to  Ireland.  Why  had  that  House 
withheld  Catholic  emancipation  from  1800 
to  1829,  and  why  had  they  invariably  pur« 
sued  towanls  Ireland  such  a  course  of  con- 
duct as  rendered  such  bodies  as  the  Catho- 
lic Association  and  the  Repeal  Association 
necessary  i  Why  had  they  neglected  the 
advice  of  such  men  as  Fox,  Wyndham,  and 
Ponsonby,  and  coerced  the  Insh  people  to 
the  conviction  that  England  wma  onwilling 
to  concede  anything  sne  could  withhold, 
and  that  they  had  no  chance  of  getting 
even  an  instalment  of  liberty,  unless  they 
concentrated  their  powers,  and  mado  a 
joint-stock  fund  with  their  money  ?  It  wan 
the  gross  mbrule  of  England  that  had 
called  sooh  bodies    into  cxisloioe.     lie 
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conccivod  that  gross  injustioe  had  heeu 
done  in  many  instances,  in  the  course 
of  this  dehate,  to  the  landed  Irish  proprie- 
tors. He  was  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from 
one  of  the  landlords  who  had  been  thus 
aggrieved,  Sir  R.  Lynch  Blosse,  against 
whom  some  most  unjustifiable  charges  had 
been  made  by  Mr.  Otway,  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioner.  To  this  document  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  soliciting  the 
especial  attention  of  the  House.  [The 
hon.  Member  read  the  letter,  and  the 
writer  denied  that  any  arrears  of  poor  rate 
were  due  on  his  property.  When  the  last 
rate  was  struck,  his  agent  offered  to  pay 
the  proportion  of  the  rate  for  which  his 
property  was  liaUo;  but,  in  addition  to 
this,  the  collector  claimed  an  arrear  of  rate 
whioh  was  not  due.  The  fact  was*  it  was 
due  by  a  former  collector,  to  whom  it  had 
been  duly  paid,  and  who  had  been  dis- 
missed from  his  office.  The  receipt  for 
the  money  was  produced  by  the  agent,  and 
the  rate  was  then  refused.  The  letter  con- 
cluded with  the  expression  of  a  hope  that 
Mr.  Otway,  before  making  statements 
which  were  to  come  before  Parliament, 
would  make  it  his  business  to  inquire  whe- 
ther there  was  any  foundation  for  them, 
and  not  again  expose  himself  to  the  dis- 
credit of  making  charges  wliich  were  so 
easily  answered.]  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  consider  this  letter  as  com.- 
pletely  satisfactory.  The  charges  which 
were  brought  against  Sir  R.  L.  Blosse  had 
as  little  foundation  in  fact  as  those  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  had 
brought  against  the  Repeal  Association. 
As  a  gentleman  and  a  man  of  honour,  he 
could  unhesitatingly  declare,  that  ho  joined 
that  association  for  a  good  purpose,  and  to 
divest  it  of  the  sectarian  character  which 
previously  belonged  to  it.  He  joined  it 
because  he  thought  it  would  be  the  means 
of  stepping  between  the  two  countries,  and 
preventing  that  which,  so  help  him  God, 
he  then  feared  and  still  apprehended — se- 
paration. He  had  examined  the  accounts 
of  the  association;  and  to  this  distinct  as- 
sertion he  pledged  himself,  that,  as  far  as 
he  could  see,  not  one  single  penny  of  the 
money  had  gone  into  the  pockets  of  any 
private  individual,  and  least  of  all  into  the 
pockets  of  a  certain  individual,  to  whom  he 
wouki  not  more  particularly  allude,  as  he 
was  a  Member  of  that  House.  But  this 
he  did  know,  that  the  predecessors  of  the 
present  Government  permitted  the  Irish 
people  to  assemble  in  tliousands^  and  hun- 
dreds of  thousands^  between  the  months  of 


May  and  October.  Tara  met,  and  Hul* 
laghmast  met,  and  not  one  word  to  the 
contrary  did  the  Government  utter,  until  at 
at  length  there  came  out,  on  a  dark  night, 
a  Castle  proclamation.  The  first  he  heard 
of  their  prosecution  was  when  he  was 
abroad,  after  attending  several  of  the 
meetings.  Such  conduct  as  this  convicted 
the  Government  of  incapacity  and  ignor- 
ance, and  showed  that  they  were  bad  law- 
yers and  bad  statesmen,  who  succeeded 
in  nothing  but  in  making  themselves  ridi- 
culous. No  less  than  25,0002.  were  paid 
by  the  Irish  people  to  defend  thems^ves 
from  the  insanity  of  the  proclamation  and 
prosecution,  and  this  was  paid  out  of  the 
Repeal  rent.  With  reference  to  that  fund 
he  woidd  say,  as  Chatham  had  said  in  re- 
ference to  the  American  war  —  **  There 
may  have  been  extravagance — there  may, 
in  some  instances,  have  been  injudicious 
expenditure ;  but  it  is  idle  to  conceal  the 
fact,  that  it  is  a  question  of  oppression  on 
the  one  side,  and  of  liberty  on  the  other." 
It  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone,  nor  in  that  of  the 
petty  parish  he  represented,  to  put  down 
such  sentiments  or  to  crush  such  principles 
as  these.  As  to  the  soup-kitchens  about 
to  be  established  in  Ireland,  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  were,  un- 
happily for  the  country,  to  go  out,  ha 
did  not  know  of  any  one  who  was  so 
competent  to  supply  his  place  as  M. 
Soyer,  the  cook  of  the  Reform  Club.  His 
letter  on  the  soup-kitchen  question  was 
admirable.  If  cooks  were  not  given  under 
the  Act  of  the  noble  Lord  at  tho  head  of 
the  Government,  ho  predicted  the  kitchens 
would  fail.  The  Irish  landlords,  he  denied, 
had  neglected  their  duty.  They  were 
most  severe  sufferers  from  this  calamity. 
He  knew  one  landlord  in  the  county  of 
Tipperary,  who  had  a  rental  of  I3,000Z., 
and  could  only  get  7002.  out  of  it;  another 
in  Leitrim,  who  had  two  estates,  one  of 
5002.,  and  another  of  7002.,  and  who  could 
only  collect  51.;  and  a  third,  in  another 
district,  who  had  a  rental  of  7,0002.,  and 
only  received  15*.;  and  a  fourth  who,  out 
of  a  rental  of  3,0002.,  only  obtained 
32.  10*.  If  any  of  the  landed  proprietors 
had  neglected  their  duty,  it  was  the  ab« 
sentees,  and  not  the  resident  landlords, 
who  were  culpable.  A  statement  had 
been  made  by  a  relief  committee  in  the 
Queen's  County,  a  short  time  since,  which 
was  to  the  following  effect :  Value  of  pro- 
perty held  in  the  district  by  absentees, 
26,5782.;  value  of  nrq)erty  held  by  resi- 
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dent  proprietors,  5301,  Amount  subscribed 
for  distress  by  the  absentees,  2082. ;  ditto 
by  the  residents,  4592.  With  respect  to 
the  Bill  of  Indemnity  which  was  about  to 
be  committed,  he  thought  it  right  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  not  more  than  seven- 
ty-seven presentments  had  been  made  un- 
der Mr.  Labouchere*s  letter..  Ho  had  a 
statement  that  only  ten  depots  were  open 
in  Ireland  since  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber, and  only  a  sum  of  146,0002.  was 
grranted  in  purchasing  provisions. 

Mr.  roebuck  had  come  down  to  the 
House  with  the  expectation  of  a  Bill  being 
proposed  to  render  valid  certain  proceed- 
ings which  were  adopted  for  the  relief  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  for  the  employ- 
ment of  the  labouring  poor  of  that  country. 
When  he  came  into  the  House,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  had  communicated  to 
the  House  a  number  of  cases  of  extraor- 
dinary suffering,  and  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  done  the  same.  A  personal 
altercation  succeeded,  and  then  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  followed  ;  and, 
although  he  had  pursued  him  with  great 
care,  it  defied  his  ingenuity  to  characterize 
his  statement.  There  was  ''sound  and 
fury,  signifying  nothing."  They  were 
told  the  people  of  Ireland  were  starving; 
but  it  was  now  about  half-past  eight 
o'clock,  and  though  they  began  business 
about  five  o'clock,  they  had  not  yet  got 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill.  He  Uiought 
it  due  to  his  countrymen  on  the  present 
occasion  fairly,  and  as  briefly  as  he  could, 
to  state  the  case  of  Ireland,  and  the  way 
in  which  he  considered  it  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  never  heard  a  Member  re- 
presenting any  portion  of  the  English  peo- 
ple get  up  in  his  place  and  deny  that  it 
was  their  bounden  duty  to  do  all  that  in 
them  lay  to  mitigate  the  miseries  of  Ire- 
land. They  had  differed  from  Government 
and  with  many  Gentlemen  as  to  the  precise 
mode  of  relieving  that  distress;  but  there 
was  not  a  man  amongst  them  but  said  he 
wished  the  distress  of  Ireland  should  be 
relieved.  Yet  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  charged  the 
English  Members  with  being  the  authors 
of  the  miseries  of  Ireland;  and  another 
Gentleman,  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Grattan),  had  said  it  was  a  punish- 
ment of  Divine  Providence  upon  them,  in 
consequence  of  their  horrible  atrocities  to 
Ireland;  but  he  feared  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  recollect  or  know  what  he  was 
saying.  He  did  say  that,  though  it  was 
a  rather  Irish  mode  of  retribution,  that  the 


offended  people  should  be  punished,  and 
not  the  offenders.  He  charged  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  saying  that;  he  said  it 
was  a  visitation  of  Divine  Providence, 
brought  on  the  people  of  Ireland  in  conse- 
quence of  the  conduct  of  the  people  of 
tiiis  country.  [Mr.  Grattax  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  mistaken  me.]  '*  Mis^ 
taken!"  I  charge  the  hon.  Gentleman 
with  saying  it.  He  may  say  he  did  not 
intend  to  say  it.  [Mr.  Grattah  :  I  deny 
that  I  said  it.  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend 
near  me  whether  I  said  it  or  not.]  I  iun 
quite  willing  to  accept  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's retractation  ;  but  I  must  trust  my 
ears. 

C0L05BL  RAWDON  :  I  rise  to  order. 
I  submit  to  you,  that  if  a  Member  in  this 
House  denies  having  made  a  statement  in 
this  House,  and  if  another  Member  says 
he  accepts  his  retractation,  that  that  hon. 
Member  is  out  of  order  in  not  having 
accepted  the  total  denial. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  thought  the  conduct 
of  the  people  of  England  on  this  occasion 
was  far  above  the  attacks  of  either  hon. 
Gentlemen.  Could  it  be  believed  that  at 
this  time  the  people  of  England,  his  coun- 
trymen, should  be  charged  with  a  disregard 
of  the  feelings  and  miseries  of  the  Irish 
people — that  they  should  be  charged  at  this 
time  with  being  the  cause  of  the  visitation 
which  was  now  unhappily  felt  in  Ireland  ? 
Could  it  be  said  that  those  generous  mil- 
lions who  were  actually  vicing  with  one  an- 
other in  the  exhibition  of  their  charitable 
feelings,  were  chargeable  with  anything 
like  the  atrocity  with  which  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  pleased  to  charge  them? 
If  they  were  open  to  those  emotions  with 
which  they  were  charged,  they  might 
withdraw  all  their  kindness  and  benevo- 
lence; but  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  knew  his 
countrymen  so  well  as  to  know  that  in 
their  bosoms  there  would  be  created  a  still 
further  desire  to  do  good  to  their  fellow- 
countrymen  in  Ireland,  in  order  to  give 
the  lie  to  all  those  base  assertions  connect- 
ed with  their  conduct.  It  was  not  requi- 
site at  that  time  to  refer  to  all  that  had 
been  done  to  justify  his  countrymen 
against  anything  like  this  species  of  at- 
tack; but  what  he  was  there  to  do  ho 
would  do,  in  spite  of  all  this  violence  and 
vituperation  which  had  been  visited  upon 
Englishmen  who  chose  to  get  up  and  in- 
sinuate that  there  might  be  a  better 
mode  of  supplying  the  wants  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  would  carry  out  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebooe.   And 
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what  did  he  say?  That  there  were  certain 
Gentlemen  in  that  House  who  got  up  and 
gave  them  an  aflfecting  description  of  the 
miseries  of  the  people  of  Ireland;  that 
Gentlemen  came  there  and  asked  them  to 
suhscrihe;  hut,  said  he,  **  I  have  a  right 
to  consider  the  situation  of  my  own  coun- 
trymen, and  the  conduct  of  those  who 
ought  also  to  contribute  to  relieve  the 
misery  of  Ireland/*  He  said  he  saw  in 
that  House  Gentlemen — he  could  not  help 
pointing  his  finger  at  them — who  were  ac- 
customed to  take  rent  from  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  he  gave  a  significant  instance 
of  collections  from  the  Irish  poor  by  a 
body  of  Irish  gentlemen  in  Dublin.  He 
pointed  to  the  month  in  which  these  col- 
lections were  made,  and  he  showed  that  no 
contribution  from  that  body  of  gentlemen 
had  been  made  to  ameliorate  the  misery  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  would  go  a 
step  further,  and  say  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords had  not  contributed,  as  they  ought 
to  have,  to  relieve  the  miseries  of  the 
Irish.  Why  did  they  say  so  ?  He  took 
the  case  of  Skibbereen,  and  he  had 
a  right  to  take  it.  There  was  a  poor 
law  in  Ireland,  and  the  people  of  Skib- 
bereen were  fully  capable  of  paying  the 
poor  rate  to  a  very  great  extent.  The 
poor  rate  was  not  fivepence  in  the  pound, 
and  that  poor  rate  was  not  collected.  Were 
not  English  Gentlemen  then  justified  in 
turning  round  and  saying — **  Before  you 
wring  from  our  people  those  enormous  sums 
which  we  are  now  paying  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  people  of  Ireland,  are  we  not 
justified  in  calling  on  the  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland  to  bear  their  full  quota?"  He 
would  say,  they  were  not  come  there  to 
bandy  abuse  with  any  Gentleman;  but  they 
had  a  right  to  consider  the  state  of  their 
constituents.  What  was  now  occurring  in 
a  town  in  the  county  of  Somerset  ?  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  paper,  calling  a  meeting 
in  the  town  he  represented,  to  relieve  the 
poor  in  that  district.  He  had  received  de- 
scription after  description  of  the  state  of 
the  peasants — of  the  people  in  the  county 
of  Somerset,  who  were  absolutely  at  this 
time  living  on  the  lowest  possible  kind  of 
food,  of  which  they  had  the  scantiest  sup- 
ply. They  were  at  the  present  moment — 
(and  hon.  Gentlemen  knew  what  the  English 
peasant  was  and  what  he  was  accustomed 
to  be  fed  upon) — they  were  at  the  present 
moment,  out  of  a  large  portion  of  Somer- 
setshire, living  on  horse  beans,  and  had  a 
very  small  quantity  of  the  same.  They 
were  absolutely  obliged  to  go  into  the  fields 


to  pick  up  rotten  turnips  to  get  foond  from 
them.  He  was  not  bringing  foi*ward  those 
instances  to  throw  them  in  the  teeth  of 
those  Gentlemen  who  asked  them  to  re- 
lieve Ireland;  but  he  said  when  this  was  the 
condition  of  their  own  peasantry,  it  became 
a  solemn  duty  on  their  part  to  see  that  all 
paid  their  shares;  and,  depend  upon  it,  they 
would  make  them  pay  their  shares.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Meath  had 
talked  of  the  Government,  and  had  charged 
them  with  having  distributed  only  some 
petty  quantity  of  meal.  He  said  they  had 
established  an  insufficient  number  of  de- 
pots, and  had  distributed  some  small  quan- 
tity of  meal ;  but  he  (Mr.  Roebuck) 
asked,  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  for  Ireland  state  in  that 
House,  not  an  hour  and  a  half  ago,  that 
600,000  persons  had  received  relief  from 
the  Government  funds  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  charged  the  Government  with  de- 
reliction of  duty,  because  he  said  they  were 
niggardly  in  the  distribution  of  meal ;  but 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland  showed  that 
600,000  persons  were  receiving  support 
from  the  Government.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  there  was  an  insufficient  dis- 
tribution of  meal;  and  the  answer  to  that 
was,  600,000  persons  were  fed.  The  con- 
clusions from  that  reply  were  unanswer- 
able; but  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  those  of  heat  and  passion  and 
utter  indiscretion,  and  were  not  based  upon 
that  which  ought  alone  to  guide  them  in 
making  declarations  in  that  House.  He 
was  quite  prepared  to  give  to  the  Govern- 
ment the  most  unqualified  meed  of  his  ap- 
probation (if  it  were  worth  a  farthing)  for 
their  kindly-meant  endeavours  for  the  relief 
of  the  people.  He  believed  they  had  as- 
sumed to  themselves  a  responsibility  that 
hardly  any  Ministry  ever  before  took  upon 
themselves  to  relieve  the  people.  They  had 
spent  moneys  which  in  any  other  case 
would  have  alarmed  and  terrified  an  Ad- 
ministration; and  they  would  no  more  dare 
go  on  with  that  degree  of  expenditure  than 
put  their  right  hands  in  the  fire.  But  they, 
having  a  thorough  confidence  in  the  kindly 
feeling  of  their  countrymen,  knew  that  they 
were  perfectly  safe  in  doing  that  which 
was  right,  and  generous,  and  benevolent^ 
towards  the  people  of  Ireland.  It  was  that 
very  feeling  that  made  them  bold;  but 
when  they  knew  what  it  was  that  made 
them  bold,  they  ought  not  to  hide  from 
themselves  the  extraordinary  steps  they 
had  taken,  and  the  great  responsibility 
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irhich  ihdy  had  the  courage  to  take  up<m 
themBelves.  The  Bill  which  ho  held  in  hia 
hand  proved  what  he  asserted.  There  waa 
a  large  deviation  from  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  so  great  was  the  nohle  Lord's 
confidence  in  the  feelings  of  .this  country 
and  of  Parliament,  that,  although  thej  had 
sat  many  weeks,  they  had  not  trouhled 
Parliament  to  pass  a  Bill,  for  they  felt 

Suite  certain  that  the  kindly  feelings  of 
inglishmen  would  induce  them  to  pass  it. 
Was  this  then  a  time  for  this  species  of 
remarks?  These  were  the  remarKs  of  the 
hon.  Momher  for  Kilkenny  and  of  the  hon. 
Hemhor  for  Mayo,  detailing  the  misery 
that  exists  in  Ireland;  hut  did  they  de- 
serve the  comment  that  had  heen  made 
upon  that  statement — ^that  they  had  created 
the  misery — they  heing  anxious  and  wil- 
ling to  do  all  they  could  to  relieve  it. 
There  must,  in  a  visitation  like  this,  ho 
much  misery  and  suffering;  hut  was  it 
honest  towards  the  Govcmpent,  or  the 
people  of  England,  to  say,  "  That  is  your 
doing — ^seo  what  you  have  done  for  Ire- 
land !  *'  What,  he  asked,  was  the  mean- 
ing of  this  reiteration  ?  They  acknow- 
le4|;ed  all  the  misery  of  Ireland;  hut  they 
only  said,  "  For  God*s  sake,  do  you  come 
forward  yourselves,  and  aid  and  assist  us 
in  giving  relief."  He  (Mr.  Roehuck), 
as  a  representative  of  the  English  people, 
would  say  to  the  Government,  that  ne  en- 
treated of  them,  in  all  they  were  doing  for 
the  rchef  of  Ireland,  to  he  aware  of  the 
frightful  consequences  to  which  he  would 
direct  their  attention.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  said — and  the  statement  was 
verified  hy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland — that  the  land  of 
that  country  was  not  now  heing  tilled,  hut 
that  there  was  a  comhi  nation  in  parts  of  it 
not  to  till  the  land — [An  Hon.  Member  :  In 
Mayo] — hut  let  them  heware  lest  they 
created  a  state  of  feeling  that  would  lead 
of  necessity  to  tho  same  result.  Let  them 
howarc,  that,  in  their  proposals  of  regene- 
rating and  relieving  Ireland,  they  did  not 
take  away  the  people  from  tho  tilling  of 
the  soil,  and  make  them  dependent  on  the 
Government  not  only  for  this  year,  hut  the 
coming  year.  If  Ireland  were  dependent, 
and  if  she  put  down  her  hands,  and  did  not 
aasist  herself,  tho  year  that  was  coming 
would  fall  with  tenfold  horrors  upon  her. 
They  who  told  tho  Irish  people  that,  wore 
not  their  enemies  hut  their  friends;  and 
they  who  called  upon  the  Irish  gentlemen 
to  assist  and  aid  them  in  stimulating  the 
industry  of  the  population,  and  in  telling 


the  people  not  to  depend  upon  Govenuneat 
for  support,  were,  in  reaUty,  the  moat  hene^ 
ficial  mends  that  Ireland  could  have  at  the 

? resent  moment.  It  might  he  said  that 
reland  had  lost  her  heat  adviaer — that  her 
large  wqjif-dog  was  dead — the  name  might 
remain,  hut  the  suhstauee  waa  gone — tho 
great  apirit  had  fled,  though  the  name  waa 
atill  cheriahed.  He  (Mr.  Roehuck)  had 
aeen,  when  going  into  the  City,  a  great 
name  over  an  old  firm;  hut  the  great  name, 
in  reality,  waa  gone — the  capital  waa 
withdrawn — an  empty  name  remained — a 
name,  nothing  more— without  wealth  to 
conduct  ita  concema,  without  one  single 
particle  of  intelligence  to  direct  it.  So  it 
waa  with  the  Irish  :  they  had  now  nothing 
hut  the  name,  and  empty  and  violent  vitu- 
peration, to  support  them;  and  it  might  be 
truly  said,  that  although  there  were  tho 
contortions  of  the  Sybil,  tho  inspiration 
waa  gone. 

Mr.  SHAW  had  been  unwilling  to  de- 
lay the  regular  buaineaa  of  the  night  by 
taking  any  part  in  that  preliminary  dia- 
cuaaion ;  but  after  the  apeech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck),  he 
(Mr.  Shaw)  could  not  remain  altogether 
silent.  He  would,  however,  endeavour  to 
reply  to  it  briefly,  and,  although  that 
might  be  difficult,  with  good  temper.  He 
concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Irdand,  in  deprecating 
the  acrimonious  spirit  which  had  been 
so  constantly  infused  into  the  debates  of 
that  Session,  upon  the  calamity  with  which 
Ireland  was  visited.  He  must  say,  how- 
ever, that  generally,  and  on  that  night  in 
particular,  the  acrimony  had  not  been  in- 
troduced hy  the  Irish  Members.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  D. 
Browne),  who  had  commenced  the  discus- 
sion, and  his  (Mr.  Shaw's)  hon.  Friend, 
who  had  followed  him  (Mr.  Lefroy),  oould 
hardly  bo  blamed  for  laying  before  the 
House  and  tho  country  some  few  of  tho 
instances  with  which  they  were  daily  sup- 
plied from  Ireland,  of  the  truly  heart- 
rending sufferings  of  the  people  in  many 
parts  of  that  country,  especially  when  tlio 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Ruaaell)  had,  in  an 
early  part  of  the  evening,  put  off  the  other 
Irish  measures  for  a  fortnight ;  and  those 
hon.  Members  had  done  ao  in  no  irritating 
spirit.  Ho  waa  not  so  much  surprised  at 
the  bitterness  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Roebuck) — for  it  seemed  con- 
stitutional to  him — as  at  tho  unprovoked 
attacks  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Momber  for  MarjlcboBe  (Sir  B.  UaU)- 
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contrary  to  the  bon.  Baronet's  usual  habit 
and  demeanour  in  that  House — against  the 
Irish  landlords.  The  hon.  Baronet  it  cer- 
tainly was;  who  had  led  to  all  the  inter- 
ruptions and  altercation  which  had  oc- 
curred that  night.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
very  inappropriately,  as  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
must  think,  referred  to  the  proceedings  of 
the  Conciliation  Hall  in  Dublin,  and  that 
naturally  provoked  an  angry  reply  from 
Gentlemen  connected  with  that  association, 
— which  it  was  not  for  him  to  defend,  no 
more  than  some  of  the  sentiments  ehcited 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Grattan) ;  although  he  must 
so  far  agree  with  the  hon.  Member,  that 
what  he  had  said  had  not  been  fairly  re- 
presented by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Roebuck).  Nothing  could  have 
been  more  imfair  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  than  to  have  selected  one  instance 
out  of  136  poor-law  unioms  in  Ireland, 
where  the  law  had  been  badly  adminis- 
tered, and  hold  that  forth  as  a  sample  of 
all,  while  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
had  given  a  very  favourable  account  of  the 
general  progress  of  the  law  since  the  date 
of  their  last  report.  More  unjust  and  in- 
jurious still  was  it,  without  sufficient  in- 
quiry, to  hold  up  the  names  of  private 
individuals  to  opprobrium  in  that  House 
for  neglect  of  duty.  Two  cases,  those  of 
Lord  Lucan  and  Sir  William  Becher,  had 
beei>  met  and  answered  on  the  moment  in 
the  House.  Another  very  strong  case  of 
misrepresentation,  that  of  Sir  F.  Lynch 
Blosse,  had  been  that  night  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Grattan) ; 
and  he  would  then  mention  a  third.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  a  clergyman 
residing  in  the  neighbourhood,  stating  that 
the  greatest  pain  had  been  given  to  a  ve- 
nerable and  much-esteemed  lady,  the  Dow- 
ager Lady  Carbery,  by  a  statement  made 
in  that  House  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  B. 
Hall),  that  the  estate  of  Lord  Carbery,  in 
the  county  of  Cork,  was  neglected.  That 
estate  was  not  in  the  hands  of  Lord  Car- 
bery at  present,  but  of  that  benevolent 
lady,  who  was  then  residing  on  it,  and 
devoting  her  time  and  her  fortune  to  alle- 
viate the  poverty  and  distress  that,  from 
no  fault  of  hers,  prevailed  there ;  and  he 
would  take  that  occasion  to  remark,  that 
there  did  not  appear  to  have  been  that 
reasonable  caution  which  ought  to  have 
been  observed,  in  the  writing  or  in  the 
publication  of  some  of  the  official  letters. 
On  the  subject  of  Irish  distress,  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.   The 


hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck) 
complained  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
accused  the  people  of  England  of  violence 
and  vituperation.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seemed  to  have  mistaken  him- 
self ;  for  the  people  of  England — ^the  ex* 
ertions  and  the  sympathy  of  the  Govern* 
ment  and  the  Enghsh  public — ^had  been 
acknowledged  by  dl  Irish  Members  who 
had  shared  in  those  debates;  while  the 
violence  and  vituperation  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had 
been,  and,  as  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  considered, 
very  justly  denounced  by  them.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  in  error  when 
he  said  that  the  600,000  men,  then  em- 
ployed on  public  works  in  Ireland,  were 
paid  with  English  money.  It  was  no  such 
thing.  The  money  was,  no  doubt,  ad- 
vanced, not  by  England,  but  from  the 
Imperial  Treasury;  but  all  freely  charged, 
to  the  enormous  extent  of  6,000,000i.,  on 
their  own  lands  by  the  maligned  landed 
proprietors  of  Ireland.  And  what  was  the 
other  great  boon  of  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  so  vaunted  and  com- 
plained, namely,  the  Bill  for  the  improve- 
ment of  landed  property,  and  to  afford  em- 
ployment to  the  labouring  classes  ?  Why, 
this,  that  a  sum  of  500,000^.  was  to  be 
granted  for  that  purpose,  in  addition  to 
the  1,000,000Z.  voted  last  year,  without 
reference  to  the  present  calamity;  and 
that  was  to  be  supposed  adequate  to  meet 
the  emergency,  and  a  sufficient  means  of 
enabhng  the  landed  property  of  Ireland  to 
bear  the  accumulated  charges  that  were 
about  being  cast  upon  it.  His  object  was 
not  then  to  £nd  fault  with  or  discuss  that 
Bill,  which  was  not  before  them ;  but  to 
rebut  the  absurdity  of  its  being  represented 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  an 
extraordinary  boon  to  Irish  landlords.  The 
different  circumstances  of  England  and 
Ireland  were  not  sufficiently  borne  in  mind 
during  these  discussions;  the  poverty  in 
Ireland  being  probablv  tenfold  greater  than 
that  in  England,  while  the  property  in 
Ireland  available  to  meet  it,  could  not  bear 
a  proportion  of  one-tenth  to  that  of  Enff- 
laud.  Call  it  a  poorer  country,  if  you  wffl, 
and  find  fault  freely  with  the  system  that 
prevails  there ;  but  do  not  make  your  ac- 
cusations personal.  The  real  gravamen 
of  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  B.  Hall),  and  reiterated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck), 
and  which  had  caused  such  just  offence  to 
Irish  landlords  and  Irish  Gentlemen  in 
that  House,  was  this:    *' Be  charitable 
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yoonelyes,  l>6fore  you  seek  cliaritj  from 
118."  Now,  he  woidd  not  stand  up  in  that 
House  to  declare  that  every  landlord  in 
Ireland  did  his  duty,  any  more  than  he 
would  deny  that  there  were  good  and  bad 
in  all  bodies  of  men  both  in  that  coun- 
try and  in  this.  But  he  would  boldly 
grapple  with  the  insinuation  that  charge 
conveyed,  and  say  that,  take  them  as  a 
body,  the  landlords  and  resident  gen- 
try of  Ireland  were  at  that  moment  cor- 
dially sympathizing  with,  and  generally 
devoting  their  time,  their  energies,  and 
their  fortunes  to  alleviate  the  miseries  of 
the  deeply  suffering  people  of  that  country. 
It  was  painful  to  be  driven,  as  they  were, 
to  speak  of  their  own  exertions;  for  if  they 
could  be  tenfold  greater  under  the  present 
crying  exigency,  it  would  be  no  more  than 
their  obvious  duty.  But  he  had  spent  the 
last  six  months  in  Ireland,  a  daily  witness 
of  what  he  described;  and  he  spoke  not  of 
individual  cases,  but  almost  every  friend 
or  acquaintance  that  he  had  in  Ireland 
was  engaged  in  attending  to  the  public 
works,  die  relief  committees,  or  otherwise 
providing  for  the  wants  of  the  poor ;  their 
sons,  their  daughters,  their  entire  families, 
forsaking  their  usual  amusements  and  pur- 
suits, wholly  gave  their  time,  and  minds, 
and  means  to  mitigate — and  withal  they 
could  do  little  more  than  mitigate  —  the 
sad  destitution  which  pervaded  that  coun- 
try. It  was  not  more  distressing  to  him 
(Mr.  Shaw)  to  have  such  statements  drawn 
from  him,  as  if  in  the  spirit  of  self-praise 
on  behalf  of  the  Irish  resident  gentry,  than 
it  must  be  to  the  class  of  high-minded 
English  Gentlemen  whom  ho  addressed,  to 
hear  their  undoubted  generosity  vaunted, 
and  Ireland  upbraided  with  her  poverty  at 
such  a  moment  as  that.  It  had  pleased 
Providence  to  send  an  awful  visitation  on 
a  large  portion  of  their  people;  surely, 
then,  it  was  not  too  much  to  expect  that  it 
should  bo  received  as  a  national  calamity, 
and  discussed  without  mutual  recrimination 
in  that  House  by  the  representatives  of 
every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Ue 
trusted  that  such  might  be  the  spirit  of 
their  future  debates  on  the  subject,  and 
that  the  House  would  now  pass  on  to  the 
proper  business  before  thcni. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  1  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  before  the  House  goes  into 
Committee  upon  this  Bill.  I  agree  so  en 
tirely  in  the  spirit  of  the  observations 
which  have  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  in  ask- 
ing the  UouBO  to  depart  from  that  bitter- 


ness  of  spirit  in  which  hon.  Members  have 
spoken  on  one  side  of  the  House  and  the 
other,  that  I  could  not  refrain  firom  adding 
my  wish  and  exhortation  to  hon.  Members 
to  go  into  the  consideration  of  these  mea- 
sures in  a  better  temper  towards  those  who 
come  from  a  different  part  of  the  empire 
from  themselves.  I  am  far  from  boasting 
of  the  generosity  of  Parliament;  but  I  think 
we  may  also  claim  to  be  exempt  from  the 
charge  of  insensibility  to  the  distress  of  the 
Irish  people,  which,  before  the  Session 
began,  was  so  freely  advanced.  Now, 
there  are  but  one  or  two  matters  on  which 
I  wish  to  make  any  observation ;  but  with 
regard  to  the  future  prospects  of  Ireland, 
it  is  impossible  to  look  forward  to  what 
may  happen  next  year,  without  feeling  the 
most  serious  apprehensions.  Although  I 
can  hardly  believe  that  any  efforts  which 
Parliament,  or  the  Government,  or  the 
people  can  make,  can  carry  us  through 
that  transition  which  must  take  place  in 
Ireland  without  very  great  suffering,  still 
I  think  that  by  taking  precautions,  which 
are  within  our  reach,  these  sufferings  may 
be  considerably  mitigated.  I  am  sorry  to 
find,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  stated 
to-night,  that  there  is  a  great  neglect  of 
tillage  by  the  small  tenants,  and  in  Mayo 
almost  a  determination  not  to  assist  at  all 
in  its  cultivation;  but  I  have  also  heard 
from  a  Roman  Catholic  priest  in  a  totally 
different  part  of  Ireland,  that  the  smaller 
tenants  not  only  say  that  they  could  not 
cultivate  land,  but  that  they  did  not  intend 
to  do  so,  because  they  did  not  believe  that 
they  would  derive  any  advantage  from  the 
prospective  harvest.  This  arises,  I  am 
afraid,  from  a  very  unfortunate  constitution 
of  society — a  very  unfortunate  constitution, 
I  repeat,  of  society  in  that  country,  be- 
cause I  observe  that  when  Irish  landlords 
speak  of  their  tenants,  and  the  conduct  of 
tenants,  that  they  are  apt  to  find  some 
fault  with  them,  speaking  of  them  as  neg- 
lecting the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  and  of  con- 
cealing the  real  amount  of  their  produce ; 
and  the  tenants,  when  speaking  of  their 
landlords,  continually  say  that  the  v  arc  push- 
ing their  rights  to  the  utmost,  and  depriving 
them  of  the  very  means  of  existence,  in 
their  efforts  to  force  the  payment  of  rent. 
I  think  that  in  a  period  of  real  calamity 
like  the  present,  unless  a  better  spirit  be 
displayed — unless  the  landlords  do  show  a 
greater  spirit  of  confidence — unless  they 
go  more  among  their  tenants,  and  convoy 
their  wishes  with  that  forbearance  which  I 
really  think  they  mean  to  exercise    and 
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unless  tho  tenants  be  brought  to  believe 
that  they  may  rely  on  the  forbearance  of 
their  landlords,  that  the  prospect  for  the 
next  year  is  gloomy  indeed.  I  do  think  the 
landlords  on  their  part,  and  the  clergy  of 
different  persuasions  on  their  parts,  might 
contribute  greatly  to  this  end.  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  legislative  enactments  that 
we  may  pass  in  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
or  any  enactments  that  could  have  been 
passed  in  a  Parliament  sitting  in  Dublin, 
had  such  existed,  would  prove  eflfectual, 
unless  a  spirit  of  co-operation  and  kindness 
existed  amongst  the  various  classes  to 
make  the  laws  effectual.  There  is  another 
matter  upon  which  I  would  say  a  word, 
because  while  I  do  not  think  that  there  is 
the  smallest  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  this  country  to  make  any  sacri- 
fice to  relieve  in  a  degree  the  pressure  of 
the  great  calamity  which  has  fallen  upon 
Ireland,  yet  I  believe  that  in  the  opinion 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  and  the 
opinion  which  is  springing  up  amongst  the 
people  of  Ireland,  that  the  distress,  that 
the  want,  that  the  actual  state  of  starva- 
tion to  which  the  people  may  be  reduced, 
ought  to  give  them  a  claim  on  the  property 
of  Ireland — I  believe  the  same  claim  which 
exists  on  the  property  of  England  in  years 
of  great  distress.  I  believe  it  is  the  opin- 
ion— the  growing  opinion,  that  whatever 
may  be  done  for  the  present,  that  in  future 
a  provision  by  law  should  exist,  by  which, 
when  the  workhouses  are  full,  relief  ought 
to  be  given  to  all  those  who  are  in  a  state 
of  destitution.  I  have  not  heard,  myself, 
from  the  Irish  Gentlemen  a  contradiction 
of  that  general  impression.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  that  proposition,  when  we  come 
to  discuss  the  mode  in  which  relief  should 
be  given,  will  meet  with  resistance — that 
whatever  discussion  there  may  be  about 
the  details — upon  the  mode  in  which  the 
proposition  should  be  carried  out — I  do  not 
believe  that  with  respect  to  the  principle 
itself  there  will  be  any  portion  of  the  Irish 
representatives  who  will  give  resistance  to 
it.  I  say  this  at  the  present  moment, 
because  I  do  believe  that  while  there  is  no 
reluctance  to  agree  to  the  measures  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  there  is 
a  notion,  which  I  deem  to  be  unfounded, 
that  with  respect  to  the  future,  Irish  land- 
lords wish  to  avoid  the  burden  of  providing 
for  the  destitute.  My  own  impression  is, 
that  they  will  not  attempt  to  avoid  the 
burden.  I  believe  that  all  classes  are 
prepared  to  agree  to  measures  which  im- 
pose any  pecuniary  sacrifices  on  the  people 


of  this  country,  if  they  are  satisfied  that 
measures  of  the  kind  I  have  alluded  to 
will  be  cheerfully  assented  to  on  the  part 
of  the  Irish  landlords.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw)  has  said,  and  other 
Irish  Members  have  said,  that  for  aU  the 
advances  made,  Irish  proprietors  are  ready 
to  charge  themselves.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  anything  to  the  contrary.  There  is  no 
intention,  however,  to  impose  that  charge 
upon  the  landlords  without  assistance. 
There  is  no  intention  to  ask  them  to  bear 
the  whole;  but  if  the  proposition  of  the 
Government  be  carried  out,  there  will  be  a 
sacrifice  made  by  aU  parties  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  it  being  proposed  that  one-half 
of  what  is  advanced  to  the  present  year, 
according  to  the  Act  of  last  Session,  shall 
be  remitted.  I  have  not  heard  a  single 
objection  to  that  proposition.  I  do  not 
believe  it  will  be  objected  to ;  but  it  is  ex- 
pected that  the  property  of  Ireland — al- 
though a  poor  country — still  it  is  expected 
that  Irish  property  shall  be  liable  to  the 
charge  of  affording  relief  to  the  Irish  poor. 
Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  hoped  they 
would  be  allowed  to  discuss  the  measures 
before  them  without  the  introduction  of 
topics  calculated  to  excite  hostility  on 
either  side.  Nothing  could  give  him  more 
satisfaction  in  that  House  than  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  of  resolute  men,  who 
would  not  be  afraid  to  visit  the  scenes  of 
Irish  distress — if  necessary,  the  charnel- 
house  and  the  hospital — to  see  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  as  it  was,  both  as  respected 
the  people  and  the  conduct  of  the  landlords. 
He  woidd  volunteer  to  accompany  any  such 
committee  or  commission,  and  assist  them 
in  procuring  information.  With  reference 
to  the  measures  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment, he  was  bound  to  express  his  opinion 
that  they  were  utterly  inadequate  to  tho 
present  crisis.  He  could  not  help,  too, 
expressing  his  surprise,  that  after  five 
weeks*  consideration  before  the  meeting  of 
Parliament,  they  should  have  already  sat 
upwards  of  four  months,  and  yet  the  mea- 
sures for  the  relief  of  Ireland,  which  they 
were  told  would  be  brought  forward,  had 
not  been  submitted  to  the  House.  With 
respect  to  a  permanent  poor  law,  he,  for 
one,  was  ready  to  tender  to  the  Govern- 
ment his  support  of  the  principle  of  that 
Bill.  He  had  always  been  an  advocate  for 
a  poor  law  in  Ireland;  and  the  opinions 
which  he  expressed  many  years  ago  in 
favour  of  that  measure,  had  been  confirmed 
by  subsequent  experience.  With  reference 
to  the  measures  of  temporary  reUef»  he 
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feared  that  the  eBtabUshment  of  soup- 
kitohen8  would  disappoint  their  expecta- 
tions, and  be  by  no  means  applicable  to 
many  parts  of  Ireland.  The  adoption  of  a 
system  of  out-door  relief,  whether  in  food 
or  money,  was  a  duty  which  ought  to  bo 
performed  not  only  in  the  present  year, 
but  in  all  others.  With  reference  to  the 
able-bodied  poor,  he  thought  the  Gorem- 
ment  hod  not  provided  productive  employ- 
ment for  them  to  the  extent  that  was  de- 
sirable. There  was  no  security  against 
the  recurrence  of  famine  ;  and  even  under 
the  most  favourable  circumstances  theymust 
contrive  to  stimulate  employment  for  se- 
veral years.  Then  he  wished  to  know  how 
the  Government  would  absorb  the  labour 
of  the  country.  What  would  l,500.000i. 
do  in  taking  off  the  roads  600,000  men  ? 
At  most  it  would  only  give  a  year's  em- 
ployment to  100,000,  and  what  was  to  be- 
come of  the  remainder?  He  thought  the 
Oovomment  were  to  blame  for  not  resorting 
to  colonisation ;  for  he  thought  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  population  might  advantageously 
transfer  themselves  to  the  colonies  under 
such  circumstances  as  would  guarantee 
their  future  well-being.  That  resource, 
however  seemed  put  aside  altogether. 
Again,  it  was  well  known  that  there  were 
numbers  of  men  employed  at  this  moment 
on  the  roads,  who  ought  to  be  employed  in 
the  fisheries.  He  had  heard  of  no  scheme 
on  a  large  scale  for  transferring  this  por- 
tion of  the  population  back  to  their  natural 
and  more  profitable  employment.  He 
thought,  too,  the  Government  were  much 
to  blame  for  not  preparing  some  measure 
to  adjust  the  relations  of  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. For  want  of  this,  many  tenants  who 
possessed  capital,  were  unwilling  to  employ 
it  in  cultivating  the  soil.  Any  proposition, 
however,  of  this  nature  appeared  to  be  in- 
definitely postponed.  Neither  did  he  hear 
anything  of  an  altsontee  tax  to  compel  the 
landlord  either  to  sell  his  estate  or  reside 
in  In^land,  or  to  make  some  equivalent 
oomponsation.  The  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Membor  for  Lynn  (Lord  U.  Bentinck)  had 
been  rcjecte<l.  Ho  confoR8e<l  he  deeply 
regretted  it.  Everything  he  had  heard  in 
the  discussion,  only  confirmed  the  opinion 
he  had  formed — that  it  was  a  measure  that 
would  do  more  good  even  than  its  proposer 
eontemplaU^d.  He  thought  thev  might 
have  much  more  usefully  expended  on  rail- 
ways the  millions  thoy  had  employed  in 
the  destniction  of  rt»ads.  When  it  was 
said  the  finances  of  the  country  could  not 
bear  it,  ho  would  ask  ware  tbey  not  ox* 


ponded  freely  <m  much  less  useful  objects? 
If  there  should  be  a  rebellion  in  Irdand  to- 
morrow, they  would  cheerfully  vote  10  or 
20  millions  to  put  it  down ;  but  what  they 
would  do  to  destrov  life,  they  would  not  do 
to  save  it.  The  hon.  Member  then  read 
some  letters  relating  to  the  distress  in  Ire- 
land, and  said  the  distress  there  last  year 
was  not  a  tenth  part  of  what  it  now  was  ; 
yet  much  more  was  then  done  by  the  Go- 
vernment. He  had  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  would  not  have  re- 
frained from  offering  his  counsel  on  this 
great  emergency — ^tliat  he  would  not  have 
limited  himself  to  finding  faults,  which 
might  be  found  in  every  plan — but,  as  a 
statesman,  would  have  told  the  Parliament 
of  Great  Britain  how  this  great  crisis  ought 
to  be  met.  He  told  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
ought  to  find  means  to  remove  from  the 
roads  the  immense  army  placed  upon  them; 
but  he  did  not  venture  the  smallest  possible 
suggestion  how  it  was  to  be  accomplished. 
As  to  the  proposals  before  them,  they  were 
nothing  but  a  series  of  temporary  expe- 
dients. These  would  be  useless,  for  he 
would  frankly  tell  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  that  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  should  not  continue  for 
several  years.  He  therefore  implored  the 
Government  to  lay  before  the  House  and 
the  country  a  system  which  should  give 
the  people  of  Ireland  an  assurance  that 
they  would  be  employed  on  something  else 
than  useless  works,  and  that  the  painful 
scenes  which  were  taking  place  every  day, 
and  which  it  was  in  their  power  to  prevent, 
should  not  be  permitted  to  recur. 

Mr.  BICKIIAM  ESCOTT  said,  that 
one  or  two  circumstances  had  that  evening 
occurred,  to  which  he  deemed  it  his  duty  to 
allude.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Bnen) 
had  spoken  of  the  measures  proposed  by 
Ministers  as  inadequate  to  meet  the  evils 
which  existed  in  Ireland.  In  this  opinion 
he  agreed  in  so  far  as  a  permanent  remedy 
was  concerned ;  but  the  measures  in  ques- 
tion had  not  been  proposed  as  permanent 
measures.  In  connexion  with  these  pr<»- 
posals,  he  must  say  that  he  rejoiced  at  the 
declaration  that  had  fallen  fnmi  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government.  He 
must  say  that  no  speech  which  that  noble 
Lord  had  made  from  that  bench  that  Ses- 
sion, or  for  many  Sessions,  hM  out  such 
a  prospect  for  the  relief  of  Iri^h  distress  as 
the  H|H»oeh  he  had  mailo  that  evening.  H(« 
had  promised  a  substantial  poor  law  for  In*- 
land;  he  had  promised  that  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Balb  bad  poiBled  at 
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as  necessary — namely,  that  the  property  of 
Ireland  should  be  responsible  for  the  rehef 
of  Irish  distress.  He  did  not  believe  that 
there  was  much  difference,  after  all,  between 
the  opinions  of  honest  men,  although  acri- 
monious feelings  had  been  excited  in  the 
expression  of  them.  He  did  not  believe 
that  there  was  any  honest  representative 
— that  there  was  any  portion  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Ireland,  or  England,  or  Scot- 
land— who  did  not  wish  to  see  equal  justice 
dealt  out  between  the  two  countries.  This 
was  the  object  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bath ;  and  he  beg- 
ged to  tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick, 
and  the  other  Irish  Members,  that  justice 
from  the  Imperial  Legislature  implied 
equality  of  burdens  as  well  as  equality  of 
rights.  The  whole  argument  lay  in  that. 
The  English  people  were  willing  to  give 
their  Irish  brethren  equality  of  rights,  but 
equality  of  burdens  must  be  a  condition. 
With  the  exception  of  three  hon.  Members, 
no  representative  had  proposed  amend- 
ments on  the  measures  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government:  although  the  Member  for 
Limerick  had  expressed  his  regret  that 
Ministers  had  not  brought  forward  a  great 
and  comprehensive  plan  for  the  relief  of 
Irish  distress,  still  he  had  not  brought  for- 
ward any  plan  of  his  own.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Lynn  had  acted  differently. 
He  did  propose  a  measure  which  he  thought 
would  be  a  great  improvement,  and  the 
House  had  dealt  with  it.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  had  adopted  a 
similar  course.  With  regard  to  the  all- 
important  point,  about  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil,  he  was  glad  to  learn  from  accounts 
he  had  himself  received,  all  that  was  re- 
quired to  enable  the  Irish  people  to  reap 
the  rich  advantage  which  the  present  Ses- 
sion held  out,  was  exertion.  lie  suspected 
that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
Tcmment  understood  the  intensity  of  the 
distress  which  prevailed  in  England ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Escott)  was  in  a  position  to  corro- 
borate the  statements  which  had  been  made 
on  that  head  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath. 
Had  it  not  been  for  the  meritorious  exer- 
tions of  the  landlords  in  the  West  of  Eng- 
land, the  people  there  must  have  been  in 
as  bad  a  condition  as  were  the  people  of 
Ireland. 

Viscount  BERNARD  had  no  intention 
to  protract  the  debate,  or  impede  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill ;  but  he  had  heard,  he 
confessed  with  no  little  surprise,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  question, 
taunt  those  witii  whom  he  aotod  with  not 


having  proposed  a  great  and  oomprehen- 
sive  measure  for  the  relief  of  the  pre- 
sent distress  in  Ireland.  He  (Viscount 
Bernard)  should  not  occupy  the  House 
for  any  time ;  but  be  could  not  hear  such 
taunts  thrown  out  against  the  side  of  the 
House  on  which  he  sat,  against  the  Irish 
Members  and  the  Irish  landlords,  without 
offering  a  word  in  reply  to  them.  It  was 
not  their  fault  if  the  progress  of  relief  for 
Ireland  was  impeded,  and  the  debate  pro- 
tracted night  after  night  by  the  taunts  of 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side;  but  he, 
for  one,  should  not  in  that  respect  imitate 
them.  As  far  as  he  was  personally  con- 
cerned, he  should  have  passed  over  these 
taunts  against  the  Irish  landlords  without 
notice,  being  only  anxious  for  the  relief  of 
the  suffering  poor;  but  residing,  as  he  did, 
in  a  part  of  the  country  where  these  gen- 
tlemen were  particularly  attacked,  he  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  rise  and  repel  the  ac- 
cusations launched  against  him.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Marylebone  had  attacked  the 
Irish  landlords  on  a  former  evening  upon 
the  authority  of  statements  made  in  a  blue 
book;  but  he  cautioned  the  hon.  Member 
against  the  assumption  that  everything 
contained  in  the  blue  books  was  true;  and 
he  cautioned  the  House  against  being  led 
away  by  them.  One  of  the  allegations  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  a  nobleman 
had  property  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Skib- 
bereen  of  the  value  of  15,000?.  a  year. 
But  he  held  in  his  hand  a  letter  from  the 
agent  of  a  venerable  lady  in  that  dis- 
trict, the  widow  of  the  nobleman  alluded 
to,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  her  property 
in  the  two  baronies  of  the  county  of  Cork 
was  of  the  nominal  rental  of  8,500?.  a  year 
— that  the  actual  rental  was  scarcely  ever 
more  than  5,000?. — and,  that  during  the 
last  year  only  2,000/.  was  received  from  it. 
A  noble  and  eloquent  Lord,  in  another 
place,  had  borne  testimony  to  the  great 
sacrifices  that  had  been  made  by  that  ex- 
cellent lady  in  the  cause  of  the  poor  in 
her  district;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not 
necessary  for  him  to  do  more  than  confirm 
that  noble  Lord's  statements.  [The  noble 
Lord  then  read  a  letter,  or  letters,  from 
Ireland,  which  were  almost  wholly  inau- 
dible; but  which  corroborated,  as  far  as 
could  be  gathered  from  an  occasional  word, 
his  general  assertions.]  Another  gentle- 
man, whom  he  had  the  honour  to  know, 
was  put  down  in  that  blue  book  at  4,000?. 
a  year.  He  had  stated  his  belief  that  his 
income  did  not  amount  to  more  than  400?. : 
but  he  had  had  a  letter  from  that  gentleman. 
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who,  he  was  hound  to  say,  was  quite  uu- 
aware  that  his  name  was  hrought  hefore 
the  puhlic  as  it  had  heon,  in  which  he  ask- 
ed to  he  informed  as  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  in  advancing  loans  to  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  on  the  security  of 
their  estates,  and  whether  they  would  in- 
troduce a  measure  to  enahle  the  proprie- 
tors to  dispose  of  incumhered  property; 
proving  a  most  commendable  anxiety  on 
nis  part  to  improve  his  estates,  and  to  give 
employment  and  relief  to  the  poor  people 
of  his  neighbourhood.  It  was  also  alleged 
against  the  gentlemen  of  Ireland  in  his  dis- 
trict, that  they  did  not  pay  up  their  poor 
rates;  but  he  held  in  his  hand  a  paper 
which  showed  that  out  of  five  rates  which 
had  been  struck  in  a  year  and  a  half,  there 
was  only  an  arrear  of  124^  due  in  that 
district.  The  Irish  landlords  had  been 
charged  with  an  inimical  feeling  to  the  in- 
troduction of  a  poor  law  into  Ireland.  He 
had  always  admitted  that  it  would  he  bet- 
ter if  Ireland  and  England  were  upon  an 
equality  in  that  respect;  and  he  believed 
that  to  be  the  sentiment  of  a  great  number 
of  the  landlords  of  that  country.  It  was 
not,  however,  the  fault  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords if  there  was  not  an  adequate  poor  law 
for  Ireland.  There  was  no  opportunity  for 
its  introduction.  If  it  had  been  proposed 
before  the  present  time,  it  would  have  ruin- 
ed the  operation  of  the  existing  law.  The 
Government  were  alone  responsible  for  it. 
Year  after  year  Irish  gentlemen  had  ap- 
plied to  them  to  change  the  present  poor 
Jaw;  but  it  was  not  changed  nevertheless. 
He  urged  upon  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  in 
the  most  earnest  manner,  the  great  danger 
which  would  accrue  at  the  present  moment 
if  a  sudden  stop  was  put  to  the  system  of 
relief  upon  public  works  at  present  existing 
in  Ireland.  A  letter  from  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood, which  he  received  that  morning, 
stated,  that  the  stoppage  of  some  of  the 
public  works  in  that  district  had  created 
the  greatest  destitution  among  the  poor 
people.  It  was  impossible  thnt  agricultural 
operations  alone  could  absorb  the  whole 
population  of  the  country;  and  he  urged 

Xn  the  Government  the  necessity,  not 
le  of  not  suspending  the  public  works 
at  present  in  progress,  but  of  bringing  for- 
ward others.  It  was  not  too  late  for  them, 
even  now,  to  reconsider  their  determination 
as  regarded  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lynn,  or  to  introduce  some 
measure  analogous  to  it  in  character,  and 
having  in  view  the  same  object.  Among 
other  works  which  would  b^  of  a  moat  re- 


munerative character  in  every  reapeet, 
were  the  neglected  harbours  of  Ireland,  in 
many  of  which,  from  the  want  of  the  neces- 
sary attention  and  expense,  vessels  at  this 
moment  incurred  great  risk  of  danger.  A 
notice  was  on  the  Paper  of  the  House,  in 
the  name  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty, for  a  breakwater  and  harbour  in  the 
island  of  Portland;  but  he  asked  the  House 
and  the  Government,  whether,  under  the 
present  circumstances  of  Ireland,  the  cost 
of  that  undertaking  would  not  be  better 
applied  to  the  harbours  of  that  country  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  had 
taunted  the  Irish  landlords  with  having  re- 
ceived their  rents  last  year,  and  with  not 
being  prepared  against  the  present  contin- 
gency; as  if  human  foresight  could  provide 
against  a  visitation  of  Providence.  A  most 
unfounded  charge  was  now  made  against 
them.  How  could  they  anticipate  a  fa- 
mine? They  did  all  in  their  power,  as 
far  as  his  own  knowledge  of  the  facts  went, 
to  induce  their  tenants  to  cultivate  a  less 
destructive  crop  than  the  potato ;  but  if 
tenants  on  leases  refused  to  accede  to  their 
wishes,  what  could  they  do  ? — what  power 
had  they  to  compel  obedience  to  their 
wishes  ?  The  noble  Viscount,  who  was 
somewhat  inaudible,  was  understood  to 
conclude  by  expressing  a  strong  hope  that 
out  of  the  present  calamity  might  come  a 
great  good  for  Ireland,  and  that  by  its 
means  the  people  of  that  country  might  be 
induced  to  forego  in  the  future  all  pciitical 
and  religious  differences,  and  unite,  one 
and  all,  for  the  development  of  its  re- 
sources. 

Mr.  M.  gore  bore  testimony  to  the 
correctness  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Win- 
chester; but  that  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  extend  all  the  assistance  in  their 
power  to  their  Irish  fellow-subjects.  It 
was  his  wish  to  defend  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  landlords  generally;  but  he  was  bound 
in  justice  to  state  that  he  knew  many  in- 
stances of  the  most  praiseworthy  conduct 
on  their  part.  The  hon.  Member  read  a 
letter  from  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman, 
describing  the  misery  existing  in  Conne- 
mara,  and  stated  that  a  chief  cause  of  the 
distress  in  that  country  was  the  immense 
number  of  small  farms  ;  whatever  they 
might  do  for  Ireland^ would  be  ineffectual 
as  long  as  this  system  of  small  holdings 

f>revailed.  A  poor  law  would  be  futile  as 
ong  as  they  continued  to  exist;  a  poor  law 
in  Ireland  would  be  impeded  in  its  effect 
bv  the  want  of  machmery  to  work  it. 
Where  were  the  men  who'  eodd  aei  aa 
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guardians  ?  The  class  that  should  supply 
them  did  not  exist.  Many  of  the  present 
evils  had  been  pointed  out  at  former  periods; 
the  precarious  nature  of  the  potato  as  a 
national  food  had  been  pointed  out  in 
1823,  when  an  inquiry  was  instituted  into 
the  state  of  agriculture.  But  he  trusted  a 
better  day  was  dawning  on  Ireland;  even 
the  present  afflictions  might  tend  to  hasten 
it.  It  had  been  said  of  the  two  great  ca- 
lamities that  befell  the  metropolis,  that  they 
proved  the  occasions  of  exercising  great 
Christian  virtues.  As  to  the  measures  of 
the  Government,  and  any  blame  that  had 
been  cast  on  it  for  what  took  place  last  au- 
tumn, he  was  fully  convinced  of  the  diffi- 
culties it  had  to  encounter.  He  was  con- 
vinced no  one  was  more  anxious  to  promote 
the  welfare  of  Ireland  than  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
and  to  measures  calculated  to  prove  bene- 
ficial to  Ireland,  brought  forward  by  any 
party,  he  should  give  his  support. 

Mr.  R.  a.  FITZGERALD  did  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  from  going  into  Com- 
mittee, as  he  perceived  evident  signs  of  im- 
patience; but  he  must  express  the  regret 
with  which  he  had  heard  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  on  a  former  evening.  He  had 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  have  proposed 
some  great  plan  for  the  advantage  of  Ire- 
land; and  though  his  feelings  were  with  the 
Government,  he  confessed  he  was  disap- 
pointed in  its  poHcy.  He  thought  indeed 
the  Labour-rate  Act  would  do  both  direct 
and  indirect  good;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
efforts  made  by  the  Irish  landlords  at  the 
present  time  would  not  be  judged  only  by 
the  sums  they  gave  to  public  subscrip- 
tions. 

Lord  CLAUDE  HAMILTON  appealed 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  alter  the  day  which  had  been 
named  for  going  into  Committee  on  the 
Poor  Relief  Bill.  It  would  probably  have 
fallen  under  the  notice  of  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  day  to  which  the  Committee  had 
been  postponed,  occurred  at  the  very  time 
when  the  assizes  were  being  held  through- 
out Ireland;  and  the  absence  of  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  desirous  of  taking  part  in  the 
discussion  on  that  very  important  measure, 
would  consequently  be  occasioned.  If, 
therefore,  it  was  possible,  without  any 
serious  prejudice,  to  postpone  going  into 
Committee  to  a  still  further  day,  it  was 
most  advisable  to  do  so.  He  made  this 
suggestion  in  no  spirit  of  opposition  to  the 
GoTemment:  it  was  simply  a  matter  of  con- 
yenience ;  and  he,  for  one,  was  not  at  all 
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scared  at  the  prospect  of  out-door  relief 
being  applied  to  Ireland. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  was  afraid,  if  he 
postponed  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  a  still 
further  period,  the  only  effect  would  be 
that  they  would  fix  upon  another  week, 
when  there  would  be  other  assizes,  and 
when  the  request  of  the  noble  Lord  would 
again  be  preferred  by  some  other  hon. 
Member.  The  subject  was  one  of  great 
importance,  and  he  was  most  imwilling  to 
accede  to  the  suggestion.  He  admitted  it 
was  desirable  that  the  representatives  of 
Irish  constituencies  should  be  present  at  the 
discussion  which  would  take  place;  and  it 
was  with  regret  he  could  name  no  more 
convenient  day.  The  desire  was  to  send 
up  the  BiU  as  early  as  possible  to  the  House 
of  Lords. 

Lord  CLAUDE  HAMILTON  felt  con- 
vinced  it  was  only  the  pressure  of  public 
business  which  put  it  out  of  the  power  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  grant  the  delay  for  which 
he  had  asked.  He  was  well  assured  of  the 
earnest  anxiety  prevailing  in  that  House  te 
pass  speedily  all  the  measures  calculated 
to  alleviate  the  distress  which  existed  in 
Ireland.  He  tendered  his  thanks  to  the 
English  Members  for  the  liberal  spirit  which 
they  were  now  evincing  tewards  Ireland. 
He  thought  that  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  fired  up  with  unnecessary  warmth,  in 
answer  to  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  various  quarters,  in  reference  te  the 
course  which  Irish  landlords  should  now 
take.  Some  of  those  observations  were, 
no  doubt,  offensive;  but  excellent,  and  sa- 
lutary, and  perhaps  necessary,  advice,  had 
thus  been  conveyed;  and,  in  consideration 
of  the  sound  sense,  the  manner  and  the 
language  in  which  the  recommendation  was 
couched,  might  have  been  passed  over.  It 
was  a  humiliating  confession  certainly;  but 
it  could  not  be  denied  that  there  had  and 
still  existed  in  Ireland  too  strong  an  incli- 
nation to  rely,  in  the  hour  of  need,  upon 
the  English  Treasury,  to  the  neglect  of 
those  means  of  relief  which  were  at  hand 
at  home.  It  was  of  frequent  occurrence 
that  offence  was  given,  when  none  was  in- 
tended; for  instance,  he  had  been  more  of- 
fended by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Recorder  for  Dublin  (Mr. 
Shaw),  than  by  any  speech  he  had  heard. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
the  English  Members  had  proved  ungene- 
rous to  Ireland  in  her  misfortune.  [Mr. 
Shaw  :  I  spoke  only  of  two  indviduals.] 
Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  men- 
tion the  boundless  generosity  of  the  people 
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of  England,  as  evinced  in  the  great  sub- 
Bcriptiun  funds  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man laid  too  little  stress  on  that  point,  and 
paid  too  much  attention  to  the  attacks  of 
individual  Members  of  that  House.  If  ho 
did  not  mistake,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  one  of  a  party  which  at  Dublin  had 

g reposed  that  all  the  expenses  of  the  pub- 
c  works  should  be  paid  by  the  Government 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  [Mr.  Siiaw: 
I  was  not.]  lie  had,  however,  seen  the 
name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
newspaper.  [**  Oh,  oh  !"1  Then  he  was 
mistaken  or  deceived;  and  it  only  showed 
that  he  ought  never  to  trust  to  the  Irish 
newspapers. 

Mb.  SHAW,  in  explanation,  said,  that 
after  the  extraordinary  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  C.  Hamilton),  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  must  explain,  although  to  those 
who  heard  him,  it  would  be  hardly  neces- 
sary, that  while  he  complained  of  the  tone 
taken  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Sir  Benjamin  Hall),  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck),  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
had  fully  acknowledged  the  generous  feel- 
ing which  had  been  evinced  by  the  Go- 
vernment and  tlio  English  public  towards 
Ireland  in  the  present  emergency. 

Lord  CASTLEREAGH  merely*  rose 
to  express  his  grateful  sense  of  the 
great  kindness  of  the  House  in  permitting 
a  night  to  be  devoted  to  an  Irish  debate.  It 
could  not  be  desired  to  throw  any  impedi- 
ment in  the  way  of  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters; and  it  would  be  a  great  deal  better  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  reserve  speeches 
and  discu^ions  until  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  were  fully  explained.  If  Gen- 
tlemen would  peruse  with  attention  the 
details  in  those  newspapers  they  were  so 
fond  of  quoting — if  they  would  only  read 
and  reflect  on  the  letter  in  ITie  Times  of 
that  morning,  from  an  officer  engaged  in 
Her  Majesty's  service  on  the  coast  of  Ire- 
land— if  they  remembered  this  was  only 
one  of  many  letters  which  were  received 
every  day,  and  took  into  account  the  diffi- 
culties with  which  the  Government  had  had 
to  contend — every  one  in  that  House  pos- 
sessed with  feeling  and  discretion  would 
sink  liiii  diiferences,  from  whatever  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ha  came,  and  give  all 
his  assistance,  honestly  and  impartially,  in 
carrying  out  the  plans  and  seconding  the 
efforts  of  the  Ministry.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Firiit  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the 
batteries  IcTcUcd  by  tho  Members  for  JBath 


and  Marylebone  against  the  Irish  land 
lords  would  be  silenced.  He  might  take 
this  opportunity  of  saying  what  ho  was  un- 
able to  state  the  other  night,  as  he  was 
not  fortunate  enough  to  catch  the  Speaker's 
eye,  that  he  deeply  regretted  he  could  not 
support  the  Motion  of  his  nobb  Friend  the 
Member  for  Lynn.  Ho  was  convinced, 
however,  that  if  the  Government  could 
havo  done  so,  they  would  have  been  anxious 
to  propose  some  measure  similar  to  that 
submitted  to  the  House  by  the  noble  Lord; 
because  if,  at  any  future  time,  Ireland 
should  bo  visited  by  such  a  calamity  as  was 
now  afflicting  that  country  —  if,  for  in- 
stance, the  oat  crop  should  fail — the  only 
mode  of  effectually  distributing  provisions 
throughout  the  country  would  be  by  means 
of  a  network  of  railway  similar  to  that 
which  had  been  established  in  England. 
He  believed  that,  if  an  extensive  system 
of  railways  had  existed  in  Ireland,  much  of 
the  present  distress  might  have  been 
avoided;  and  he  hoped  this  consideration 
would  induce  the  Government  to  give  their 
attention  to  the  establishment  of  railways 
in  that  country.  He  would  intreat  every 
hon.  Gentleman  who  wished  well  to  Ireland 
and  to  the  empire,  to  allow  the  Govern- 
mcnt  to  get  on  with  their  business— to  let 
the  people  be  fed,  and  then  to  discuss 
other  measures  if  they  thought  fit  to  do  so« 

V18COUXT  DUNCAN  assured  the  nobb 
Lord  who  had  hist  sat  down,  that  he  woold 
most  willingly  follow  the  advice  he  had  given 
to  the  House;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  tone 
and  manner  in  which  that  advice  had  been 
given,  must  have  been  most  gratifying  to 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides.  He  had  not 
intended  to  take  any  part  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  tho  House  that  night;  he  had  come 
down  in  order  to  listen  to  the  discussion 
which  he  expected  would  take  place  on  the 
Bill;  and  it  would  have  given  him  much 
pleasure  if  the  House  had  gone  into  Com- 
mittee long  before  that  time.  With  regard 
to  the  charges  which  he  was  represented 
to  have  mmle,  he  could  repeat  what  he  be- 
fore said,  tliat  he  had  read  certain  state- 
ments from  an  official  book,  and  had  re- 
quested to  kuow  whether  it  were  possible 
those  statements  could  be  true,  lie  had 
made  no  charges;  and  he  had  been  grati- 
fied to  hear  hou.  Members  of  that  House 
declare  that  the  statements  to  which  ho 
had  referred  were  untrue. 

Mu.  S.  CRAWFORD  wished  to  notice 
an  assertion  which  had  l>een  made,  that 
Irish  tenants  showed  no  disposition  to  pay 
their  rents  or  to  labour  on  the  gnHuid.  He 
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thought  it  only  just  to  the  Irish  tenants  to 
say  that,  in  the  part  of  Ireland  with  which 
he  was  connected,  they  had  evinced  the 
utmost  willingness  to  pay  rents,  and  to 
hestow  their  lahour  on  the  land.  He  had 
heen  much  gratified  to  hear  the  announce- 
ment of  the  nohle  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to  the 
Irish  Poor  Law.  He  wished,  however,  to 
inform  the  nohle  Lord,  that  a  resolution 
against  the  principle  of  out-door  relief  had 
been  signed  by  upwards  of  seventy  Irish 
Peers  and  landed  proprietors;  for  he  thought 
it  right  the  noble  Lord  should  know  that, 
if  he  intended  to  proceed  with  his  measure, 
he  must  be  prepared  to  encounter  a  strong 
resistance.  For  his  own  part,  he  (Mr.  S. 
Crawford)  was  satisfied  that  nothing  could 
be  so  beneficial  to  Ireland  as  a  proper  and 
efficient  Poor  Law. 
House  in  Committee. 

LABOURING  POOR  (IRELAND)  BJLL. 

On  Clause  I  being  read, 

Mb.  GOULBUEN  wished  to  caU  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee  to  a  subject 
which  he  thought  of  considerable  import- 
ance, as  involving  a  constitutional  prin- 
ciple, which,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  would 
be  in  some  measiu-e  violated  by  the  Bill 
now  under  their  consideration.  A  power 
Lad  been  given  to  the  Government  in  the 
last  Se&sion  to  apply  an  unlimited  amount 
of  money  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  to 
a  specific  purpose.  It  seems  that  under  the 
necessity  of  the  case,  the  Government  drew 
the  money  from  the  Consolidated  Fund,  not 
for  the  purpose  to  which  Parliament  had 
sanctioned  its  application,  but  for  pro- 
moting a  set  of  works  which  had  never 
been  in  the  contemplation  of  Parliament. 
The  Bill  now  before  the  House,  however, 
was  merely  to  render  valid  the  acts  of  the 
Government;  and  it  was  at  variance  with 
all  former  legislation  in  cases  where  the 
law  had  been  transgressed  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  benefit  of  the  community  at 
large.  In  previous  cases  it  had  been  the 
practice  not  merely  to  render  valid  the 
acts  of  the  Government,  but'  to  indemnify 
the  individual  officers  concerned  in  doing 
any  acts  contrary  to  the  law.  He  might 
mention  two  instances  in  which  this  course 
had  been  pursued.  On  one  occasion,  when 
in  consequence  of  a  violent  hurricane  in 
the  West  Indies,  the  governors  of  those 
colonies,  and  the  Government  at  home, 
thought  it  proper  to  admit  provisions  into 
the  colonies  in  a  manner  not  authorized 
ij  Uw,  as  soon  as  Farliaiaent  met»  «»i 


Act  was  passed  not  merely  to  render  valid 
the  proceedings  of  the  Government,  but 
specifically  to  indemnify  all  those  who  had 
advised  any  act  or  done  any  act  in  viola- 
tion of  the  existing  law.     In  1826,  also, 
when  an  enormous  rise  took  place  in  the 
price  of  oats,  the  Government  thought  it 
necessary,  by  an  Order  in  Council,  to  ad- 
mit oats   contrary   to  law ;    and  on  the 
meeting    of  Parliament   a   measure  was 
adopted,  not  only  legalizing  the  act  of  the 
Government,    but  indemnifying    all    the 
officers  who  had  been   engaged  in  carry- 
ing   it  into  effect.     He  considered,  then^ 
that,  in  the  present  case.  Parliament  hav- 
ing confided  to  the  Government  an  imli- 
mi  ted  power  of  drawing  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  for  a  specific  purpose,  and 
Government  having  applied  the  money  it 
drew  under  that  authority  to  an  object 
which  had  not  been  contemplated  by  Par- 
liament—  there  was  more  than  ever  a 
necessity  for  indemnifying  all  officers  who 
had  acted  in  violation  of  the  law.     He, 
therefore,  took  this  early  opportunity  of 
suggesting  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite   the   introduction   into   this   first 
clause  of  the  words  necessary  to  indemnify 
the  individual  officers  who  had  acted  con- 
trary to  the  letter  of  the  law,  but  in  obedi- 
ence to  the  commands  of  the  Govemmentf 
He  also  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  to  the  circmqstance 
that,  in  the  Public  Works   Act  of  last 
Session,  there  was  considerable  ambiguity 
in  the  clause  authorizing  advances  to  be 
made  by  the  Treasury.     The  first  part  of 
the  clause  provided,  that  the  sums  neces- 
sary for  carrying  on  the  works  should  be 
payable  out  of  a  fund  limited  in  amount ; 
so  that,  by  this  portion  of  the  clause,  the 
discretion  of  the  Treasury  was  limited  aa 
to  the  amount  to  be  expended.     At  the 
end  of  the  clause,  however,  there  were 
words  stating  that  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury might  direct  the  advance  of  the  said 
several  and  respective  sums  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.     The  question,  there- 
fore, arose,  whether  the  said  several  and 
respective  simis  mentioned  in  the  latt^ 
portion  of  the  clause^were  the  sums  de- 
scribed in  the  preceding  part  of  the  clause; 
or  whether  the  Treasury  were  to  be  em« 
powered  to  draw  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund  to  an  unlimited  extent.   The  Govern- 
ment had  construed  the  clause  as  giving 
them  an  unlimited  power;  but  if  those  who 
agreed  with  him  in  thinking  that  their 
power  was  limited  by  the  former  part  of 
the  clause  to  the  sum  granted  aimually  for 
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public  works,  were  right,  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  indemnify  all  the  officers  who 
had  been  engaged  in  paying  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  a  larger  amount  than 
was  sanctioned  by  law.  It  might  also  be 
a  matter  for  consideration,  whether,  if  it 
should  appear  that  the  Public  Works  Act 
of  last  Session  enabled  the  Govemment  to 
make  unlimited  advances,  it  was  expedient 
to  continue  to  them  so  extensive  a  power. 
It  was  a  power  which,  ho  believed,  had 
never  been  given  to  any  Government  be- 
fore, and  which  he  thought,  on  constitu- 
tional grounds,  it  was  dangerous  for  Par- 
liament to  entrust  to  any  Government. 
He  begged  to  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  that  he  made  these  sug- 
gestions in  no  hostile  spirit,  or  from  any 
desire  to  interfere  with  the  arrangements 
they  contemplated;  but  he  thought  they 
ought  to  bo  cautious  that,  in  a  time  of 
great  public  emergency,  they  did  not  con- 
sent to  acts  which,  being  in  violation  of 
the  law,  might  hereafter  be  drawn  into 
precedents,  and  involve  a  departure  from 
all  those  guards  and  checks  which  were 
imposed  upon  tho  issue  of  public  money 
out  of  the  TroasuiT. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  agreed  that  the 
questions  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  of  very  great  importance,  and 
deserved  the  attentive  consideration  of  the 
Committee.  It  was  unquestionably  of  great 
consequence  that,  in  providing  for  a  period 
of  public  exigency,  they  should  not  do  any- 
thing contrary  to  those  constitutional  rules 
and  principles  which  it  was  of  the  utmost 
consequence  to  preserve  inviolate.  It  was, 
however,  unnecessary  for  him  to  enter  at 
length  into  the  questions  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee, for  they  had  already  received  tho 
consideration  of  Iler  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, who  were  in  the  main  entirely  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
courso  which  ought  to  be  taken.  It  was 
obvious  that  proceedings  had  been  taken 
under  the  Public  Works  Act  which  were 
not  only  beyond  the  law,  but  against  the 
law,  and  consequently  that  the  present 
Bill,  which  was  now  merely  a  Bill  to  render 
valid  certain  proceedings  of  the  Govern- 
ment, ought  to  be  a  Bill  of  Indemnity. 
With  this  view  a  clause  had  been  prepared, 
which  would  effect  this  object,  which  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
propose  to  add  to  the  Bill,  and  which,  he 
trusted,  would  entirely  satisfy  the  scruples 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  As 
to  tho  other  point  to  which  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  had  referred,  he  apprehended 
there  could  not  be  much  doubt  that  the 
Bill  of  last  Session  gave  an  unlimited 
power  to  the  Government  of  drawing  money 
from  the  Treasury  for  the  purposes  of 
carrying  out  tho  objects  of  that  measure ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  not  be  advisable 
to  divest  the  Government  of  that  power 
under  the  continuance  Bill.  It  was  im- 
possible to  say  what  sum  might  be  required; 
the  amount  indeed  could  only  be  limited 
by  the  exigency  of  the  case ;  and  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  measure  would  be  asked 
for  merely  until  the  public  works  which 
had  been  undertaken  were  completed. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill  agreed 
to. 

The  House  resumed. 

FACTORIES  BILL. 

On  the  Question,  that  the  Factories  Bill 
be  read  a  Second  Time, 

Mr.  leader  begged  to  say,  that  he 
thought  it  most  inconvenient  that  they 
should  that  night  proceed  to  read  the  Bill 
a  second  time.  The  division  which  took 
place  on  tho  subject  was  not  a  fair  divi- 
sion ;  it  did  not  fairly  represent  the  feeling 
of  the  House.  Wednesday  was  considered 
a  day  for  private  business,  for  RaUway  Bills 
and  similar  measures,  but  not  for  a  bill  of 
such  importance  as  that  to  which  they 
were  then  called  upon  to  give  their  assent. 
The  hon.  Member  for  *  Knaresborough 
might  not  agree  with  him  in  suggesting 
this  postponement,  for  ho  was  supposed  to 
think  the  manufacturers  the  most  detest- 
able beings  on  earth;  but  he  trusted  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that  they 
ought  not  then  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time.  Why  proceed  with  it  that  night — 
why  not  appoint  next  W^ednesday  for  the 
second  reading?  He  merely  mentioned 
Wednesday,  because  it  unfortunately  hap- 
pened that  that  was  the  only  day  on  which 
the  measure  had  been  discussed;  and,  in 
fact,  he  thought  that  unless  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  was  fixed  for  Monday 
or  Friday,  it  was  utterly  impossible  that 
there  could  be  a  fair  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  House  upon  it. 

Mr.  FERRAND  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  he  had  stated  in 
that  House  that  the  manufacturers  were 
the  most  detestable  beings  on  the  earth. 
Now,  such  words  never  fell  from  his  lips. 
If  they  had,  he  should  have  been  ashamed 
of  himself;  and  as  attacks  of  this  kind  had 
often  been  made  opoo  him»  he  begged  to 


297        Poor  Laws  (Ireland) —  {Feb.  19}      Poor  Law  Commissioners.      298 


say  that  no  man  had  a  higher  opinion  of 
the  manufacturers  as  a  body  than  he  had. 
lie  had  many  friends  among  them,  and  he 
knew  many  of  them  who  were  a  blessing 
to  the  neighbourhoods  in  which  they  lived. 

Mr.  BICKHAM  E SCOTT  said,  his 
opinion  with  respect  to  this  Bill,  to  a  cer- 
tain degree  coincided  with  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Leader); 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  felt  on 
deliberation  that  the  House  ought  to  take 
the  vote  of  Wednesday  last  as  a  vote  on 
the  second  reading.  Therefore  he  should 
not  oifer  any  opposition  to  the  second 
reading  then;  but  he  begged  to  give  no- 
tice, that  on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
leave  the  chair  on  going  into  Committee, 
he  should  consider  it  a  fair  opportunity  for 
taking  the  sense  of  the  House;  and  it 
would  be  his  humble  duty  to  move  that  the 
House  go  into  Committee  that  day  six 
months. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

POOR  LAWS  (IRELAND)— POOR  LAW 
COMMISSIONERS. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  moved  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  appointment  of  a 
board  for  the  supervision  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  laws  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  in  Ireland. 

Captain  PECHELL  would  take  that 
opportunity  of  saying,  that  he,  in  common 
with  many  other  Members,  thought  the 
time  was  come  when  the  noble  Lord  ought 
to  give  some  assurance  to  the  country  that 
the  present  Poor  Law  Commissioners  for 
this  country  should  be  no  longer  allowed 
to  preside  over  the  administration  of  the 
relief  of  the  poor.  It  had  been  proved  by 
a  solemn  vote  of  that  House,  that  they 
were  not  worthy  to  retain  their  positions, 
and  not  worthy  of  the  confidence  of  the 
country;  and  he  did  think  the  time  was 
come  when  the  noble  Lord,  in  accordance 
with  his  announcement  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  ought  to  give  notice  of  a  si- 
milar measure  for  England,  to  that  which 
he  had  just  moved  for  Ireland.  There  had 
been  reports  in  the  country  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  screen 
these  Commissioners  ;  but  he  could  tell 
him  that  nothing  would  so  much  tend 
to  lessen  the  confidence  of  the  country 
in  the  noble  Lord's  Government,  as  his 
throwing  his  power  and  influence  into  the 
scale  in  order  to  keep  these  persons  still  in 
authority. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  thought  it  was 
quite  necessary  after  what  the  hon.  and 


gallant  Gentleman  had  said,  that  he  (Lord 
J.  RusseU)  should  explain  the  course  he 
intended  to  take.  He  had  stated  on  a 
former  occasion  that  he  should  propose  a 
different  mode  of  administration  of  the 
poor  law;  but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman must  be  perfectly  aware  that  the 
House  had  of  late  been  engaged,  and  ne- 
cessarily engaged,  with  measures  for  the 
relief  of  Ireland,  and  moreover  engaged 
not  only  with  measures  of  the  Government 
of  that  nature,  but  with  the  measure 
brought  in  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  It 
would  have  been,  in  his  opinion,  inexpe- 
dient and  wrong  in  the  Government,  if 
they  had  said,  "  We  will  put  aside  all  these 
measures  for  the  relief  of  Ireland,  and  take 
the  poor  law  for  England  instead."  He 
thought  it  necessary,  as  the  usual  time 
was  approaching,  that  the  House  should 
have  the  estimates  of  the  year  before  them 
without  any  further  delay,  and  that  the 
Mutiny  Bill  should  be  passed.  He  should 
propose,  after  that,  to  proceed  with  various 
measures  for  Ireland,  necessarily  connected 
with  the  Bill  he  now  proposed.  In  stating, 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  he  meant  to  pro- 
pose a  new  mode  of  administering  the  poor 
law  in  England,  he  had  stated  at  the  same 
time  that  he  did  not  found  the  proposed 
change  on  the  report  of  the  Andover  Union 
Committee;  he  stated  that  he  founded  his 
proposal  on  the  general  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  commission,  and  with  re- 
gard to  matters  connected  with  the  duties 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  coming  be- 
fore that  House.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  think  that  the  proposal  was 
to  be  founded  on  the  report  of  the  Andover 
Union  Committee.  He  repeated  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  shrink  in  any  way  from 
saying  that  he  did  not  think  the  present 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  were  at  all  un- 
deserving the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  Parliament;  but  he  thought  that 
on  other  grounds  the  commission  ought  to 
be  formed  in  another  way;  but  if  any  re- 
solution condemning  the  conduct  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  were  moved,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  defend  that  con- 
duct. 

Mr.  SMITH  O'BRIEN  suggested  that 
it  was  very  desirable  that  one  of  the  three 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  in  Ireland  should 
always  be  a  medical  man. 

Mr.  ETWALL  rose  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  a  question.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord  intended  that  the 
Poor  Law  Commission,  constituted  as  at 
present,  was  to  remain  in  force  for  any 
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time  longer;  for  he  thought  the  people  of 
England  would  not  he  satisfied  that  the 
poor  laws  should  he  administered  hj  a 
commission  in  which  they  had  no  confi- 
dence ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had  al- 
ready stated  that  it  was  not  His  intention 
to  postpone  hringing  forward  the  measures 
for  the  relief  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  for 
the  purpose  of  introducing  a  measure  re- 
lating to  the  poor  law  England. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  February  22,  1847. 

Mnfims.]  PimucBiLLS.— 3*axMipiMed:— DiftiUiDgfVoai 
Sugtr  I  Brewing  from  Sugar. 

PflTiTiONs  Prbsiittbik    By  the  Earl  of  Roacteny,  fhmi 
Linlithgow,  againct  Prohibition  of  Sunday  TraTelliog  on 
Edinburgh  and  Olaagow  lUilvray.— Prom  K  illineer,  aad 
Tullyutoan,  for  AlteratioB  of  Poor  Relief  (Iretand)  AeL  ' 
—Prom    Dublin,  agaratt   the  Collection  of  MiniUcr**  > 
Money  in  that  City.— By  the  Earl  of  Roden,  tmm  Drag-  ', 
lieda,  for  the  Prevention  of  DiaUUation  of  Spiriu  from  , 
Con  for  a  oertala  period.~By  Earl  Forteaeue,  from  the  I 
Honitoa  and  Bmtatd  Uniona,  for  the  AboUtion  of  tha 
Law  of  SetUement 

DESTITUTE  PERSONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downo  that  this  Bill  he  read  a  Third  Time, 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the  noble 
Lord,  to  which  ho  hoped  he  should  obtain 
a  more  distinct  reply  than  he  had  done  on 
Friday  evening.  The  preamble  of  this  Bill 
set  forth  that  it  was  expedient  to  make 
prorision  for  the  relief  of  the  destitute 
poor  in  Ireland  for  a  limited  period;  and  in 
one  of  the  last  clauses  there  was  a  provi- 
sion that  after  the  Ist  of  October  no  war- 
rant should  be  issued  to  raise  a  new  rate 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act.  According 
to  the  Act,  ns  it  now  stood,  however,  war- 
rants might  be  issued  on  the  30th  of  Sep- 
tember, authorizing  a  levy  of  rates  to  any 
amount.  He  wanted  to  know,  therefore, 
if  the  money  to  be  granted  on  rates  so  or- 
dered to  be  levied  on  any  day  previous  to 
the  1st  of  October,  would  be  applicable  to 
the  purposes  of  the  Act  at  the  discretion 
of  the  authorities,  or  if  all  action  under  the 
Bill  was  to  cease  on  September  30th  ?  He 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  this  fact.  The  Bill  before  them 
was  a  temporary  poor  law;  but  it  was  the 
intention  of  Government  to  introduce  a 
permanent  poor  law  for  Ireland  at  an  early  I 
period  of  the  Sefrf*ion,  which  would  be  in 
upcration  before  the  Ist  of  October.  The 
result  would  be  that  money  would  be  col- 


lected under  rates  in  Ireland  from  the  samo 
parties,  by  the  same  authorities,  'for  two 
distinct  purposes,  the  one  being  for  the 
temporary  relief  of  the  poor  under  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  the  other  being  for  their  perma- 
nent relief  under  the  new  measure.  lie 
wished  to  know  if  there  would  be  any  ob- 
jection to  introduce  some  words  into  tho 
21st  clause  of  the  Act  to  define  the  precise 
meaning  of  it  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LAKSDOWNE:  Tho 
sole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  give  relief 
during  the  period  which  must  elapse  before 
the  next  harvest.  The  Ist  of  October  had 
been  fixed  upon  as  terminating  the  whole 
of  that  time.  He  apprehended  it  was 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  levying  rates 
which  had  aetually  been  presented  for,  that 
the  warrant  would  be  issued;  and  it  was  an 
undoubted  duty  to  issue  the  warrant  when 
the  object  was  relief.  It  was  certainly  not 
intended  that  the  warrant  should  be  issued 
for  any  new  expenditure  extending  beyond 
the  3 Ist  of  October.  The  intention  was 
merely  to  provide  for  the  expenditure  al- 
ready and  up  to  that  date  incurred. 

Lord  STANLEY  conceived,  that  tho 
observations  of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  EUenborouffh)  were  well  deserring  of 
attention;  and  he  did  not  think  the  case,  as 
put  by  his  noble  Friend,  had  been  met  by 
the  noble  Marquess.  The  case  stood  thus 
— the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  to  issue  war- 
rants requiring  that  money  should  be  paid 
to  the  persons  appointed  by  the  relief  com- 
mittee; the  sums  so  paid  were  to  be  col- 
lected by  the  board  of  guardians,  and  wero 
to  be  paid  to  destitute  persons  according 
to  the  list  sent  in  by  the  relief  or  finance 
committees.  There  was,  however,  no  re- 
striction as  to  the  time  for  which  such  re- 
lief should  be  required.  The  relief  com- 
mittee would  make  out  a  list  of  destitute 
persons,  and  would  give  an  estimate  of  the 
provisions  required;  the  finance  committeo 
would  then  interpose,  order  the  rates  to  bo 
levied,  and  send  up  an  estimate  of  the  sum 
required,  but  without  any  intimation  of  the 
time  during  which  the  relief  would  be  ne- 
cessary; and  then,  in  the  end,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  would  give  a  warant  to  pay  to 
the  persons  named  by  the  finance  commit- 
tee such  sums  as  had  been  fixed  upon  as 
indispensable.  Now,  the  effect  of  tliis 
would  be,  that  at  anr  period  previous  to 
the  31st  of  October,  the  finance  committee 
mi^ht  report  to  tho  liord  Lieutenant  that 
a  certain  number  of  destitute  persons  were 
to  be  provided  for,  and  tliat  a  certain  sum 
was  required  to  relicTe  them  for  twelvo 
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months.  According  to  this  Act,  there  was 
no  har  to  the  discretion  of  the  relief  com- 
mittee, and  no  bar  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  An  efficient  change 
would  he,  not  to  alter  the  21st  clause,  hut 
to  place  some  restrictions  upon  the  power 
of  the  relief  committees;  to  compel  the 
finance  committee  to  state  what  sum  for 
the  maintenance  of  destitute  persons  was 
necessary,  and  for  what  period,  so  many 
months  or  so  many  weeks,  it  was  required; 
to  provide  that  the  warrant  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  should  he  only  a  fulfilment  of 
that  recommendation,  and  that  this  war- 
rant should  not  cover  a  period  extending 
beyond  the  31st  of  October.  If  the  per- 
manent Bill  were  to  come  into  operation 
within  twelve  months,  the  parties  levying 
under  the  temporary  Act  would  be  distri- 
buting funds  in  different  localities,  and  on 
opposite  principles.  He  was  sure  that 
such  a  result  was  foreign  to  the  intention  of 
the  framers  of  the  Bill;  but  without  some 
limitation  in  the  temporary  measure  as  to 
the  time  at  which  warrants  might  be  is- 
sued, the  two  systems  would  inevitably 
clash  together. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  doubted  if  inconve- 
nience might  not  arise  from  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley).  For  as  he  had  put  it,  a  warrant 
might  be  issued  to  run  from  the  30th  Sep- 
tember. According  to  the  letter  of  the 
Act,  as  it  now  stood,  there  certainly  was 
no  limit  as  to  time;  but  the  whole  principle 
of  the  Bill  was  to  leave  an  almost  unbound- 
ed discretion  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  it  was  not  departed  from 
in  this  particular  instance. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  did  not  approve  of 
legislating  in  the  dark,  where  money  was 
to  bo  granted.  They  should  state  distinctly 
the  whole  operation  of  the  Act,  and  it 
would  be  better  to  limit  the  time  of  the 
warrants  to  three  months  than  leave  them 
indefinite. 

The  Eabl  of  ELLENBOROUGH 
thought  the  objection  he  had  pointed 
out  would  be  met  if  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  would  allow  the  insertion  of  words 
in  the  21st  clause,  to  the  effect  that  no 
money  should  bo  levied  under  any  warrant 
to  be  applied  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  after  September  30th,  except  for  the 
payment  of  loans. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  would  be  happy  to  postpone  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill  till  to-morrow,  with  a 
view  to  consider  the  best  means  of  meeting 
the  difficulty  raised  by  the  noble  Lord,  whe- 


ther by  an  additional  clause,  or  by  the  al- 
teration he  had  suggested. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  regretted  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl 
of  EUenborough)  had  not  been  brought 
forward  at  a  proper  time.  As  it  had  not 
been  in  his  power  to  attend  during  the 
discussion  on  the  Bill,  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  allow  him  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  it,  even  on  the  third  reading. 
He  entirely  and  fidly  approved  of  the  Bifi. 
He  concurred  with  those  who  supported  it 
as  a  temporary  measure,  called  for  by  a 
case  of  urgent  necessity,  and  who,  not 
objecting  to  it  in  that  light,  would  be  ut- 
terly adverse  to  it  if  it  were  introduced  as 
a  permanent  law.  He  would  just  call  their 
Lordships*  attention  to  the  twelfth  clause 
of  the  Bill.  The  Commissioners  were  to 
have  the  power  of  determining  whether 
the  sum  levied  for  the  support  of  the  poor 
should  be  struck  either  on  the  union  or  on 
the  electoral  division.  He  did  not  see  why 
such  a  choice  should  be  given  to  that  body. 
He  was  the  more  apprehensive  on  this 
point,  because  he  heard  that  the  principle 
on  which  this  Bill  was  founded,  was  intend- 
ed to  be  transferred  to  the  permanent  Poor 
Law  Bill.  If  the  provision  by  which  the 
rating  was  made  by  the  union,  and  not  ac- 
cording to  electoral  divisions,  was  inserted 
in  the  permanent  Poor  Law  Bill,  a  greater 
evil  could  not  be  inflicted  on  the  country. 
By  the  present  mode  of  rating,  each  parish 
had  a  direct  interest  in  keeping  down  the 
rate  to  as  low  a  sum  as  possible;  but  when 
the  rating  was  thrown  over  the  whole 
union,  each  parish  was  entitled  to  throw 
as  many  paupers  as  it  pleased  on  the  com- 
mon fund.  He  thought  that  in  the  case  of 
large  towns,  they  should  be  formed  into 
electoral  divisions  of  themselves;  and  that 
when  the  rating  exceeded  a  certain  per 
centage,  the  overplus  should  be  thrown  on 
the  union  at  large. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  quite  agreed 
that  to  throw  the  rating  on  the  union  at 
large  would  be  most  mischievous,  though 
he  did  not  quite  go  along  with  his  noble 
Friend  in  the  opinion  that  towns  should  be 
made  electoral  divisions  of  themselves;  for 
this  would  have  the  mischievous  effect  of 
separating  the  interests  of  the  town  and 
of  the  country.  He  did  not  see  why  those 
landlords  who  resided  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  towns  should,  by  clearing  their  estates, 
relieve  themselves  from  the  liability  of 
maintaining  the  poor;  and  he  was  there- 
fore inclined  to  think  that  for  towns  above 
a  certain  population,  the  rating  should  be 
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levied  either  on  the  entire  union,  or  on  some 
dbtrict  larger  than  the  union.  He  quite 
concurred  in  the  opinion,  however,  that  to 
aholish  electoral  rating  altogether,  and 
throw  the  hurden  of  the  support  of  the 
poor  on  the  union,  would  do  away  with  all 
incentive  to  the  proper  management  of 
landed  property. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHEL  did  not 
think  the  difference  hetween  towns  in  Ire- 
land and  those  in  England  had  heen  suffi- 
ciently considered,  the  towns  in  Ireland 
being  more  populous — ^the  number  of  houses 
being  equal — than  towns  in  England;  and 
though  it  might  be  necessary  to  compel  the 
towns  to  support  the  paupers  in  their  im- 
mediate vicinity,  yet  the  law  as  to  the  term 
of  acquiring  a  right  of  settlement,  ought  to 
be  extended  to  three  years,  and  not  kept 
to  twelve  months,  as  was  now  the  case. 

The  Earl  of  RODEN  had  but  inst  re- 
turned from  Ireland,  and  he  could  safely 
say,  that  from  the  suffering  which  he  there 
witnessed,  he  thought  the  sooner  they  pass- 
ed the  Bill  the  better.  Ho  congratulated 
Ministers  on  the  measures  introduced  by 
Government,  for  he  believed  them  calcu- 
lated to  maintain  the  future  peace  and  to 
promote  the  future  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
To  be  sure  they  would  change  the  face  of 
society  in  that  country;  but  was  not  this 
absolutely  necessary  ?  He  considered  the 
foundation  of  those  measures  to  be  that  in 
which  it  was  declared  that  the  Irish  nation 
should  support  their  own  poor.  And  to 
carry  into  effect  this  great  change,  it  was 
essential  to  allow  those  having  entailed  es- 
tates which  were  mortgaged,  to  sell  part  of 
them,  in  order  to  meet  the  claims  to  which 
they  were  liable.  The  reason  of  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  not  being  able  to  support 
the  poor  of  Ireland,  was,  because  there 
were  many  instances  of  proprietors  in  Ire- 
land with  rent-rolls  of  10,000^  a-year,  and 
whoso  actual  income  was  but  2,0002.  a 
year,  but  who  were  taxed  to  the  same 
amount  as  if  they  had  an  actual  income  of 
10,000/.  annually;  and  therefore  he  thought 
the  Government  should  afford  some  means 
for  allowing  portions  of  the  entailed  mort- 
gaged property  to  be  sold;  and  unless  thev 
did  so,  they  would  legislate  uselessly.  With 
respect  to  towns,  he  thought  that  where 
the  population  was  very  large,  such  towns 
should  be  placed  upon  the  union  at  largo; 
but  where  the  population  was  small,  such 
towns  should  be  obliged  to  support  their  own 
poor.  But  he  had  nu  desire  to  throw  wil- 
fully any  impediment  in  the  way  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  to  whom  the  great- 


est praise  was  due  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  acted  under  these  most  trying 
circumstances. 

The  MARQUBMof  LANSDOWNE  sud. 
that  the  conversation  which  had  just  taken 
place,  related  not  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  but  to  another  and  even  more  im- 
portant measure,  which  they  were  led  to 
expect  would  soon  be  introduced  into  Par- 
liament. He  was  not  disposed  to  quarrel 
with  the  tendency  of  the  remarks  which 
had  been  made — anticipating  as  they  did  a 
discussion  on  some  of  the  most  important 
provisions  of  the  Bill  to  which  he  had  just 
alluded.  At  the  same  time,  if  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Roden)  had  been  pre- 
sent at  the  earlier  stages  of  that  BiU,  he 
would  have  heard  him  announce  that  whe- 
ther the  taxation  should  be  imposed  jointly 
on  the  union,  or  separately  on  the  electoral 
divisions,  was  a  (juestion  entirely  open  for 
future  consideration.  In  the  present  Bill 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  introduce  one 
form  or  another;  but  that  did  not  shut  out 
the  consideration  of  the  question  when  the 
other  Bill  came  up  from  Uie  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  was  sanguine  enough  to  think 
that  the  objection  to  the  proposed  rating 
by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Wicklow) 
would  be  removed,  if,  in  the  case  of  large 
towns,  the  electoral  division  rating  was  de- 
parted from,  and  the  rate  thrown  over  a 
more  extended  district  than  that  of  the 
town.  In  the  consideration,  however,  of 
annexation  of  district  as  to  rating,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  bear  in  mind  what 
they  (Ministers)  held  to  be  a  most  important 
principle,  namely,  that  the  parties  subject- 
ed to  taxation  should  be  in  some  degree  en- 
abled to  qualify  and  control  the  amount  of 
pauperism  to  be  provided  for.  He  thought 
It  most  important  that  the  landowner — be 
ho  great  or  small,  or  be  he  an  occupying 
tenant — being  all  subject  to  the  pressure  of 
this  Bill,  should  not  only  have  an  interest 
in  keeping  down  the  amount  of  rates,  but 
should,  by  their  exertions,  their  expendi- 
ture, and  their  care,  have  the  means  of 
proYenting  expenditure  from  running  to 
that  excess  which  it  generally  reached 
when  relieved  from  the  direct  control  of 
those  from  whom  it  was  raised.  He  trust- 
ed that  that  nrinciple  would  be  steadily 
kept  in  view  during  the  progress  of  that 
Bill.  But  when  the  noble  Lord  attached 
so  much  importance  to  the  substitution  of 
electoral  divisions,  he  (the  Maraueas  of 
Lansdowne)  must  beg  to  remind  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  present  Bill  did  not,  by  any 
means,  repeal  the  clause  tntrodiioed  by 
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the  noWe  Duke  in  the  present  poor  law  for 
Ireland  as  to  the  subject  of  in-door  relief. 
For  a  certain  time  it  was  intended  to  give  a 
certain  portion  of  relief  in  food,  and  nothing 
but  food;  but  it  was  not  intended  in  any 
way  to  interfere  with  the  important  princi- 
ple introduced  by  the  noble  Duke  as  to  in- 
door relief.  That  question  was  open  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House  hereafter. 
As  to  the  present  Bill,  he  must  admit  that 
large  discretionary  powers  were  allowed  to 
relief  committees  constituted  under  it;  and 
that  the  relief  committees  would  have  the 
power  of  determining  the  mode  in  which 
relief  was  to  be  given,  and  how  the  rate 
was  to  be  paid.  Since  the  discussion  had 
gone  so  far,  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  be  delayed  beyond  to-morrow;  and 
he  should  deeply  regret  if  the  Bill  should 
pass  unaccompanied  by  some  of  those  other 
measures  which  he  was  so  desirous  should 
pass  in  conjunction  with  this,  because  it 
was  important  to  place  alongside  relief  so 
administered  good  and  wholesome  employ- 
ment. With  respect  to  the  Bill  recom- 
mended by  the  noble  Earl,  for  giving  faci- 
lities to  landlords  for  the  sale  of  entailed 
estates  in  Ireland,  he  was  happy  to  state 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  upon  the 
Woolsack  was  giving  his  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  that  a  Bill  would  shortly  be 
introduced  into  their  Lordships'  House  to 
give  effect  to  his  suggestion. 

The  Marquess  of  WE  STMEATH  said, 
that  the  best  feature  of  the  Government 
measures  was  their  tendency  to  create  a 
money  remuneration  for  labour  in  Ireland, 
instead  of  the  payment  in  potatoes,  or  in 
the  letting  of  a  plot  of  ground. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  February  22,  1847. 

MiNirrKS.]     Public  Bills. — 1*»  Registering  Births.  Sec. 
(Seotland);  Marriage  (Scotland);  Rating  of  Tenements 
(No.  5). 
V  Agricultural  Tenant  Right. 
Reported, — Labouring  Poor  (Ireland). 

PrrrrioNs  Prbsbntso.  By  Mr.  Munts,  from  Birming- 
ham, for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Copper  Ores.— By  Mr.  Al- 
derman Thompson,  from  Shipowners  of  Exeter,  against 
Repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws.— By  Mr.  C.  Russell, 
from  Reading,  for  Repeal  or  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Remo- 
TalAct. 

WESTMINSTER  BRIDGE. 
Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  putthefoUow- 
ing  question  to  the  nohle  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Woods  and  Forests — What  decision 
the  Government  has  come  to  respecting  the 
completion  of  the  repairs  of  Westminster 


Bridge  which  have  heen  lately  in  progress, 
the  widening  of  the  roadway,  &c. ;  or  as  to 
the  reconstruction  of  the  hridge  on,  or  im- 
mediately near,  its  present  site,  as  recom- 
mended hy  the  Select  Committee  of  last 
Session;  it  being  proper  that  the  various 
interests  concerned  should  he  relieved  from 
the  injury  of  another  year's  suspense  ? 

Viscount  MORPETH  said,  that  with 
respect  to  the  repairs  of  the  bridge,  and 
the  widening  of  the  roadway,  so  much  had 
already  been  done,  that  little  remained  to 
do,  and  the  roadway  was  wider  than  it  had 
been  formerly.  As  to  the  proposed  recon- 
struction of  the  bridge,  he  would  tell  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  exactly  how  the 
case  stood.  He  had  communicated  to  the 
commissioners  for  metropolitan  improve- 
ments, that  Government  did  not  feel  em- 
powered  to  submit  any  proposition  for 
making  a  new  bridge  at  Charing  Cross. 
Upon  this  information  the  commissioners 
came  to  the  decision  that  it  was  expedient  to 
have  a  bridge  at  or  near  the  site  of  the  pre- 
sent bridge.  As,  however,  the  bridge  was 
now  available  for  public  traffic,  and  as  a 
constant  watch  was  kept  that  it  should  be 
in  a  trustworthy  state;  moreover,  as  an 
application  had  been  made  for  a  new  bridge 
at  the  Horseferry  landing  place;  and  as, 
above  all,  the  House  would  collect  from 
the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  evening,  that  Ministers  were 
very  anxious  not  to  incur  any  extra  charges 
this  year,  Government  was  not  prepared  to 
submit  to  Parliament  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion any  proposition  for  a  new  bridge. 

MILITARY  SCHOOLS. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  asked  the  fol- 
lowing question  of  the  Secretary  at  War — 
If  we  may  expect  immediately  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  to  be  printed,  the  re- 
port and  accompanying  documents  of  the 
Inspector  General  of  Military  Schools,  re- 
lative to  the  military  schools  of  France, 
Prussia,  and  other  States,  in  connexion 
with  their  military  institutions,  it  being 
important  that  Members  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  considering  the  information 
thus  obtained  before  the  Ahuy  Estimates 
are  discussed  ? 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  answered,  that  at 
the  close  of  the  last  Session  he  sent  the 
Inspector  General  of  Military  Schools 
abroad,  for  the  purpose  of  reporting  any 
information  he  could  collect  on  the  subject, 
preparatory  to  the  alteration  and  remodel- 
ling of  the  School  of  the  Royal  Military 
Asylum.     On  his  return,  he  presented  a 
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report  to  the  Government,  in  which  he 
treated  also  of  some  matters  not  officiallj 
referred  to  him.  It  was  not  his  (Mr.  F. 
Maule*8)  intention,  as  he  did  not  think  it 
would  he  conyenicnt  to  the  public  senrice, 
to  lay  the  whole  of  that  report  before  the 
House.  At  the  same  time,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection, and  he  would  immediately  proceed 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  such  parts  of  the 
report  as  referred  more  particularly  to  a 
system  of  scholastic  military  education. 

SWITZERLAND. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE  S  rose  to  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
of  which  he  had  eiven  notice.  The  House 
would  recollect  that  a  few  days  ago  there 
was  laid  on  the  Table,  by  command  of  Her 
Majesty,  copies  of  certain  despatches  sent 
by  Austria,  Russia,  and  Prussia,  to  the 
rresident  and  Executive  Council  of  Berne, 
apparently  of  a  menacing  character;  to 
wnich  the  President  and  Council  replied  in 
a  very  energetic  and  independent  manner. 
It  was  very  generally  reported,  that  the 
English  ana  French  Qovernments  thought 
it  meir  duty  in  some  way  to  take  notice  of 
those  despatches.  It  was  not  the  habit  of 
the  Foreign  Office  to  lay  on  the  Table 
despatches  for  the  amusement,  or  even  for 
the  information,  of  Members,  unless  it  were 
intended  to  proceed  somewhat  farther  in 
the  business.  Ho  (Mr.  M.  Milnes)  there- 
fore, took  the  liberty  of  asking  the  noble 
Lord,  whether  he  had  thought  it  his  duty 
to  take  notice  of  those  despatches;  and  he 
also  begged  to  be  informed,  if  perfectly 
convenient,  what  notice  had  been  taken  of 
them? 

ViscotJNT  PALMERSTON  replied,  that 
die  British  Government  had  not  felt  itself 
called  upon  to  make  any  communication  to 
the  Swiss  Confederation,  or  to  any  other 
Government  on  the  subject  of  the  de- 
spatches to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
referred. 

rORTUGUKSK  INSURGKXTS. 
Lord  J.  MANNERS  wished  to  know  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  received 
any  information  rcBpecting  the  prisoners 
who  had  been  taken  by  tlie  troops  of  the 
Queen  of  Portugal  in  the  action  of  Torres 
Vedras  ?  It  had  been  stated,  that  in  spite 
of  the  compact  which  had  been  made  with 
the  insurgent  force,  the  persons  who  were 
made  captive  on  that  occasion  were  put  on 
hoanl  a  small  ship  of  war,  in  which  they 
wore  to  be  removeu  to  a  settlement  on  the 
coast  of  Africa.       Ho  bclievod  that  the 


French  Gorermnent  having  come  to  an 
agreement  with  that  of  England  on  this 
point,  the  representatives  of  England  and 
France  had  jointly  employed  their  inter- 
cession at  Lisbon — that  their  representa- 
tions had  been  attended  to,  and  those  un- 
fortunate officers  had  been  sent,  not  to  the 
coast  of  Africa,  but  to  Madeira.  He  wish- 
ed, therefore,  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affiun,  if  any  official 
information  of  the  fact  had  been  received, 
and  request  him  to  have  the  goodness  to 
lay  before  the  House  any  official  informa- 
tion which  might  have  reached  Her  Ma- 
justy's  Government  of  those  eventful  cir- 
cumstances. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  received  informa- 
tion as  to  the  persons  to  whose  case  the 
noble  Lord  refers,  which  tallies  very  much 
with  the  statement  he  has  made.  It  is 
supposed  that  it  was  the  intention  of  tho 
Portuguese  Government  to  send  the  offi- 
cers who  were  made  prisoners  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  the  noble  Lord  refers,  to  the 
coast  of  Africa.  Representations  were 
made  from  various  quarters ;  amongst 
others,  from  the  Charge  d'Aifairea  of  Her 
Maiesty  at  Lisbon,  by  the  French  Minister, 
and  by  the  Belgian  Minister;  and  though 
I  am  not  able  to  state  anything  officidly 
as  to  the  result  of  the  decision  which  the 
Court  of  Lisbon  came  to,  yet  it  was  gene- 
rally believed  at  Lisbon  that  their  destina- 
tion had  been  altered,  and  that  they  were 
sent  to  Madeira,  or  some  other  island,  in- 
stead of  being  sent  to  the  coast  of  Africa; 
but  we  have  no  positive  official  information 
on  that  subject. 

TFIK  PRUSSIAN  CONSTITUTION. 

Mr.  P.  HOWARD  wished  to  aak  tho 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs  a  question  on  a  subject  which  was 
exciting  great  interest.  That  House  and 
the  country  would  have  perceived  wiih  sa- 
tisfaction that  the  enlightened  Sovereign 
who  ruled  over  tho  Prussian  monarchy  liad 
given  a  constitution  to  his  people,  of  which 
there  could  be  no  doubt  they  were  worthy. 
He  took  the  liberty  of  asking  the  nublc 
liord,  whether  it  would  bo  proper,  either  to 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  or  at  any 
rate  to  place  in  some  collection  of  public 
muniments,  a  copy  of  that  constitution? 
He  was  aware  tliat  the  House  and  the 
country  took  a  deep  interest  in  an  event 
which  did  so  much  credit  to  that  monarch. 

Viacoi-5T  PALMERSTON  said,  it  was 
dao  to  hi«  bon.  Friend  that  be  tbould  stato 
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that  a  copy  of  tbe  Prussian  constitution 
did  form  an  enclosure  of  a  despatch  which 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Berlin  had 
sent,  and  therefore  it  would  be  possible  to 
lay  that  despatch  and  the  enclosure  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  At  the  same  time 
he  would  state  to  his  hon.  Friend,  that  it 
was  not  usual,  unless  some  particidar  ob> 
jcct  should  be  in  view,  for  that  House  to 
call  for  the  production  of  a  document  rela- 
ting entirely,  as  the  one  in  question  did,  to 
the  internal  organization  of  another  State. 
He  must,  therefore,  leave  it  to  the  House 
to  decide  whether  this  were  a  case  in  which 
to  call  for  the  production  of  the  document. 
He  would  rather  suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend, 
that  perhaps  it  would  be  as  well  not  to 
press  his  request. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  IN  IRELAND. 

Viscount  CLEMENTS  wished  to  put  a 
question,  in  the  absence  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  already  inform- 
ed that  House  of  very  great  abuses  which 
had  taken  place  on  the  public  works  in 
Ireland;  and  as  he  was  very  much  afraid 
they  had  been  carried  further  than  the 
mere  persons  employed  on  the  public 
works,  and  had  communicated  themselves 
to  the  funds,  ho  wished  to  know  if  Go- 
vernment had  taken  any  and  what  steps 
to  remove  them  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  said,  it  would 
very  much  conduce  to  the  convenience  of 
the  House  if  Gentlemen  would  have  the 
kindness  to  give  notice  of  their  questions. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  accounts  of  ex- 
penditure on  the  public  works  would  be 
regularly  audited ;  but  he  was  not  able  to 
tell  his  noble  Friend,  without  inquiry,  in 
what  manner  they  would  be  carried  on. 
He  would,  however,  communicate  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  state  the 
result  to  his  noble  Friend. 

COMMERCIAL  RELATIONS  WITH 
PRUSSIA. 
Mr.  FINCH  said,  the  House  having 
been  informed  last  Session,  on  very  high 
authority,  that  **  Prussia  was  shaken,** 
and  the  mercantile  world  having  been  led 
to  anticipate  the  concession  of  very  impor- 
tant privileges,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
there  was  any  immediate  prospect  of  the 
free  admission  of  British  manufactures  into 
the  Prussian  dominions,  or  into  the  States 
comprehended  in  the  ZoUvetein  ? 


Mr.  M.  GIBSON  must  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  saying,  that  he  believed  no 
one  was  sanguine  enough  to  hope  that 
there  was  any  immediate  prospect  of  the 
admission  of  British  or  any  other  manu- 
factures free  of  duty  into  the  Zollverein. 
There  had  been  an  augmentation  of  duty. 
He  merely  stated  the  fact — an  augmenta- 
tion of  duty.  The  first  part  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  question  referred  to  expecta- 
tions that  were  held  out  with  reference  to 
Prussia;  but  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  many  other  foreign  coun- 
tries had  made  very  material  reductions  m 
their  tariffs,  and  admitted  manufactures 
from  foreign  countries  into  their  consump- 
tion. 


GRANT  FOR  SEED  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  wished  to  put  ii 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  on  Saturday.  He  wished  to 
ask  whether  Government  intended  to  per- 
severe in  making  a  grant  of  60,0001.  for 
the  purchase  of  seed  in  Ireland;  and  if  so^ 
whether  it  would  be  given  in  kind  or  money, 
and  what  were  the  arrangements  intended  ? 
The  subject  was  one  of  vital  importance  at 
the  present  moment. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  Government 
had  requested  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land to  issue  50,000^.  for  the  purchase  ei 
seed,  and  make  such  arrangements  as  he 
might  think  best  calcidated  to  effect  the 
arrangement  in  view.  He  believed  these 
arragements  were  now  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  but  he  was 
not  yet  prepared  to  inform  his  hon.  Friend 
of  the  precise  mode  to  be  adopted.  This 
much,  however,  he  was  able  to  state  to  his 
hon.  Friend,  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
make  any  grant  of  money  for  the  purchase 
of  seed;  and  whatever  assistance  was  given 
would  not  be  in  money. 

DISTRESS  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  moved  that  the 
House  should  resolve  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  E.  ELLICE,  Junior,  said,  that  it 
was  with  extreme  reluctance  he  felt  it  ne- 
cessary to  delay,  for  a  short  time,  the  pro- 
gress of  the  regular  business  of  the  even- 
ing, whilst  he  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  facts  connected  with  the 
destitution  which  existed  amongst  the  po- 
pulation of  the  Western  Highlands  of  Scot- 
land.    The  facts  which  he  was  about  to 
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mention,  would,  in  some  slight  degree, 
militate  against  the  statement  which  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Inverness  made  in  the 
House  a  few  evenings  since.  It  was  un- 
doubtedly true,  as  stated  by  that  hon. 
Member,  that  the  great  body  of  the  Scotch 
proprietors  had  taken  upon  themselves  the 
bmrden  of  supporting  the  destitute  popula- 
tion, without  seeking  assistance  from  the 
Qovemment:  it  was  equally  true  that  they 
had  made  the  greatest  sacrifices  for  that 
purpose;  but  at  the  same  time,  there  were 
not  wanting  instances  of  an  opposite  na- 
ture among  the  Scotch  proprietors.  Some 
few  proprietors,  forgettmg  the  sympathy 
which  was  due  to  their  unfortunate  fellow- 
beings  at%uch  a  moment,  and  regardless 
of  the  calamity  which  had  fallen  upon 
them,  had  left  the  destitute  population  to 
take  care  of  itself.  It  was  with  respect  to 
those  persons  who  had  thus  neglected  their 
duty,  that  he  particularly  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  facts  which 
he  held  in  his  hand.  He  would  avoid 
making  any  observations  on  the  subject  of 
the  Scotch  poor  law,  because  he  was  un- 
willing to  trespass  more  than  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  upon  the  time  of  the 
House;  and  also  because  that  measure, 
which  came  into  operation  only  last  year, 
could  hardly  be  supposed  to  have  had  a 
fair  trial.  He  hold  in  his  hand  a  report 
drawn  up  by  a  gentleman  of  high  charac- 
ter, who  held  an  important  office  in  Inver- 
ness-shire, namely,  Mr.  Eraser,  the  sheriff 
substitute  of  the  county.  The  principal 
facts  stated  in  Mr.  Eraser's  report  were 
comprised  in  the  following  summary : — 

"  Mr.  Fntaer  said,  the  Edinburgh  relief  com- 
mittee had  requested  him  to  visit  the  districts  of 
Moidart,  Arisaig,  Morar,  Knojdart*  and  Eigg,  in 
the  oountj  of  Inverness,  and  Kintail,  in  the  county 
of  Ross,  to  inform  himself  as  to  the  state  of  the 
people  there,  of  which  the  committee  liad,  from 
various  quarters,  received  appalling  accounts.  The 
committee  had  placed  at  his  disposal  the  sum  of 
2601.,  to  be  applied  at  his  discretion,  but  with  in- 
■truetions  to  exact,  as  fiu*  as  possible,  labour  from 
all  able-bodied  |)orsons  receiving  relief.  On  re- 
ceipt of  this  communication,  he  set  out  on  his 
mission  ;  and  he  found  a  considerable  population 
in  almost  all  those  districts  in  a  state  bordering 
on  starvation.  On  Thursday  evening,  January  19, 
Mr.  Fraser  left  FoK  William,  and  next  night 
reached  Moidart.  He  found  the  people  in  a  worse 
state  than  he  anticipoted.  lie  visited  every  hut, 
and  took  down  the  names  and  numbers  of  all  the 
fiunilies.  There  are  in  independent  circumstances, 
at  least  not  requiring  aid  (including  the  l/ochshiel 
fiunily  servants  and  shepherds),  9  £smilies — 34  le- 
■lales,  dd  males ;  total  (17.  The  number  in  a  state 
of  destitution  is  as  follows : — 

Families.        Femalee.        Males.         Total. 
8a.  3M.  TIS.  463. 


Of  this  number,  38  are  employed  by  Lochahiel  in 
draining  and  road*making,  and  8  by  Mr.  Robert- 
ton  of  Kinloch  Moidart.  Of  the  total  of  483, 
there  are  188  children  under  twelve  yeare  of  age. 
The  grosi  quantity  of  meal  of  all  kinds  in  their 
houses  was  1,888  lbs.,  aflbrding  tostenance,  at  the 
rate  of  1  lb.  per  day  for  each  adult,  lomewhat 
less  than  4}  days.  The  Poor  Law  Act  is  not  in 
operation  in  this  district,  but  80  or  40  persons  re- 
quire to  be  put  on  the  roll.  Fever  had  broken 
out  in  Moidart.  One  entire  fiunily,  at  the  Moss 
of  Shiel,  consisting  of  the  fitther,  aged  64,  and  seven 
children,  were  labouring  under  it.  The  mother  was 
first  attacked,  and  she  fell  a  victim  to  the  disease 
about  a  month  ago,  leaving  an  infimt  ibar  months 
old,  and  six  other  childmi.  The  neighbours, 
afraid  of  infection,  would  not  visit  the  unfortunate 
fiunily,  and  they  must  have  perished  but  for  one 
young  woman,  the  daughter  of  John  Macdonald, 
piper,  who  volunteered  to  nurse  the  miserable  pa- 
tients. In  Arisaig,  the  property  of  Lord  Crans- 
toun,  the  population  is  as  follows : — In  indepen- 
dent circumstances,  at  least  not  requiring  ai<C  80 
fitmilies,  consisting  of  103  fomalee,  98  males — 
total,  197 ;  in  destitute  circumstances,  requiring 
relief,  188  fiunilies  ;  375  females,  396  males->to- 
Ul,  671 .  Of  the  total  popuUtion  of  Arisaig,  868, 
there  were  thus  671  requiring  relief;  and  among 
the  whole  of  this  number,  there  were  fimnd  only 
about  10|  bolls  of  meal,  affording  sustentation  fbr 
only  3|  cbys.  The  people  have  already  consumed 
all  their  com  reserved  fbr  seed,  exoept  31  bolls. 
There  are  only  18  men  employed  by  Lord  Crans- 
toun,  and  his  Lordship  has  made  no  provision  fbr 
paying  these  men,  or  furnishing  them  vrith  food. 
The  people  appeared  to  be  completely  neglected 
by  the  proprietor.  Mr.  Fraser  relieved  them  vrith 
30  sacks  of  barley  meal,  and  13  sacks  of  Indian 
com  meal,  which  he  placed  under  the  care  of  Mr. 
Macdonald  of  Glenaladale,  to  be  assisted  in  its 
distribution  by  Mr.  D.  Cameron,  yonnger,  of  In- 
verailort,  and  Mr.  Allan  Cameron,  merchant,  Ari- 
saig. GlenaUdale  and  his  fiunily,  and  Mr.  Mack- 
intosh, the  Catholic  clergyman,  had  made  creat 
sacrifices  and  exertions  to  relieve  the  peo|Me  of 
Arisaig.  Adjoining  Lord  Cranstoun's,  is  the  et- 
Ute  of  South  Morar,  of  which  Mr.  Colin  Chis- 
holm,  Inverness,  is  judicial  fiictor.  The  popula- 
tion of  South  Mormr  is  as  follows : — 

Females.     Males.     Total. 
Independent       ...       30  36  86 

Destitute  ...      133  110         343 

The  343  destitute  persons  had  among  them  83 
stones  of  meal,  or  about  4  days*  food.  Knoydart 
has  a  population  of  660  souls,  exclusive  of  shep- 
herds and  hired  servants.  Some  supplies  had 
been  sent  by  the  Free  Church  conunittee,  but 
they  are  exhausted,  and  the  greater  bulk  of 
the  people  are  destitute  both  of  meal  and  mo- 
ney, .^me  works  were  talked  of,  but  no 
preparations  have  been  made  for  commencing 
operations.  The  meet  remarkable  feature  in 
the  case  of  Knoydart  is,  that  amidst  all  the  pri- 
vations of  the  people,  the  proprietor  has  about 
150  boUs  of  meal  in  store  at  invcree,  which  might 
as  well  be  in  China.  A  great  many  people  went 
for  the  meal ;  but  the  storehouse  was  duit  up 
about  Christmas,  and  since  then  a  tingle  pound 
cannot  be  had  fbr  love  or  money.  Mr.  Fraser 
next  visited  Kintail.  in  Rosa-ahire.  A  meeting  of 
the  clergymen,  taeksmen,  and  oclien  in  the  dis- 
trict, was  held  on  the  8ik  insi,,  as  Captain  Pole, 
the  Govenuneal  afsM  firon  Tottnaory,  kid  eooM 
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into  the  loch  two  days  previous  in  the  Firtfiy 
steamer,  having  been  sent  by  Sir  Edward  Cofifin,  in 
consequence  of  alarming  information  respecting 
the  state  of  the  population.  The  parish  of  Kintail 
contains  a  population  of  about  1,100,  of  whom  950 
are  in  state  of  destitution  I  There  is  no  meal  for 
sale  in  the  country,  and  it  was  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  meeting  that  within  twenty-four 
hours  many  hundreds  of  the  people  would  be 
suffering  the  pangs  of  hunger,  without  the  pros- 
pect of  relief.  Mr.  Fraser  concluded  his  report, 
and  various  interesting  statements,  by  pressing  on 
the  committee  the  urgent  necessity  of  providing 
seed,  oats,  and  barley,  for  the  destitute  districts. 
*  Nothing,*  he  said,  *  can  be  done  by  the  people 
themselves :  the  proprietors  in  many  instances 
do  not  seem  to  be  making  any  provision  for  them, 
and,  I  understand,  no  relief  in  that  shape  need  be 
expected  from  the  Commissary  General's  depart- 
ment." 

From  other  sources  he  learned  that  the 
seed  com  was  heing  consumed;  and  if  that 
should  proceed  to  any  extent,  it  would  in- 
evitahly  he  attended  with  the  most  disas- 
trous consequences.  He  now  hegged  leave 
to  read  a  passage  from  a  letter  which  he 
had  that  morning  received  from  Mrs. 
Macleod,  of  Macleod  : — 

"  Mr.  EUice  is  perhaps  aware  of  the  great  exer- 
tions her  son  Macleod  has  already  made.  The  pres- 
sure upon  him  has  become  so  great  that  he  is  now 
compelled  to  throw  all  his  unentailed  property  into 
the  market.  About  Christmas,  he  thou^t  by 
means  of  the  Drainage  Act  he  might  get  through 
this  terrible  year  without  ruinous  loss;  but  now  he 
sees  more  into  the  extent  of  the  evil,  and  he  states 
that  for  the  two  next  months  the  whole  population 
must  be  supported  gratis,  while  the  men  are  em- 
ployed in  preparing  their  ground  for  seed,  and 
seed  must  be  given,  or  the  consequence  will  be 
awful.  The  quantity  required  for  Skye  alone 
will  be  very  large  ;  and  Macleod  at  all  events 
cannot,  however  willing  he  may  be,  raise  the  sum 
necessary  for  his  part  of  the  island.  His  own  ex- 
pression is — '  Unless  some  means  are  speedily 
taken  to  supply  these  wants,  the  people  must 
starve  ;  there  is  no  help  for  it,  for  the  proprietors 
cennot  support  them  any  longer  without  as- 
sistance.' " 

Having  communicated  these  facts  to  the 
House,  he  ventured  to  urge  upon  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  the  pro- 
priety of  taking  steps  to  ascertain  the 
real  condition  of  the  people  in  the  dis- 
tressed districts,  and,  if  it  should  appear 
that  the  poor  law  was  incompetent  to  give 
sufficient  relief,  of  sending  supplies  of  food 
to  be  sold  at  a  low  price  to  the  proprietors 
and  tenants.  He  believed,  that  in  many 
instances,  tenants  would  be  glad  to  pur- 
chase at  a  moderate  price,  in  order  to  pre- 
serve the  stock  of  seed,  which  otherwise 
would  be  taken  by  the  people.  It  was,  he 
felt  confident,  only  necessary  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  these  facts, 
to  induce  them  to  do  all  in  their  power  to 


obviate  the  disastrous  effects  which  must 
otherwise  ensue. 

Sir  G.  grey  could  assure  his  hon. 
Friend  and  the  House,  that  the  attention 
of  Government  had  been  most  anxiously 
directed  to  this  quarter.  It  was  too  true, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  that  most  extensive 
and  severe  distress  did  prevail  over  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  West  Highlands  of 
Scotland,  in  consequence  of  scarcity.  It 
was  equally  true,  as  he  had  stated  before 
in  the  House,  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
proprietors  of  that  district  had  made  the 
greatest  possible  sacrifices  and  exertions  to 
enable  them  to  discharge  the  obligations 
which  they  acknowledged  to  lie  on  them, 
by  virtue  of  their  property,  to  support  the 
people  when  reduced  to  this  distress  by  the 
want  of  their  ordinary  supplies.  That  there 
had  been  exceptions  to  this  conduct  also,  it 
was  impossible  to  deny :  he  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  these  had  been  comparatively 
limited.  The  report  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  adverted,  as  having  been  made 
by  the  sheriff-substitute  of  Inverness-shire, 
he  had  not  seen  in  the  form  in  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  cited  it.  That  gentleman 
undertook  a  mission  to  a  portion  of  the 
country  in  which  distress  principally  pre- 
vailed, at  the  request  of  the  Edinburgh 
desitution  committee;  not  the  board  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  but  the  committee  which 
had  charged  itself  with  the  distribution  of 
the  funds  collected  by  voluntary  contribu- 
tions for  the  relief  of  the  distress.  But 
some  letters  addressed  by  Mr,  Fraser  to  a 
right  hon.  Friend  of  his  had  been  received, 
which  he  had  no  doubt  detailed  the  same 
facts  as  were  stated  in  the  report.  These 
facts  certainly  showed  that  in  many  places 
the  proprietors  had,  probably  from  ignor- 
ance of  the  real  state  of  the  population  on 
their  estates,  failed  in  quite  discharging 
the  duty  which,  in  a  great  majority  of  in- 
stances, they  were  ready  to  acknowledge. 
But  inquiry  had  been  directed  into  all  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  distress 
wherever  it  prevailed,  which  would  be  con- 
ducted either  by  the  board  of  supervision, 
or  under  the  authority  of  the  agents  of 
Government;  and  the  head  of  the  com- 
missariat in  Oban  had  been  instructed  to 
see  that  steps  were  taken  to  provide  as- 
sistance for  every  place  where  it  was  al- 
leged that  the  people  were  in  severe  suf- 
fering, by  the  want  of  supplies,  or  defi- 
ciency of  the  ordinary  means  of  conveyance. 
A  few  days  ago  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
Sir  John  Macneill,  the  president  of  the 
board  of  supervision,  inclosing  an  extract 
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from  the  minutes  of  that  board,  in  which 
they  directed  that  in  consequence  of  the 
distress  which  prevailed  in  certain  parts  of 
the  country  inquiries  should  be  instituted, 
and  the  inspectors  were  to  relieve  the  wants 
of  paupers  in  cases  of  emergency,  and  to 
mute  with  the  other  officers  of  the  board 
in  seeing  that  the  poor  law  was  fairly  car- 
ried out.  Captain  Cowan,  who  had  been 
extensively  employed  on  the  coasts,  had 
received  orders,  which  had  for  their  object 
to  maintain  the  supplies  of  food  in  the  dis- 
tressed districts.  He  wished  also  to  state 
the  course  which  Government  had  taken 
with  respect  to  any  individuals  who  seemed 
to  have  neglected  tlie  duties  devolved  upon 
them  by  their  position.  Information  of  the 
state  of  the  district  had  been  sent  without 
delay  to  the  proprietor ;  and  he  believed 
the  general  effect  to  have  been,  that  those 
who  from  various  causes  had  been  less 
alive  than  others  to  the  emergency,  had 
been  stimulated  to  increased  activity  ;  and 
he  trusted  to  the  combined  exertions  of  the 
proprietors,  aided  by  such  assistance  as 
Uovemment  had  been  able  to  give  them, 
and  was  still  prepared  to  give  them,  for 
preserving  them  from  the  worst  effects 
of  a  a  ca^mity  which  had  afflicted  them, 
in  common  with  Ireland. 

Ma.  U.  J.  BAILLIE  regretted  to  say 
that  he  was  under  the  necessity  of  corrobo- 
rating the  statements  of  his  hen.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  St.  Andrew's  district 
of  burghs.  lie  had  received  a  letter  from 
Maolood  of  Macleod,  which  stated  that  the 
whole  population  on  his  estate,  consisting 
of  2,000  persons,  were  entirely  destitute, 
and  it  was  utterly  impossible  that  he  could 
continue  to  support  them  without  assist- 
ance. 

Sill  0.  GREY  said,  he  perhaps  ought 
to  mention  that  two  frigates  remained  sta- 
tioned at  Tobermory  and  Portree,  con- 
taining Government  meal;  supplies  of  which 
were  conveyed  to  them  by  the  steamers 
despatched  to  that  coast.  Very  large  quan- 
tities still  continued  to  be  sold  from  those 
dep6u. 

Mk.  GOULBURN  was  enabled  to  state, 
with  reference  to  Mr.  Macleoil  of  MacK'od, 
that  not  only  had  that  gentleman  contri- 
buted to  the  relief  of  the  diKtressed  people 
from  hi.s  own  means,  but  that  he  was  doing 
all  in  his  power  to  exert  his  influence  with 
others  to  the  same  effect.  If,  therefore, 
there  could  be  a  special  case  which  entitled 
any  district  more  than  another  to  the  sup- 
port and  assistance  which  Government 
wero  enabled  to  afford,  it  was  a  diatrict 


like  this,  in  which  such  large  demands 
were  made  on  those  who  not  only  had,  but 
felt,  a  duty  imposed  upon  them. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPB  said,  it  was  highly 
praiseworthy  of  those  landlords  who  bad 
taken  care  of  their  poor,  and  it  was  equally 
reprehensible  of  thoee  landlords  who  did 
not  support  their  poor.  But  what  was  still 
more  reprehensible  was,  for  Government  to 
allow  the  poor  to  renmin  at  the  mercy  of 
any  landlord ;  and  there  ought  to  be  an 
efficient  poor  law  to  obviate  the  evil.  In 
reading  the  report  of  the  board  of  super- 
vision, he  had  had  CTcat  pain  in  observing 
that  the  poor  law  had  not  been  brought 
into  operation  in  half  the  parishes  in  Scot- 
land. It  was  wrong  to  leave  it  within  the 
power  of  any  landlord  whatever  to  allow  the 
population  to  remain  starving. 

Majoa  MACNAMARA  said,  there  was 
not  a  man  in  his  part  of  Uie  country  who 
had  not  done  his  duty  ;  and  as  for  hmiself 
he  was  the  largest  contributor  in  the  county 
of  Clare. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  with  respect  to 
the  present  state  of  the  people  in  the  Isle  of 
Skye,  he  hoped  he  should  bo  pardoned  for 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  letter 
he  had  received  from  one  of  the  proprietors, 
whose  name  had  been  mentioned  on  that 
and  previous  occasions,  Mr.  Macleod  of 
Macleod,  giving  his  account  of  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  people  upon  his  estate  from  the 
effects  of  the  existing  distress  : — 

"  Almost  every  man  on  mj  propertj  in  one 
pariah,  to  the  number  of  between  300  and  400, 
have  DOW  received  adrancet  of  meal  and  other 
food  to  tlic  amount  of  between  51.  and  6/.  each  on 
an  average.  They  become  more  cbmoroua  every 
day.  Meal  being  in  store,  I  cannot  Ivi  them  ho 
starving;  but  to  expect  repayment  1  frel  utterly 
hopeless.  About  forty  men  came  down  to-day, 
and  said,  if  tliey  did  not  get  meal  I  had  better  order 
thoir  rt><fln8  :  yet  these  v«Ty  |io<»pU»  I  hare  sup- 
porteil  for  the  Kiflt  two  months,  at  thec(»ftt  of.^/.  to 
6^.  on  an  averace.  Bot  to  see  them  at  last  broafbt 
to  surh  a  miserable  state,  and  the  whole  thrown 
on  me,  1  cannot  stand  it." 

Whatever  might  be  said  as  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  ]K>or  law,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  country  was  very  much 
blessed  in  having  within  it  a  landlord  bO 
conscientious  as  he  who  had  written  this 
letter ;  and  that  the  IIouso  would  be  of 
opinion  tliat  under  such  circumstances  ho 
was  doing  his  utmost. 

TUE  nriKSKT. 
The  CHANCELLOR  or  toe  EXCHE- 
QUER said:  Although  I  have  Uule  doubt 
that  the  important  subject  on  which  I  am 
about  to  addresa  this  Committee  will  in* 
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sure  me  its  attention,  I,  nevertheless,  hope 
that  I  shall  not  appeal  in  vain  for  the  in- 
dulgence of  hon.  Memhcrs  during  the  state- 
ment which  I  am  ahout  to  make;  for, 
though  I  am  unwilling  to  shrink  from  the 
performance  of  a  duty  which  a  person 
holding  the  situation  I  have  the  honour  to 
fill  is  hound  to  discharge,  I  feel  that  I  am 
not  yerj  ahle  to  make  the  necessary  effort. 
I  hope,  also,  that  the  same  circumstance 
to  which  I  have  alluded,  will  plead  my  ex- 
cuse for  making  my  statement  as  short  as  is 
consistent  with  making  my  meaning  clear, 
and  for  confining  my  ohservations  as  nearly 
as  1  can  to  what  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
place  before  the  Committee  the  financial 
state  and  financial  prospects  of  the  country. 
I  may  further  venture  to  claim  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Committee  upon  this  ground, 
that  it  is  many  years  since  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  to  make  so  heavy  a 
demand  on  the  Treasury,  as  it  is  my  for- 
tune to  have  to  make  to-night ;  and  I  hope 
many  years  will  pass  away  before  a  simi- 
lar calamity  may  entail  the  necessity  of 
making  a  like  financial  effort.  The  Com- 
mittee must  be  aware,  that  the  calamity  to 
which  r  allude,  is  one  which  no  prudence, 
either  on  the  part  of  the  Government  or 
the  Legislature,  could  possibly  have  avert- 
ed. It  has  pleased  Providence  to  afflict 
not  only  this  country,  but  the  greater  part 
of  the  rest  of  Europe,  with  scarcity  and 
dearth,  which  have  pressed  with  peculiar 
severity  on  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom which,  from  its  poverty,  is  least  able 
to  bear  it.  Thousands  of  suffering  and 
famishing  people,  chiefly  in  Ireland,  claim 
from  us  sympathy  and  assistance,  which  I 
am  confident  will  not  be  withheld  from 
them.  If  I  were  only  to  refer  to  the  past 
and  the  present  state  of  the  finances  of  the 
country,  I  should  certainly  say,  that  there 
never  was  a  time  when  the  finances  of  the 
country  were  so  well  able  to  bear  the  de- 
mands which  are  now  about  to  bo  made 
upon  them.  Members  have  had  in  their 
hands  for  some  time  the  balance-sheet  up 
to  the  5th  of  January,  from  which  it  ap- 
pears that  at  that  time  there  was  a  balance 
in  the  Treasury  of  upwards  of  9,000,000/.; 
and  for  the  first  time,  I  believe  I  may 
say,  in  the  memory  of  any  person  conver- 
sant with  financial  matters,  it  has  been 
unnecessary  to  have  recourse  to  defi- 
ciency bills;  and  the  quarterly  balance  in 
the  Exchequer  has  been  sufficient  to  de- 
fray the  payment  of  the  dividends.  If  we 
refer  to  the  great  items  of  revenue,  we 
shall  find  that  their  produce  exceedfl  the 


most  sanguine  calculations  of  my  right 
hon.  predecessor  in  office,  when  he  made 
his  financial  statement  last  year.  If  we 
refer  to  the  Customs,  we  find  the  produce 
of  every  article,  for  nine  months,  from 
April  to  December — with  the  exception  of 
those  articles  on  which  duties  were  re- 
duced—-considerably  higher  than  in  the 
corresponding  nine  months  of  the  preced- 
ing year.  If,  again,  we  look  to  the  Ex- 
cise revenue,  we  find  that  last  year  every 
material  article  of  duty,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  soap  (caused,  I  believe,  by  acci- 
dental circumstances  which  occurred  a^ 
the  commencement  of  the  year),  has  in- 
creased— ay,  even  including  that  item  with 
respect  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Lincoln  has  so  frequently  ex*i 
pressed  his  apprehension — I  mean  Uio 
posthorse  duty.  If  we  look  even  fur- 
ther, and  take  the  produce  of  duties  to 
the  latest  moment  to  which  the  accounts 
have  been  made  up,  namely,  Saturday 
the  13th  of  February,  I  find  that  there 
is  an  increase  in  the  ordinary  revenue, 
as  compared  with  the  corresponding  pe- 
riod of  the  preceding  year,  of  nearly 
half  a  million.  I  must  say,  then,  that  we 
have  great  reason  to  be  thankful  that  the 
demands  which,  owing  to  the  exigencies 
of  the  country,  press  upon  the  Exche- 
quer, come  at  a  time  when,  at  any  rate, 
we  are  not  unprepared  to  meet  them.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  conscious  that  I 
should  only  be  holding  out  delusive  hopes 
if  I  were  to  say  that  we  are  entitled  to 
expect  a  continuance  of  the  present  finan* 
cial  prosperity.  I  think  there  are  circum- 
stances which  must  be  obvious  to  the  most 
common  observer,  and  which  indicate  that 
we  may  anticipate  the  recurrence  of  one  of 
those  periods  at  which  the  onward  progress 
of  the  country  may  experience  a  check. 
It  is  notorious,  that  in  commercial  as  weU 
as  pohtical  affairs,  the  progress  of  a  oouii- 
try  is  seldom  uninterrupted  by  periods  of 
occasional  pause.  Such  was  the  case  after 
1825^  such,  again,  was  the  case  after 
1836;  and,  after  the  unexampled  prosperity 
of  the  last  one  or  two  years,  I  am  afraid  cir- 
cumstances may  arise  to  retard  the  progress 
of  commercial  and  financial  prosperity.  I  do 
not  anticipate  anything  like  the  revulsions 
which  have  taken  place  on  former  occa- 
sions— there  is  no  symptom  of  that;  and  I 
should  be  sorry  to  say  anything  calcu* 
lated  to  excite  alarm.  I  confidently  trust 
that  the  experience  derived  from  form^ 
years  has  not  been  lost  upon  the  great  body 
of  our  merchants  and  traders;  and  I  hear 
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from  all  quarters  that  the  trade  and  com- 
merce of  the  country  never  stood  on  a  sounder 
footing,  free  from  that  speculatiye  charac- 
ter which  has  characterized  former  years. 
I  am  inclined  to  attrihute  much  of  ^is  to 
the  excellent  Bill  for  regulating  the  cur- 
rency of  the  country,  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  R.  Peel)  introduced 
and  passed  into  a  law.  I  helieve  that,  hut 
for  that  Bill  last  year,  when  the  world 
was  not  in  quite  so  sober  a  mood,  and  as 
free  from  speculation  as  it  is  now,  we 
should  have  witnessed  great  distress.  I 
believe,  also,  that  many  persons  who  were 
most  adverse  to  the  Bill  at  the  time  it  pass- 
ed, have,  from  witnessing  its  operation  last 
year,  become  converts  to  the  opinion  fa- 
vourable to  its  wisdom.  I  am  of  opinion 
that  not  only  the  provisions  of  that  Bill, 
but  also  the  sound  principles  respecting 
the  currency  which  were  enunciated 
during  the  discussions  upon  the  measure, 
have  induced  persons  to  pursue  a  more 
wise  and  prudent  course  than  upon  former 
occasions.  The  result  is,  that  there  has 
been  less  of  the  wild  spirit  of  speculation 
apparent,  than  is  connected  with  the  history 
of  some  former  years.  People  have  invest- 
ed their  money  in  works  at  home,  instead 
of  Mississippi  stock  or  Pennsylvanian 
bonds.  Capital  has  been  applied  princi- 
pally to  the  construction  of  great  lines  of 
communication  throughout  the  country, 
affording  employment  to  largo  bodies  of 
the  people,  and  benefiting  the  Exchequer 
to  a  considerable  extent.  1  am  confident, 
therefore,  that  no  such  unfortunate  results 
will  ensue  as  have  occurred  upon  former 
occasions;  but,  nevertheless,  we  should  be 
r^^rdless  of  all  experience,  were  we  not  to 
anticipate  that  the  present  high  price  of 
food,  the  consequence  of  scarcity,  will  pro- 
duce its  accustomed  effect  in  diminishing 
the  comforts  of  the  people,  by  abridging 
their  power  of  purchasing  articles  of  neces- 
sity. The  high  price  of  food  presses,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  upon  the  means  of  existence 
of  many,  but  it  must  tell  upon  the  comforts 
of  nearly  all  classes  of  society.  I  am 
speaking  now  of  this  country,  without  the 
slightest  reference  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. LfOoking  to  the  high  price  of  provi- 
sions, it  is  impossible  to  believe,  that  after 
providing  themselves  with  articles  of  neces- 
sity, people  can  have  so  much  to  expend 
upon  those  articles  which  contribute  to  the 
eostoms  and  excise  duties.  I  was  indeed 
surprised,  on  looking  at  the  customs  and 
excise  duties,  to  see  the  enormous  amount 
paid  by  articles  of  consumption.    I  find 


that  the  total  produce  of  the  customs  and 
excise  duties  for  last  year,  ending  on  the 
5th  of  January,  was  34,557,0002.  Of  this 
gross  sum,  articles  of  food  contributed 
5,530,0001. ;  liouids,  such  as  wine,  spirits, 
tea,  coffee,  and  beer,  21,787,0002.;  to- 
bacco, 4,336,0002. ;  making  the  total 
amount  of  revenue  |fft>dnced  by  the  duties 
on  articles  of  subsistence,  sdid  and  liquid, 
including  tobacco,  31,653,0002.,  out  of 
34,557,00002.  It  has  happened,  miifortu- 
nately,  that  cotemporaneously  with  a  high 
price  of  food,  there  has  also  existed  a  high 
price  of  one  of  the  staple  articles  of  manu- 
facture— cotton,  which  has  to  a  consider- 
able extent  caused  diminished  employment 
in  the  manufacturing  districts.  1  hold  in 
my  hand  a  comparative  statement  of  the 
working  of  the  mills  in  the  borough  of  Man- 
chester on  the  9th  of  January  and  the  3rd 
of  February  of  the  present  year.  It  is  as 
follows : — 


MilU  itopped 

Mills  working  ihort  time 

Mills  working  full  time 

Total        . 


Jan.  9.  Feb.  S. 

.10  .IS 

.62  .58 

.  113  .     104 


.  176 

Jan.  9. 
Nomber  of  hands  folly  em- 

plojed  .    2SJMS 

Number  of  hands  working 

short  time  .     11,801 

Number  of  lumds  stopped 

and  oat  of  woriL  .  1,691 


.     175 
Feb.  3. 

S3,9i5 

13,806 

9.638 


Total  .  39,387  .  39,389 
It  must  be  apparent  at  once,  that  the  state 
of  things  which  the  paper  I  have  read  in- 
dicates, must  seriously  affect  the  power  of 
consumption  in  the  manufacturing  districte. 
Nor  is  it  this  country  alone  which  is  af- 
flicted with  a  scarcity  of  food.  In  France, 
Belgium,  Germany,  Italy,  and  Poland,  a 
similar  scarcity  has  been  felt,  and  there 
has  been  a  considerable  demand  for  bul- 
lion, for  the  purpose  of  paying  for  the 
very  extensive  imporUtion  of  grain.  The 
natural  consequence  has  been,  a  pressure 
on  the  money  market,  and  a  rise  in  the 
value  of  money.  The  difficulty  of  obtain- 
ing money,  necessarily  operates  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  in  limiting  the  operations  of 
conmiercial  enterprise.  It  is,  however, 
very  satisfactory  to  find,  that,  notwith- 
standing the  unfavourable  circumstances 
to  which  I  have  adverted,  the  amount  of 
bullion  in  the  coffers  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land at  present  is  only  1 , 1 77,000/.  less  than 
it  was  at  this  time  last  year.  On  the  14th 
of  February,  1846,  the  amount  of  bullion 
m  the  Bank  coffers  was  13,476,00M.,  and 
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on  tho  13th  of  February,  1847,  it  was 
12,299,000Z.  I  am  almost  surprised  at 
the  small  amount  of  bullion  sent  out  of  the 
country;  and  the  circumstance  is  satis- 
factory, inasmuch  as  it  proves  that  the 
enormous  importation  of  corn  and  other 
food,  which  has  been  going  on  for  some 
time  past,  has  contributed  to  the  pros- 
perity of  manufactures,  by  creating  a 
great  demand  for  manufactured  goods, 
which  have  been  sent  to  America  and 
elsewhere  in  payment  for  grain.  1  am 
happy  to  find  that  by  the  most  recent  ac- 
counts, there  is  not  the  same  demand  for 
gold  that  has  heretofore  prevailed.  It  like- 
wise affords  me  much  gratification  to  be 
able  to  state  that  the  great  banking  estab- 
lishment of  France  is  better  able  to  meet 
the  demands  upon  it  than  it  was  some  time 
ago.  I  say  that  it  gives  me  pleasure  to 
state  that,  because  it  is  impossible  for  any 
misfortime  to  attend  the  currency  and  com- 
mercial interests  of  France,  which  would 
not  tell  and  react  upon  us.  I  think  I  have 
now  stated  enough  to  show  that  there  are  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  country  which  call  for  the 
exercise  of  caution;  and  I  should  be  aiding 
a  delusion,  if  I  were  to  express  an  opinion 
that  the  present  prosperity  can  continue 
without  a  check.  For  the  reasons  which 
I  have  given,  I  feel  confident  that  no  se- 
rious misfortune  wiU  occur ;  I  think  it  my 
duty  to  say  enough  to  prevent  those  unrea- 
soning expectations  of  uninterrupted  pros- 
perity, which  some  Gentlemen  are  too  prone 
to  entertain.  I  will  now  turn  to  the  more 
immediate  subject  of  this  evening,  the 
financial  statement  which  it  is  my  duty  to 
make.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
preceded  me  in  office  made  his  financial 
statement  on  the  9th  of  May  last  year. 
He  stated  that  he  anticipated  a  surplus 
from  the  ordinary  revenue  of  76,000?.,  and 
from  extraordinary  sources,  namely,  mo- 
ney from  China,  of  700,000?.,  making  a 
total  of  776,000?.  By  subsequent  legisla- 
tion, foreign  sugar  was  made  admissible 
into  this  country;  and  in  nine  months, 
from  April  to  December,  the  duty  paid  on 
the  foreign  sugar  imported  amounted  to 
304,000?.  That,  of  course,  is  an  item 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
calculate  upon  when  he  made  his  financial 
statement;  but,  adding  the  sum  derived 
from  the  sugar  duties  to  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  anticipated,  it  would 
giye  a  surplus  of  only  about  a  million  of 
money.  If,  however,  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
refer  to  the  balance-sheet  of  the  5th  of 
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January,  they  will  find  that  the  produce 
of  the  revenue  far  exceeds  this  calculation, 
for  the  surplus  amounts  to  2,846,000?. 
The  progress  of  the  revenue  since  the 
5th  of  January  has  exceeded  again, 
beyond  all  expectation,  the  produce  of 
the  corresponding  quarter;  and  I  think 
the  probability  is,  that  I  should  be  fully 
justified  in  stating,  that  when  the  period 
comes  to  which  the  calculations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  his  cal- 
culation will  be  still  more  exceeded,  and 
that  the  surplus  on  the  5th  of  April 
will  be  even  still  more  considerable  than 
that  which  I  have  stated  as  the  surplus 
on  the  5th  of  January.  I  have,  how- 
ever, based  the  calculation  which  I  am 
about  to  state,  on  the  produce  of  the  re- 
venue up  to  the  5th  of  J  anuary  last ;  and, 
proceeding  upon  that  basis,  I  shall  state 
to  the  House  what  I  calculate  to  be  the 
probable  income  of  the  year  from  the 
5th  of  April  next,  to  the  5th  of  April, 
1848.  It  will  be  observed  that  the  pro- 
duce of  the  customs  duties,  up  to  the 
5th  of  January  last,  was  20,568,900?. 
Of  that,  a  considerable  amount  was  the 
produce  of  com,  no  less  than  793,000?. 
In  consequence  of  a  suspension  of  the 
duty  upon  com  for  the  first  six  months 
of  the  next  financial  year,  it  will  be  ob- 
vious to  everybody  that  from  that  source 
we  can  expect  no  income  for  those  six 
months.  What  the  harvest  may  be,  and 
whether  it  may  be  possible  or  expedient 
that  the  duty  upon  com  should  be  levied 
for  the  remaining  part  of  next  year,  it 
is  impossible  now  for  any  man  to  state; 
but,  supposing  the  whole  duty  were  to  be 
given  up,  I  do  not  think  I  should  be  war- 
ranted in  making  a  deduction  from  the 
amount  of  the  last  year's  customs  duties 
to  the  extent  of  the  com  duty  received  in 
that  year,  because,  from  every  account 
which  I  have  received  of  the  probable  im- 
portation of  sugar,  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  a  very  material  increase  of  revenue  will 
be  derived  from  that  source  in  the  course 
of  the  ensuing  year.  But,  more  than  that — 
there  are  three  items,  and  only  three,  upon 
which  the  customs  duties  fell  off  in  the 
course  of  the  last  nine  months — articles 
upon  which  the  duties  were  reduced,  but 
the  import  of  which  has  considerably  in- 
creased; they  are  butter,  cheese,  and  silk 
manufactures.  I  find  that  in  the  nine 
months  from  April  to  December,  the  butter 
imported  in  1845  was  201,000  cwt.;  in 
1846  it  was  217,000  cwt.  Of  cheese, 
the    quantity    imported    was,    in    1845, 
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202,000  cwt.;  in  1846,  265,000  cwt.  Of 
silk  manufaotureB,  218,000  lb.  in  1845  ; 
297,0001b.  in  1846.  Here  again  i&  an 
instance  in  which  a  reduction  of  duty  tends 
to  promote  an  increased  consumption  of 
the  article,  affording  a  prospect  that,  be- 
fore long,  the  amount  of  duty  received, 
may  by  an  increased  importation  be  equal 
to  the  duty  originally  obtained.  Taking 
all  these  ciroimistances  into  consideration, 
and  after  communicating  with  the  Board 
of  Customs,  1  believe  I  shall  be  entitled  to 
assume  that  the  probable  income  from  the 
customs  duties  in  the  next  year  will  not 
be  less  than  20,000,000/.  I  hope  that,  if 
trade  goes  on  well,  the  income  from  this 
source  may  be  higher ;  but  1  believe  I 
am  fairly  justified  in  assuming  it  at 
20,000,000/.  I  have  abeady  said,  that 
up  to  the  present  time,  since  the  beginning 
of  the  quarter,  both  the  customs  duties 
and  the  excise  have  increased;  the  in- 
crease of  the  customs  duties  in  these  six 
weeks  having  been  no  less  than  245,000/. 
I  now  come  to  the  Excise.  The  produce 
of  the  excise,  up  to  the  5th  of  January, 
was  13,988,000/.  Nothbg  can  be  so  re- 
markable as  the  extraordinary  increase 
of  the  excise  duties  for  the  last  year — 1 
mean  the  excise  duties  generally — upon 
articles  of  consumption,  particularly  malt 
and  hops.  1  do  not  know  that  we  can  ex- 
pect these  to  continue;  but  nevertheless  in 
many  respects  the  excise  duty  is  far  more 
certain  than  the  customs.  In  many  arti- 
cles the  charge  is  made,  and  is  known,  be- 
fore tho  money  is  actually  received;  and 
therefore  we  can  ascertain  with  certainty 
what  the  amount  wUl  be.  Here,  then, 
after  communicating  with  ray  Friend  the 
chairman  of  the  Board  of  Excise,  I  think 
we  may  fairly  reckon  upon  an  income  of 
13.700^000/.  in  the  ensuing  year.  The 
increase  upon  tho  excise  since  the  begin- 
ning of  the  quarter  has  been  no  less  than 
106,700/.;  and  it  is  not  a  little  remarkable 
that,  even  in  Ireland,  the  excise  duties 
have  increased,  and  not  to  an  inconsidera- 
ble amount,  in  the  course  of  the  last  year. 
Next,  the  stamp  duties  produced,  in  the 

rir  ending  tho  5th  January,  7,505,000/. ; 
will  assume  them  at  the  same  sum. 
The  taxes,  land  and  assessed,  produced 
4,272,000/.  ;  I  know  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  produce  tho  same  next  year — 
or,  say.  4,27<),0<H>/.  The  property  tax 
produced  5.395,<NK)/.  There  waa  some 
■mall  account  of  extraordinary  payments, 
aad  therefore,  although  the  property  tax 
too  linoo  the  5th  of  January  haa  mcroiaed 


by  169,000/.  above  the  corresponding  pe- 
riod of  last  year,  I  will  assume  the  pro- 
perty tax  at  5,300,000/.  only.  For  the 
Post  Office,  I  will  take  the  same  amount  as 
last  year,  845,000/.;  850.00/.  I  believe 
was  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Goulbum)  calculated.  The  Crown 
lands  I  will  take  also  at  the  same  sum, 
120,000/.  The  miscellaneous  items  of 
revenue  produced,  up  to  the  5th  of  Januaiy 
Uwt,  427,000/. ;  the  calculation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  300,000/.;  but  subse- 
qently  to  that  calculation  there  was  paid  in 
a  considerable  amount  from  tho  surplus 
fees  of  this  House,  idiich  will,  in  all  pro- 
bability, not  be  so  large  in  the  course  of 
the  present  year;  I  believe,  however,  I 
may  calculate  upon  about  30,000/.  from 
that  source,  and,  therefore,  I  take  the  mis- 
cellaneous sources  of  income  at  330,000/. 
This,  therefore,  will  ntake  the  ordinary 
revenue  for  the  financial  year  1847-48 
52,065,000/.  as  foUows:— 


Customi     . 

£20.000.000 

Excite    .... 

13.700.000 

SUmpf 

7.500.000 

Taxes  (Land  and  AiseMed) 

4,270.000 

Property-tax    . 

5,300,000 

Port-ofBee    . 

845.000 

Crown  Lands 

12(».000 

IliaccUaneous 

330,000 

Total  ordinary  income 

£52.005,000 

I  now  eome  to  tho  Expenditure.  The  in- 
terest of  the  debt,  funded  and  unfunded, 
wiU  be  28,045,000/.  The  estimate  of  the 
charges  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  omit- 
ting any  charge  on  account  of  Irish  dis- 
tress, is  2,522,420/.;  to  which  must  be 
added  tliat  charge  which  was  announced 
bv  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year,  of 
1/5,000/.  for  the  Irish  constabulary,  hi- 
therto defrayed  by  the  Irish  counties ;  and 
these  two  items  will  make,  in  round  num- 
bers. 2,700.000/.  The  amount  for  the  na- 
tional debt  and  Consolidated  Fund  charges, 
therefore.  wiU  be  30,745,000/.  The  esti- 
mates for  the  various  services,  except  the 
Miscellaneous,  are  all  upon  the  TMt  of 
the  House;  and,  therefore,  I  need  only 
state  tliem  very  shortly  to  the  House.  The 
Army  Vote  will  be  6,275,074/.;  I  take 
the  militia  at  the  same  amount  as  before, 
155,000/.,  but  there  is  an  increase  in  the 
commissariat,  which  amounts  to  410,000/.; 
making  the  whole  Army  Vote,  therefore, 
stating  It  in  one  sum.  6.840,U74/.  There 
would  have  been  a  decrease  of  33,U00/. 
upon  the  War  Office  Vote,  but  for  a  de- 
ferred eatimata  for  certain  services  for 
one   quarter   of  the  year.    Tho  Navj 
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Vote,  for  the  present  year,  will  be 
7,561,876/.;  being  an  increase  of  77,000/. 
The  estimates  for  the  last  two  years  have 
been  below  the  expenditure  which  has  been 
incurred.  I  shall  have,  Sir,  by  and  by, 
to  ask  a  vote  to  cover  an  excess  of  expen- 
diture in  the  year  ending  April  last;  and  I 
am  afraid  the  arrangements  which  were 
made  early  in  the  year  are  such  that  there 
probably  may  be  an  excess  in  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  present  year;  a  considerable 
portion,  therefore,  of  the  increase  which  I 
have  stated,  is  only  to  bring  up  the  estimate 
to  the  expenditure.  We  have  also  in- 
creased the  number  of  the  marines  by  the 
amount  of  1,500  men.  My  hon.  Friend 
who  will  have  to  move  the  Navy  esti- 
mates, will  state  this  further  in  detail 
upon  that  occasion ;  but  I  thought  it  de- 
sirable to  make  this  short  statement  of 
the  sums.  The  Ordnance  Vote  will  be 
2,679,127/. ;  this  is  an  increase  above 
the  vote  of  last  year,  but  of  that  increase 
77,299/.  are  due  to  a  deferred  quarter  of 
the  year's  vote  for  certain  services,  which, 
by  an  arrangement  explained  to  the  House 
last  year,  was  resorted  to  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  the  Ordnance  estimates  as 
well  as  the  Army  estimates  into  proper 
order:  the  remainder  of  the  increase  is 
partly  owing  to  an  increase  of  the  artil- 
lery, amounting  to  1,200  men,  and  partly 
to  the  necessity — in  consequence  of  the 
change  in  the  modes  of  warfare  accom- 
plishing by  the  introduction  of  steam  power 
—of  putting  many  of  our  great  ports  into 
a  state  of  better  defence.  The  sum  of  the 
miscellaneous  votes  is  3,750,000/.  I  have 
left  out  of  the  miscellaneous  votes  of  this 
year,  any  sum  for  the  relief  of  the  Irish 
distress;  and,  therefore,  in  stating  the 
comparison  with  the  miscellaneous  esti- 
mates of  last  year,  I  am  bound  also  to  omit 
a  sum  of  132,000/.  included  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  estimates.  Comparing, 
therefore,  the  miscellaneous  estimates  of 
last  year  with  those  of  this  year,  there 
is  an  increase  of  about  397,000/. ;  but 
171,000^.  of  that  is  owing  to  the  expendi- 
ture for  certain  purposes  connected  with 
the  poor  law,  and  with  the  prosecution  and 
maintenance  of  prisoners,  which  had  to  be 
taken  for  only  half  of  the  last  financial 
year,  while,  of  course,  I  am  obliged  to 
provide  for  the  whole  year;  and  of  the 
remaining  increase,  a  considerable  portion 
is  due  to  the  necessity  of  providing  for  the 
maintenance  of  convicts  at  home,  instead 
of  sending  them  to  the  colonies ;  and  a 
eonsiderable  portion  also  to  the  increased 


printing  and  stationery  which  this  and  the 
other  House  of  Parhament  require;  and 
some  also  to  an  unexpected  increase  in  the 
expenses  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
to  other  sources,  which  perhaps  I  had 
better  defer  stating  till  those  estimates 
are  on  the  Table.  The  whole  amount 
to  be  voted  in  estimates  is  20,831,077/.; 
making  the  whole  ordinary  Expenditure 
61,576,077/. 

National  Debt        .        .  £28,045,000 
Consolidated  Fund  Charges    2,700,000 


Army       .        ,        .        • 
Navy    ..... 
Ordnance 
Miscellaneout 

Total  ordinary  Expenditure 

30,745,000 

.        .    6,840,074 

7,661,876 

•    2,679,127 

8,760,00# 

£61,576,077 

Now,  in  the  statement  which  I  have 
made  to  the  House,  I  have  purposely 
omitted  all  sums  required  for  the  relidF 
of  distress  in  Ireland,  whether  by  grant 
or  loan,  or  in  whatever  shape  that  ex- 
pense is  to  be  incurred,  with  the  excep- 
tion, of  course,  of  the  payment  of  the  ordi- 
nary establishment  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  the  payment  of  such  officers  as  would 
otherwise  be  employed  in  Ireland,  although 
at  the  present  time  they  may  be  employed 
in  the  aid  or  relief  of  the  distress.  And 
now  it  becomes  my  duty  to  state  what  I 
think  the  demand  upon  the  Exchequer  wiU 
be  for  the  relief  of  that  distress ;  and  I 
must  beg  the  Committee  to  observe,  that 
what  is  material  to  the  present  purpose  ia 
not  what  may  be  the  ultimate  charge  to 
the  country,  but  what  the  sum  is,  which 
must  be,  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion issued  from  the  Exchequer ;  because 
the  system  which  was  commenced  about 
this  time  last  year,  and  has  continued  since 
is  this — ^that  all  the  money  required  for 
this  public  relief  of  distress  is,  in  the  first 
instance,  advanced  by  the  Treasury;  what- 
ever burden  may  ultimately  be  thrown 
upon  the  land  of  Ireland,  or  upon  the  pro- 
perty of  Ireland,  in  respect  of  this  expen- 
diture, hitherto  they  have  paid  nothing. 
They  have  paid,  no  doubt,  the  poor  rate, 
which  I  find  in  1846  amounted  to  about 
390,000/.  They  have  paid  of  course  their 
subscriptions  to  the  relief  committees  and 
the  relief  fund,  and  I  believe  a  large  body 
of  the  Irish  landlords  have  employed  to  a 
very  great  extent  the  poor  and  destitute 
persons  in  their  neighbourhood  ;  but  I  am 
confining  myself  now  to  the  relief  works, 
and  that  mode  of  administering  relief  which 
has  hitherto  been  adopted  in  Ireland ;  and 
M2 
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as  to  that,  whatever  the  repayment  maj 
be,  and  whenever  the  repayment  may 
be,  the  whole  sum  is  at  present  advanced 
from  this  country,  or  rather  from  the  pub- 
lic treasury  ;  and  that  system,  1  believe, 
must  be  continued  for  the  present  season. 
It  is  not  easy  to  state  very  nicely  what 
the  amount  of  expenditure  may  be,  for  it 
depends  upon  a  number  of  facts  over  which 
we  have  no  control,  and  which  we  cannot 
very  accurately  foresee.  It  is  easy  enough 
to  state  what  the  expense  in  various  ways 
has  been  up  to  the  present  time.  I  stated 
a  night  or  two  ago,  in  answer  to  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  that 
the  expenditure  on  works  in  Ireland  in  the 
four  weeks  of  November  was  308,000/.; 
in  the  five  weeks  in  December,  up  to  Jan- 
uary 2,  742,000/.;  in  the  four  weeks  of 
January,  776,000/. ;  and  up  to  the  present 
time  the  number  of  persons  relieved  in  this 
manner  has  been  increasing  with  frightful 
rapidity.  At  the  end  of  September,  the 
number  of  persons  employed  was  30,135 ; 
at  the  end  of  October,  150,259  ;  at  the 
end  of  November,  285,817  ;  at  the  end  of 
December,  440,687  ;  at  the  end  of  Janu- 
ary, 571,000.  The  expense  of  the  per- 
manent staff  of  the  Board  of  Works,  for 
the  month  of  January,  was  20,500/.  The 
conmiissariat  officers  are  partly  withdrawn 
from  other  employments,  and  partly  ad- 
ditional persons  employed  under  Sir  R. 
Smith;  the  expense  of  their  pay  for  a 
year  is  27,500t.  We  have  expended  up 
to  this  time,  in  the  purchase  of  grain, 
295,000/.;  but  the  major  part  of  this, 
nearly  the  whole  in  fact,  will  be  repaid 
to  the  Government  when  the  sales  take 
place  from  our  depots  to  the  relief  com- 
mittees. The  issues  to  Ireland  from 
the  Exchequer,  under  what  is  called  the 
Labour-rate  Act,  up  to  the  20th  of  Feb- 
ruary, were  2,400,000/.;  and  on  the  13th 
of  February,  nearly  2,000,000/.  of  that 
sum  had  been  issued  to  the  Board  of 
Works  by  the  Paymaster  of  Civil  Services 
in  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  I  am  safe  in 
saying  that  the  expenditure  per  month  wiU 
fail  very  far  below  1.000,000/.  It  has 
amounted  in  the  month  of  January  to 
about  800,000/.,  not  including  all  the  ez- 

Senses  which  are  incurred.  I  have  no 
oabt  it  will  vary  materially  between  this 
and  next  harvest ;  the  pressure  upon  us 
will  of  course,  to  a  certain  extent,  be  taken 
off  during  tlie  employment  which  seed- 
time affords,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
summer  months  are  notoriously  those  in 
whkb  destitution  preTaiU  to  the  grei^tett 


extent  in  Ireland.  The  number  of  persons 
who  were  employed  on  the  public  works  in 
June,  July,  and  August  last,  exceeded 
those  who  were  employed  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  year.  It  is  in  reference  to 
these  three  months  that  the  statement  of 
my  hon  Friend  was  made,  when  he  said 
that  upwards  of  2,000,000  of  the  Irish 
people  were  habitually  in  a  state  of  utter 
destitution  for  about  three  months  of  the 
year.  Again,  I  expect  we  shall  effect  a 
saving,  and  not  an  inconsiderable  one,  by  the 
different  mode  of  administering  relief  which 
we  propose.  I  believe  that  the  administration 
of  rehef  by  soup-kitchens  and  relief  com- 
mittees will  be  considerably  cheaper  than 
through  the  exclusive  medium  of  the  Board 
of  Works.  This  is  so  far  satisfactory;  but, 
looking  to  the  appalling  destitution  which 
prevails  throughout  the  country,  and  bearing 
in  mind  how  complete  is  the  failure  of  any 
domestic  sources  for  supply  of  food,  it  must 
be  evident  that  it  is  at  least  quite  possi- 
ble that  the  numbers  applying  for  relief 
may  very  considerably  increase.  This  con- 
tingency is  of  essential  importance  to  bear 
in  view.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  it  wiU 
not  arise;  but  it  would  be  well  to  be  in 
a  position  to  meet  it  in  the  event  of  its 
arising.  No  doubt  a  considerable  number 
of  persons  will  be  taken  off  from  the  relief 
works  by  the  employment  which  will  be 
afforded  under  the  BUI  to  assist  landlords  * 
to  carry  out  improvements  upon  their 
esUtes.  I  believe  that  that  Bill  will 
work  well  in  Ireland,  and,  from  all  the 
accounts  I  receive,  I  am  induced  to  be 
sanguine  in  my  expectation  of  its  ef- 
fects. But  here,  again,  advances  are  to 
be  made  by  the  Government;  and  though 
the  operations  under  this  Bill  may  tend  to 
lessen  the  pressure  on  the  reH<^  works, 
yet  they  will  not  in  the  first  instance 
diminish  the  sums  to  be  advanced  by 
the  Exchequer.  Even  with  the  most  san- 
guine expectation  as  to  the  produce  of 
the  next  harvest,  and  the  effect  that  may 
be  produced  in  the  way  of  finding  em- 
ployment for  the  people,  yet  it  is  impossi- 
ble to  suppose  that  all  exertions  on  the 
part  of  the  public  would  cease  at  once  at 
the  harvest  time.  It  is  quite  clear  that 
not  only  advances  for  the  improvement  of 
estates,  but  for  carrying  on  works,  will 
be  continued  for  some  short  period  at  least, 
under  the  most  favourable  supposition, 
even  afier  the  period  of  harvest,  and  time 
will  be  required  to  wind  up  and  bring  to 
a  dose  the  gigantic  operations  which  aro 
now  carried   on.    Taking,    therefore,  • 
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reasonable  estimate   of  the  probable  de- 
mands on  the  public  Treasury  for  this  pur- 
pose, I  cannot  certainly  estimate  them  at 
less   than   8,000,000?.      I    have   already 
stated  that,  up  to  the  present  time,  the 
sum  of  2,000,000?.  has  been   advanced; 
and  I  therefore  estimate  that  the  total  sum 
required    to    be    expended   or   advanced, 
granted  or  lent,  for  the  relief  of  distress  in 
Ireland,  will  not  be  less  than  10,000,000?., 
for  a  period  of  about  a  year,  namely,  from 
August  last  till  about  the  conclusion  of  the 
next  harvest.    I  think  that  under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  Committee  will  not  be  sur- 
prised that  the  Government  resisted  the  de- 
mand of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  G. 
Benti^ck) for  16,000,000?.  additional;  and  I 
do  not  believe  that  even  if  that  sum  had  been 
advanced,  it  would  have  been  possible  to 
save  a  single  sixpence  of  the  10,000,000?. 
obliged   to   be  expended  by  the  Govern- 
ment.    I  was  not  able  to  take  part  in  the 
decision  of  the  House   on  that  question; 
but  I   must   say  that  I  was  gratified  at 
learning  the  majority  by  which  this  House 
came  to  so  wise  and  prudent  a  resolution 
as  that  which  it  adopted.     The  announce- 
ment which  I  have  next  to  make  is  one 
which  must  be  obvious  to  every  Member  of 
the  Committee,  namely,  that  I  must  go  into 
the  money  market  and  borrow.     It  must 
be  evident  that  no  amount  of  taxation,  not 
the  income  tax,  doubled  or  trebled,  nor  the 
reimposition  of  all  the  taxes  which  have 
been  taken  off,  could,  within  the  required 
time,  provide  the  necessary  money.     It  is 
matter   not  of  choice,   but   of  necessity, 
that  I  must  go  into  the  market  and  borrow. 
Of  course,  the  first  question  that  presents 
itself  is  whether  I   shall  borrow  the  whole 
8,000,000?.,  or  endeavour  to  go  on  by  bor- 
rowing only  a  part.     If  I  adopt  the  latter 
course,    I   must   considerably  reduce   the 
balances   in  the  Exchequer;   from  which 
source  up  to  the  present  time  the  advances 
have  been  made.     For  many  reasons  this 
is  a  course  which  I  am  exceedingly  un- 
willing to  take.     I  think  that  any  person, 
when   he   looks  to  the  state  of  what  is 
called  the  money  market  of  this  country — 
when  he  finds  that  the  exchanges  have  been 
adverse,  though   I  am  happy  to  say  that 
they  are  less  so  now  than  they  were,  but 
still  are  only  just  on  the  turn — when  he 
recollects  the  necessity  which  the  Bank  of 
England  has  felt  itself  under  of  raising  the 
interest  of  money,  he  will  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that,  under  these  circumstances,  it 
would  be  exceedingly  injudicious  in  me  to 
put  any  further  pressure  on  the  Bank  of 


England  or  the  money  market,  particularly 
as,  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill  of  last 
Session,  by  which  the  House  pledged  itself 
to  make  advances  to  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  for  draining  and  improving;  ad- 
vances— sums  to  no  inconsiderable  extent 
— have  been  applied  for;  and  of  course  the 
balances  in  the  Exchequer  are  the  source 
from  which  they  are  to  be  made.  But  there 
is  still  a  further  and  a  more  pressing 
reason  for  avoiding  this  course,  and  one 
which  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  possibly  be 
got  over;  and  this  consists  in  the  uncer- 
tainty which  hangs  over  us  as  to  what  the 
produce  of  the  next  harvest  may  be.  No 
man  can  tell  how  the  next  harvest  may 
turn  out,  and  no  man  can  estimate  too  highly 
the  importance  of  a  good  harvest.  Hither- 
to, in  respect  to  the  imports  from  other 
countries,  we  have  been  living  mainly  on 
the  surplus  of  the  harvest  of  1845 ;  and 
to  some  extent  also  on  the  produce  of  the 
harvest  of  1846.  In  the  course  of  the  last 
year  there  have  been  entered  for  home 
consumption  of  grain  and  flour  of  all  kinds 
not  less  than  5,318,000  quarters.  I  take 
the  grain  and  the  meal  reduced  to  equiva- 
lent quantities.  It  is  notorious  that  we 
have  the  hope  of  a  considerable  import  of 
Indian  corn,  the  produce  of  the  harvest  of 
1846;  and  I  am  confident  we  shall  have  an 
abundant  importation  from  America  in  the 
early  part  of  summer ;  but  by  the  next 
harvest  time  the  produce  of  preceding 
harvests  will  be  to  a  great  extent  ex- 
hausted. It  may  please  God  to  grant 
a  good  harvest  throughout  the  worid  in 
the  present  year;  but,  unless  that  mer- 
ciful dispensation  should  be  vouchsafed,  it 
is  impossible  to  calculate  what  the  conse- 
quences may  be.  In  the  present  uncer- 
tainty, therefore,  on  this  subject,  it  would 
be  most  unwise  in  me  not  to  keep  in 
reserve  the  means  of  meeting  such  evils 
as  we  have  hitherto  been  enabled  to 
meet,  owing  to  the  large  balances  in  the 
Exchequer,  which  furnished  us  during 
the  last  autumn  with  the  power  of  meet- 
ing the  calamity.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  should  never  forgive  myself  if  I 
left  the  Exchequer  without  the  requisite  re- 
sources, partly  to  be  secured  by  the  loan 
which  I  propose  to  make,  and  partly  by  the 
balances.  I  propose,  therefore,  to  leave  to 
the  Exchequer  the  means  of  meeting  any 
extraordinary  demand  that  may  arise,  at 
least  until  the  Parliament  can  be  called  to- 
gether. Every  one  will  hope  that  such  a  ne- 
cessity may  not  arise;  but  in  the  uncer- 
tainty in  which  we  are  placed,  it  would  be 
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unwise  to  leave  ourselves  without  resources. 
Consequentlj,  I  believe  that  the  wiser  and 
more  prudent  course  is  at  once  to  borrow 
the  whole  of  the  required  money.  In  doing 
so,  I  shall  not  make  a  permanent  addition  to 
the  public  debt  to  the  whole  amount  of  the 
monej  borrowed,  because  a  considerable 
proportion  of  it  is  ultimatelj  to  be  repaid 
by  the  Irish  proprietors.  With  respect  to 
the  expenditure  on  the  public  works,  one- 
half  is  charged  on  the  property  of  Ireland, 
repayable  in  ten  years;  and  these  pay- 
ments, as  they  come  in,  will  of  course  ex- 
tinguish an  equal  portion  of  debt;  and  the 
remainder  being  half  the  whole  amount, 
or  4,000,000?.  or  5,000,000/.,  is,  after  all, 
not  so  large  a  sum,  considering  the  object 
for  which  it  will  have  been  advanced,  viz., 
the  relief  of  our  suffering  fellow-subjects. 
The  next  question  is,  whether  the  borrow- 
ing of  so  large  a  sum  of  money  ought  to  be 
accompanied  with  increased  taxation,  not 
only  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  interest, 
but  also  to  discharge  the  new  portion  of 
debt  in  the  course  of  no  distant  period.  I 
confess  that  I  was  exceedinglv  unwilling, 
even  to  such  an  extent,  as  4,000,000^  or 
5,000,000/.  to  increase  the  amount  of 
the  public  debt,  without  making  an  im- 
mediate provision  for  its  extinction  be- 
fore long  ;  but  many  reasons  induced  me 
to  pause  before  I  determined  on  adopting 
such  a  course.  In  the  first  place,  I  think, 
for  various  reasons,  that  the  present  year 
is  a  most  unfortunate  time  in  which  to  at- 
tempt any  alteration  in  the  taxation  of 
the  country,  for  every  one  knows  that  such 
a  proceeding  is  calculated  to  produce  for 
a  time  a  stagnation  of  trade.  Moreover, 
no  inconsiderable  weight  is  to  be  at- 
tached to  the  consideration  I  have  already 
mentioned — viz.,  in  respect  to  the  uncer- 
tainty as  to  the  amount  I  might  have  ulti- 
mately to  provide  for ;  because  if,  as  I 
hope,  the  harvest  turns  out  fruitful,  there 
will  be,  from  one  source  or  another,  em- 
ploynu'nt  and  the  means  of  existence  pro- 
vided for  the  sutforing  people  of  Ireland,  to 
a  greater  extent  than  unfurtunately  is  the 
case  at  present.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the 
produce  of  the  harvest  should  be  small,  if 
there  should  be  no  crop  of  potatoes,  and 
prices  should  remain  high,  then  it  might 
oe  necessary  for  the  country  again  to 
como  forward  to  assist  the  starving  popu- 
lation, and  it  might  bo  necessary  to  make 
a  further  demand  on  the  public  resources. 
The  state  of  thing.-^,  whatever  it  may  be, 
will  be  known  bt^fore  Parliament  meets 
again;  and  I  therefore  think  it  better  to 


postpone  dealing  with  a  qnestion  of  this 
kind  until  we  have  had  an  opportonity  of 
seeing  the  result.  In  addition  to  these 
reasons,  in  the  course  of  the  next  Ses- 
sion it  will  inevitably  bo  necessary  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  income  tax. 
If  taxation  were  increased  in  the  present 
year,  that  tax  at  any  rate  is  one  of 
the  sources  to  which  any  one  wonld  na- 
turally look;  and  therefore  it  wonld  be  ex- 
ceedingly unwise,  by  dealing  with  the 
matter  at  all  this  year,  to  prejudice  the 
course  which  Parliament — a  new  Parlia- 
ment perhaps — may  think  it  expedient  to 
take  on  this  question.  For  all  these  reasons, 
I  have  thought  that,  on  the  whole,  it  will 
be  the  more  wise  and  pnident  conrse  not 
to  attempt  to  increase  taxation  in  the  pre- 
sent year;  but,  leaving  the  whole  question 
open  for  the  next  year,  to  provide,  in  this 
year,  for  the  interest  of  the  loan  which  I 
intend  to  raise,  out  of  the  ordinary  revenue 
of  the  country.  I  stated  the  ordinary 
revenue  of  the  country  for  1847-48  at 
52,065,000/.,  and  the  ordmary  expendi- 
ture at  51,576,000/.,  leaving  a  snrphiB  of 
489,000/.  Now,  assuming  that  I  borrow 
8,000,000/.,  what  will  the  annual  interest 
amount  to  ?  Of  course  it  will  be  obvious 
to  everv  one,  that  at  3  per  cent  it  would 
be  24(5,000/.;  at  31  per  cent,  280.000/. 
and  at  4  per  cent,  ^0,000/.  I  entertain 
no  doubt  of  being  able  to  borrow  the  re- 
quired sum  at  or  under  3\  per  cent,  and 
the  interest  will,  therefore,  on  that  sup- 
position, amount  to  280,000/.  But  I  am 
afraid  that  this  will  not  bo  the  only 
new  demand  made  on  us  for  interest;  for 
there  is  another  description  of  debt  with 
respect  to  which,  after  the  best  inquiry  I 
can  make,  I  am  compelled  to  say  that  I 
feel  myself  under  the  necessity  of  rais- 
ing the  interest  —  I  mean  Excheqner- 
bills.  It  is  notorious  that  many  causes 
have  depreciated  the  value  of  that  de- 
scription of  security  in  the  market.  If 
the  rate  of  interest  on  money  has  been 
raised — and  I  do  not  think  it  improbable 
that  it  may  be  further  raised  in  the  course 
of  the  spring — I  do  not  regard  it  as  right, 
though  unwilling  to  waste  unnecessarily  a 
single  sixpence  in  the  payment  of  interest, 
that  Government  securities,  snch  at  I  am 
now  adverting  to,  shonld  be  left  so  far  be- 
low all  those  other  secoritiei  with  which 
they  have  to  come  into  competition  in  the 
money  market.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  have,  though  unwillingly,  determined  on 
raising  the  interest  on  Rxchequer-bills. 
The  interest  on  them  is  now  l\d.  a  day. 
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An  experiment  was  once  tried  to  raise 
the  interest  by  one  farthing  a  day;  but 
that  so  completely  failed,  that  it  is  not 
worth  while  to  renew  it.  I  therefore 
propose  to  raise  the  interest  on  Exche- 
quer-bills by  one  halfpenny  a  day;  or, 
in  other  words,  to  make  the  interest, 
which  is  now  l^d.  a  day,  2d,  a  day.  The 
annual  increased  cost  of  this  transaction 
will  be  142,000^.  ;  and  this  sum,  added  to 
280,000^,  being  the  interest  on  the  loan 
which  I  propose  to  raise,  will  make  a  sum 
of  422,000^.,  which  I  shall  have  to  pay  in 
the  year.  This  will,  of  course,  raise  the 
total  ordinary  expenditure  of  the  country 
for  1847-48  to  51,998,000^.;  which,  being 
deducted  from  52,065,000^.,  already  stated 
to  be  the  probable  ordinary  revenue  of  the 
country  for  1847-48,  will  leave  a  surplus  of 
67,000Z.  But  there  is  in  the  present  year, 
as  there  has  been  in  former  years,  an  extra- 
ordinary source  of  income  from  the  balance 
of  the  China  money  yet  unpaid.  From  that 
source,  I  shall  as  a  matter  of  certainty, 
not  of  calculation,  receive  in  the  course  of 
the  year  450,000^  Against  this  extraor- 
dinary receipt,  I  must  set  an  extraordinary 
source  of  expenditure,  which  does  not  pro- 
perly belong  to  the  present  financial  year, 
amounting  to  185,000^. ;  which  it  is  ne- 
cessary to  vote  for  the  purpose  of  cover- 
ing the  excess  of  naval  expenditure  in  the 
financial  year  ending  on  the  5th  of  April, 
1846.  Therefore,  adding  the  extraordi- 
nary receipt  to  the  ordinary  income  of  the 
country,  and  the  extraordinary  expendi- 
ture to  the  ordinary  expenditure,  the 
totals  will  be  as  follow:  Total  income, 
52,515,000?.;  expenditure,  52,183,000?.; 
leaving  a  surplus  of  332,000?.  Of  this  ex- 
penditure, however,  I  think  it  right  to  state, 
that  over  about  815,000?.  we  have  had  no 
control.  This  sum  arises  out  of  deferred 
TOtes  or  charges,  of  one  kind  or  other, 
which,  as  has  been  formerly  stated  to  the 
House,  it  is  necessary  to  provide  for  in 
this  year.  There  is  a  charge  of  175,000?. 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  other 
charges  which  I  referred  to  at  the  close  of 
the  last  Session,  amounting  altogether  to 
698,000/.  It  is  necessary  to  provide  about 
2,000?.  for  the  Perth  prison;  and  these 
sums  with  that  of  185,000?.  for  the  ex- 
cess of  last  year's  expenditure,  make  alto- 
gether a  sum  of  815,000?.  I  am  per- 
fectly aware  that  this  cannot  be  to  the 
Committee  a  very  satisfactory  statement 
of  revenue  and  expenditure;  and  it  would 
be  exceedingly  wrong  to  suffer  the  income  I 
and   expenditure  long  to  remain  in  the 


same  relative  state.  I  have  told  the  House 
why  I  think  it  tmadvisable,  in  the  present 
Session,  for  Parliament  to  make  any  per- 
manent provision  on  this  subject,  partly 
from  the  uncertainty  of  the  amount  for 
which  we  may  have  to  provide,  and  partly 
from  the  necessity  of  dealing  next  year 
with  one  large  source  of  income,  I  mean 
the  income  tax.  The  prosperity,  agri- 
cultural, commercial,  and  manufacturing, 
of  this  country,  has  of  late  been  so  steadily 
advancing,  that  it  is  indeed  possible  that 
the  present  taxation  may,  in  the  next  and 
subsequent  years,  provide  the  income  re- 
quired for  the  public  service;  but  if  this 
should  not  be  the  case,  then  I  say  most 
distinctly  that  the  country  must  be  pre- 
pared, next  year,  for  an  increase  of  its 
burdens.  We  could  not  think  of  allowing 
such  a  state  of  income  compared  with  ex- 
penditure as  now  exists,  to  be  permanent  in 
this  country,  or  to  continue  for  more  than 
a  year,  and  that  only  under  extraordinary 
circumstances;  and  il  the  necessity  should 
arise  when  next  year  comes,  I  shall  not 
shrink  from  the  duty  of  proposing  to  the 
House  those  measures  which  I  may  think 
most  expedient  for  bringing  the  revenue  of 
the  country  into  more  proper  proportion  to 
its  expenditure  than  it  now  holds.  I  think, 
from  the  statement  I  have  made,  it  must 
be  evident  to  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  I  cannot  spare  any  revenue 
this  year;  and  that  statement  must  be  an 
answer  to  hon.  Qentlemen  on  either  side 
of  the  House,  who  have  on  various  occa- 
sions pressed  me  to  reduce  the  duty  on  tea, 
tobacco,  paper,  copper,  or  any  articles 
which  produce  a  considerable  amount  of 
duty.  It  is  impossible  this  year  to  spare 
anything  from  the  revenue,  which  could 
affect  any  material  article  of  import;  and 
on  the  subject,  therefore,  of  the  duty  on 
these  various  articles,  I  think  it  better  to 
say  nothing  which  might  excite  either 
hopes  or  fears  for  a  future  year.  I  maj 
also  take  this  opportunity  of  answering  a 
question  put  to  me  early  in  the  Session, 
as  to  whether  it  was  my  intention  to  pro- 
pose an  annual  duty  in  lieu  of  the  sugar 
duties.  I  do  not  think  so  much  import- 
ance uQcd  be  attached  to  this  question 
as  was  formerly  the  case;  because  there 
are  now  two  votes  which  must  be  sub- 
mitted to  this  House  in  the  course  of  the 
Session  —  one  of  which  I  am  about  to 
propose  to-night — ^without  which  it  is  im- 
possible  the  ordinary  expenditure  can  be 
defrayed.  But  hon.  Gentlemen  will  re- 
member that  we  have  now  a  duty  which 
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must  be  renewed  next  year — the  income 
tax ;  we  have,  therefore,  for  this  year,  the 
full  advantage  of  an  annual  duty ;  and  it 
is  not  my  intention,  in  the  present  Session, 
to  propose  to  substitute  any  annual  duty 
in  lieu  of  the  sugar  duties.  Before  I  sit 
down,  I  am  anxious  to  say  that,  apart 
from  the  calamity  which  we  must  all  de- 
plore, no  one  can  regret  more  sincerely 
than  I  do  the  interruption  of  that  course 
of  financial  and  commercial  policy  which 
has,  for  a  considerable  time,  been  pursued 
by  successive  Administrations,  and  which, 
during  the  last  four  years,  has  been  carried 
out  with  greater  vigour.  It  is  true  that 
I  opposed  the  imposition  of  the  income 
tax,  in  order  to  provide  for  a  deficiency 
of  2,500,000/.  But  the  character  of  that 
measure  was  changed  when  it  was  made 
the  means  of  enabling  the  House  to  adopt 
those  beneficial  changes  in  our  commer- 
cial system  which  have  been  carried  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  I  approve,  or  that 
I  did  approve,  of  all  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sures introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  no  person  could  more  fully  con- 
cur Uian  I  did  in  the  general  scope  and 
policy  of  those  measures,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  free  trade  from  all  unneces- 
sary restrictions,  to  foster  the  industry  of 
our  people,  and  to  provide  most  material 
additions  to  their  comforts.  Just  before  I 
came  into  this  House,  a  paper  was  put  into 
my  hands,  which,  I  am  sure,  it  will  be 
most  satisfactory  to  this  Committee  to  hear 
read,  and  which  I  hope  may  tend  to  dispel 
A  portion  of  that  gloom  which  my  state- 
ment may  perhaps  have  cast  over  the 
minds  of  some  hon.  Gentlemen.  The 
statement  relates  to  the  quantities  of  a 
certain  number  of  articles  which  were  en- 
tered for  consumption  during  the  last  four 
years.  I  have  taken  those  articles  which  en- 
ter most  largely  into  the  consumption  of  the 
great  body  of  the  community;  and  I  think 
the  Committee  cannot  but  conclude,  from 
the  statement  I  am  about  to  read,  that  the 
comfort  and  happiness  of  the  people  gene- 
rally must  have  been  materially  promoted 
by  the  measures  to  which  1  before  referred. 
I  will  first  mention  the  article  of  cofiee,  of 
which  it  appears  there  were  entered  for 
home  consumption  in  the  year  1843, 
30,031,422 lb.;  in  1844.  31,391,2971b.; 
in  1845,  34,318,0051b.;  and  in  184G, 
36,781.391  lbs.  The  next  article  is  but- 
ter.  The  quantity  entered  in  1843  was 
148,295  cwt. ;  in  1844.  180.965  cwt. ;  in 
1845, 240,1 18  cwt. ;  and  in  1846,  255,130 


cwt.  I  next  come  to  cheese.  Of  that  ar- 
ticle, in  1843,  there  were  entered  for  home 
consumptfon  166,563cwt.;  in  1844,212,206 
cwt.;  in  1845,  258,246  cwt.;  and  in  1846, 
327,490  cwt.  I  may  observe  that  I  haye 
not  yet  heard  of  any  complaints  from  the 
Cheshire  farmers  on  this  subject.  I  find 
that  the  quantity  of  currants  entered  in 
1843  was  254,727  cwt.;  in  1844,  285,116 
cwt.;  in  1845,  309,799  cwt.;  and  in  1846. 
359,315  cwt.  The  quantity  of  sugar  en- 
tered in  1843  was  4,037,921  cwt.;  in  1844. 
4,139,983  cwt.;  in  1845,  4180,606  cwt.; 
and  in  1846,  5,231,848  cwt.  Now.  upon 
all  the  articles  I  have  mentioned,  the  duW 
has  been  reduced;  and  I  have  reserved  tlU 
the  last  the  great  article  of  tea,  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  duty  upon  which  so  much 
interest  has  been  evinced.  It  is,  howerw. 
only  fair  to  state,  that,  though  the  duty  upon 
tea  has  not  been  diminished  from  various  eir* 
cumstances,  well  known  to  the  commereial 
world,  the  price  of  tea  has  been  consider- 
ably reduced.  There  were  entered  for 
home  consumption  in  1843,  40,304,4071b. 
of  tea ;  in  1844,  41,369.351  lb. ;  in  1845. 
44.183.135  lb. ;  and  in  1846. 46,728,2081b. 
All  these  articles  are  largely  consumed  by 
the  great  body  of  the  people ;  and  it  most  cer- 
tainly be  satisfactory  to  the  Committee  and 
to  the  country,  to  find  to  what  an  enormons 
extent  the  consumption  of  such  articles  has 
increased.  This  consumption  could  not  be 
confined  to  the  higher  and  more  wealthy 
classes;  but  it  is  perfectly  evident  from  its 
extent  that  it  has  been  spread  over  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  Having  always 
supported  the  course  of  policy  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  it  affords  me  great  gratifica- 
tion to  read  to  the  Committee  a  statement 
which  must  be  most  satisfactory  to  them, 
and  to  no  one  more  so  than  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  who  has  taken 
so  active  a  part  in  removing  commereial 
restrictions.  I  am  perfecdy  convinced 
that  this  policy  is  the  only  coarse  which 
will  tend  to  advance  the  prosperity  of  the 
country,  and  to  promote  the  comfort  and 
well-being  of  the  great  body  of  the  people; 
and  with  their  prosperity  I  am  firmly  con- 
vinced that  the  well-being  and  comfort  of 
all  classes  is  inseparably  connected.  I 
have  now  concluded  the  statement  which 
it  was  my  duty  to  make  to  the  House.  I 
hope  I  have  rendered  it  clear  and  intel- 
ligible. If  I  have  not  done  so,  I  most 
request  that  any  hon.  Gentleman  who 
wishes  to  put  any  questions  to  ne  wiD  be 
good  enottffh  to  propose  them  al  ooee,  as  I 
am  afraid  I  shall  not  be  able  lo  remain  in 
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the  House  long.  The  vote  I  am  now 
ahout  to  move  has,  in  point  of  fact,  nothing 
to  do  with  the  statement  I  have  just  made. 
It  is  a  mere  vote,  of  course.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  concluded  hy  moving  that  a 
sum  of  8,000,0002.  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  towards  the  supply  for 
Her  Majesty. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  he  wished  to 
make  a  few  observations  on  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  mind  of  any  one  who  would  con- 
sider the  details  of  that  statement,  would 
necessarily  be  filled  with  melancholy  fore- 
bodings. For  his  part,  he  feared  that 
after  that  expenditure  of  10,000,000?.,  we 
should  find  ourselves  in  a  worse  position 
than  that  in  which  we  had  been  placed  be- 
fore. He  was  sorry  to  perceive  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  taking  no  steps 
to  improve  permanently  the  condition  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  In  his  opinion  they 
ought  above  all  things  to  adopt  some  means 
of  removing  the  existing  impediments  to 
the  transfer  of  property  from  unimproving 
to  improving  hands,  for  that  was  a  mea- 
sure which  every  one  acquainted  with  the 
state  of  Ireland  looked  upon  as  most  de- 
sirable, and  as  likely  to  produce  the  most 
beneficial  effects.  He  was  not  prepared, 
whenever  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
think  fit,  to  vote  any  more  of  those  ten 
millions  for  Ireland,  until  they  had  some 
security  that  those  measures  which  were 
remedial,  and  would  mitigate,  if  not  re- 
move, the  evil  complained  of,  would  pass. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  believe  it  to 
be  possible  that  they  could  go  on  advancing 
ten  millions  to  Ireland  alone,  while  the 
poor  in  England  and  in  Scotland  were, 
though  not  to  the  same  extent  perhaps, 
yet  still  to  a  great  extent — in  want  ?  The 
advantages  arising  from  the  liberal  com- 
mercial policy  of  a  former  Government,  had 
been  adverted  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man; but  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  say  one  word  about  his  being  pre- 
pared to  carry  out  further  reforms  that 
would  further  increase  the  commerce  of  the 
country.  The  House  would  recollect  how 
often  they  had  been  told  that  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  foreign  sugar  would  have 
an  injurious  effect;  but  the  information 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  now 
given  to  the  House,  afforded  undoubted 
proof  that  all  those  who  had  those  fears 
were  in  error,  and  those  who  were  in  fa- 
vour of  the  reduction  were  right.  He, 
therefore,  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


and  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  why  they 
should  now  stand  still,  and  allow  the  pre- 
sent restrictions  to  remain  ?  They  should 
remove  from  the  Statute-book  all  remain- 
ing restrictions,  and  allow  the  commerce 
of  the  country  to  rise  by  the  elasticity  thus 
created.  It  would  not  decrease,  but  would 
add  to  the  means  and  facilities  by  which 
they  must  be  prepared  to  meet  this  im- 
mense demand  upon  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  duty  upon 
tea,  tobacco,  copper,  and  other  articles. 
Now,  it  was  a  question  how  far  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  tea  would  cause  a  loss. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
loss  would  be  trifling,  compared  with  the 
advantages  derived  from  continuing  their 
exports  to  China.  It  was  not  the  loss  of 
the  duty  on  tea  they  were  to  consider,  but 
they  were  to  recollect  that  out  of  600  mil- 
lions of  yards  of  common  calico  that  were 
sent  from  this  country,  180  millions  went 
to  China  alone.  By  reducing  the  duty  on 
tea,  they  would  increase  the  quantity  of 
goods  exported;  they  would  also  increase 
the  revenue,  and  find  greater  employment 
to  those  who  manufactured  those  articles. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Government 
were  taking  a  one-sided  and  limited  view 
of  the  subject,  instead  of  embracing  those 
broad  principles  which  were  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  before  he  sat  down 
to  have  been  attended  with  such  admirable 
results.  With  respect  to  copper  ore,  on 
which  there  was  a  duty  of  40,00(U.  or 
50,000?.,  it  was  a  question  whether  they 
did  not  lose  three  times  the  amount  of  that 
paltry  sum  by  the  imposition  of  that  duty. 
They  lost  the  markets  of  the  whole  world, 
and  persons  abstained  from  coming  to  them 
to  give  them  the  means  of  smelting  that 
ore.  That  was  not  carrying  out  those 
great  and  liberal  principles  of  policy  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  refer- 
red. There  were  150  or  200  articles  which 
ought  in  the  same  manner  to  be  swept 
out  of  the  Tariff,  and  full  scope  should 
be  given  to  commerce,  which  had  been 
proved  by  the  measures  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to  be  so  benefi- 
cial. He  must  on  those  grounds  express 
his  deep  regret  to  see  the  whole  of  their 
policy  limited  to  Ireland.  The  Govern- 
ment should  take  the  expenditure  on  Ire- 
land as  an  extraordinary  charge.  Let  them 
take  the  surplus  of  the  ordinary  revenue, 
and  let  it  be  applied  to  bear  any  risk  in 
connexion  with  the  changes  that  take 
place,  and  let  the  extraordinary  expendi- 
ture for  Ireland  be  met  by  extraordinary 
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means.  Great  as  the  resources  of  tbe 
coantrj  were,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  Parliament  was  now  about  giving  a 
degree  of  protection  to  persons  employed 
in  factories  which  would  cramp  the  exer- 
tions in  those  factories,  and  thus  put  an 
end  to  labour  bj  means  which  appeared  to 
him  to  be  perfectly  insane.  In  the  few 
months  that  had  passed,  there  had  been  a 
decrease  of  men  on  full,  and  an  increase  of 
men  on  half,  time.  There  was  the  large 
decrease  in  two  months  of  from  1,000  to 
2,500  absolutely  idle;  and  what  would  sup- 
port them  ?  Would  their  voting  the  public 
money  away,  or  refusing  to  carry  out  those 
commercial  reforms  that  had  proved  so  be- 
neficial, tend  to  remedy  the  evil  ?  No,  they 
could  not  for  a  moment  believe  it;  and  the 
true  wisdom  would  bo  to  carry  out  those 
measures,  and  to  meet  an  extraordinary 
emergency  by  an  extraor^nary  effort.  The 
surplus  of  last  year,  he  believed,  was 
estimated  at  776,000^;  but  here  was 
2,800,000^  surplus  of  the  ordinary  re- 
venue by  the  increase  of  their  commerce; 
and  did  not  that  afford  a  strong  proof  of 
the  advantages  derived  from  removing  the 
shackles  on  trade,  and  call  on  them  also  to 
remove  the  remaining  shackles?  There 
was  another  most  melancholy  circum- 
stance, and  it  was  this :  at  tho  time  when 
those  extraordinary  expenses  were  increas- 
ing, every  one  of  their  estimates  was 
increased.  In  the  present  state  of  things, 
thoT  ought  to  SCO  wncthcr  thoso  estimates 
could  not  havo  been  brought  within  a  more 
limited  compass.  It  had  been  said  that 
Ireland  should  be  exempted  from  taxes. 
Now,  he  felt  very  strongly  that  the  in- 
come tax  should  bo  extended  to  that  country, 
as  well  as  all  other  taxes  paid  in  England, 
and  not  paid  there.  Let  Ireland  have  fair 
play.  It  could  not  bo  said  that  Ireland 
naa  fair  play,  if  there  was  not  equality  of 
taxation,  as  well  as  equality  of  privileges. 
Lot  the  same  laws  bo  extended  to  both 
countries.  He  regretted  that  no  attempt 
had  been  made  to  equalise  the  burdens  of 
the  two  countries.  If,  as  had  been  ob- 
served by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  there 
should  be  a  recurrence  of  tho  calamity  in 
Ireland,  could  tho  people  of  this  country 
be  again  called  upon  to  make  such  a  sacri- 
fice, considering  the  distressed  state  in 
which  they  were?  Until  he  heard  from 
Her  Majesty *s  Government  some  assurance 
to  the  contrary,  ho  should  not  be  satisfied 
that  there  would  not  bo  a  repetition  of  a 
similar  proposition  to  tlie  present.  He 
thought  that  such  a  proposition  was  not 


only  unjust  to  the  people  of  this  eoantfj, 
but  also  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  He 
could  not  but  express  his  regret  at  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government;  and  he 
was  sure  that  they  would  hear  loud  com- 
plaints of  their  proceedings  from  all  parts 
of  the  country.  He  was  satisfied  that  no- 
thing could  be  of  greater  importance  than 
a  strict  revision  of  the  finances  of  the 
country,  and  that  some  general  principles 
should  be  laid  down  as  to  their  future  pro- 
ceedings, and  not  adopt,  hastily,  inju- 
dicious measures  like  the  present.  Thej 
should  take  such  steps  as  would  renve  the 
commerce  of  the  country.  The  country 
would  not  be  pleased  to  find  the  income 
tax  raised  to  10  per  cent;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  obliged  to  do  so 
if  the  present  state  of  things  went  on. 
He  therefore  urged  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  tho  Government  to  adopt  a  better 
mode  of  meeting  the  evil,  instead  of  re- 
sorting to  such  a  proposition  as  the  present. 
Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  considered  the 
statement  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
have  been  the  most  unsatisfactory  that 
any  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer  had  had 
to  make  since  the  end  of  the  last  war. 
Within  the  last  few  years,  there  had  been 
a  large  addition  to  every  part  of  the  pub- 
lic expenditure.  There  had  been  a  large 
increase  in  the  charge  for  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Ordnance,  as  well  as  in  all 
the  public  departments,  including  the  col- 
lection of  the  revenue.  There  ought  to 
bo  some  provision  made  for  the  repayment 
of  this  money  within  a  few  years;  and  if 
there  was  a  proper  management  of  the 
public  finances,  this  would  be  the  case. 
The  public  expenditure  of  1832  was 
5,800,000f.  less  than  it  was  in  the  present 
year.  In  1833,  the  first  year  of  the  Re- 
form Parliament,  the  expenditure  was 
7,428.000  less  than  in  the  present  year. 
In  1835,  when  the  estimates  were  pre- 
pared by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  during  the  short  period  that  he  was 
in  office,  and  which  were  afterwards  adopt- 
ed by  the  Wiig  Government,  tho  expendi- 
ture was  7,773,000/.  less  than  at  present. 
He  conceived  that  the  House  had  a  claim 
on  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  show  why 
the  public  expenditure  was  so  much  greater 
now  than  in  previous  years.  In  1830, 
when  the  Duke  of  WeUington  was  Minis- 
ter, the  charge  for  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Ordnance,  was  three  millions  less  than  in 
the  present  year.  In  the  same  rear,  tho 
amount  of  the  salaries  paid  to  the  public 
officers  was  1,800,000?.  lets  than  at  pre- 
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self,  labouring  as  lie  was  here  in  England, 
in  common  with  all  his  professional  bre- 
thren, howsoever  hard  he  might  labour, 
was  obliged,  whatever  might  be  the  income 
which  by  his  labour  he  might  earn,  to  pay 
out  of  it  a  portion  for  his  income  tax,  from 
which  those  Irish  gentlemen  were  exempt- 
ed ?  Why,  he  wanted  to  know,  did  not  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  come  down  to 
the  House,  and,  having  stated  the  difficul- 
ties with  which  he  had  to  contend,  say  that 
there  was  a  part  which  he  could  meet  with 
justice  to  all  parties,  by  a  taxation  which 
no  Irish  gentleman  could  refuse  to  submit 
to,  and  no  English  gentleman  could  offer 
the  slightest  objection  to — that  he  was 
about  to  propose  a  property  tax  and  an  in- 
come tax  for  Ireland?  Now,  he  was  not 
going  to  propose  at  once  an  income  tax  for 
Ireland,  but  with  the  sanction  of  the  House 
he  would  bring  the  question  forward  at  a 
suitable  time  ;  and  however  painful  it  might 
be  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
meet  the  representatives  of  Ireland  after 
having  imposed  an  income  tax  upon  that 
country,  he  trusted  he  would  not  meet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  opposition,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  English  Members  would  re- 
collect that  they  had  constituencies  to  meet, 
when  he  should  propose  that  vote  to  the 
House.  He  should  propose  the  simple  and 
honest  plan  of  making  property,  whether 
in  England  or  in  Ireland,  subject  to  the 
same  burdens,  and  of  making  every  man, 
whether  he  were  an  Irishman  or  an  English- 
man, contribute  alike  to  the  imperial  ne- 
cessities. Since  the  question  of  Irish  dis- 
tress had  come  before  the  House  from  the 
commencement  of  these  debates,  they  had 
been  constantly  told  that  the  calamity  was 
an  imperial  one,  and  that  it  should  be  treat- 
ed as  an  imperial  calamity,  which  had  fallen 
upon  one  portion  of  the  empire ;  that  Ire- 
land, being  an  integral  portion  of  the  em- 
pire, had  a  right  to  be  relieved  from  the 
imperial  resources.  Granted  that  it  was 
so.  Then  the  relief  must  be  collected  from, 
the  resources  of  tho  empire,  and  it  must 
be  collected  from  Irish  as  well  as  from 
English  resources.  But  it  had  been  said, 
and  said  too  with  a  degree  of  exultation, 
**  Lay  an  income  tax  on  Ireland  if  you  like, 
but  it  will  never  be  paid."  He  was  pre- 
pared to  reply — The  landed  property  of 
Ireland  was  rated  at,  in  round  numbers, 
13,500,000^.  per  annum.  Why  not  take 
that  sum  as  the  basis  for  an  income  tax  ? 
There  was  the  annual  territorial  value  of 
Ireland,  and  they  could  set  upon  it,  at  all 
events,  a  property  tax  to  that  extent.     It 


could  not  be  said  that  they  would  not  pay 
it.  He  knew  that  Irish  gentlemen  had 
told  them  that  the  poor  rates  were  gene- 
rally perfectly  well  paid  in  Ireland  ;  but  if 
the  property  tax  were  not  paid,  he  should 
say  at  once,  "  Seize  the  land,  and  sell  it." 
No  one  need  tell  him  that  it  would  not  sell. 
They  all  knew  that  land  in  Ireland  sold 
better  than  it  did  in  England ;  that  it 
sold  not  only  more  freely,  but  fetched  more 
years'  purchase ;  and  that  being  the  case, 
who  should  tell  him  that  he  could  not  levy 
from  tho  Irish  proprietary  that  property 
tax  which  in  justice  was  due  ?  It  appeared 
to  him  that  they  were  not  going  to  get  out 
of  their  difficulties  at  the  present  time,  and 
there  was  one  matter  to  which  he  wished 
particularly  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord.  The  Government  had  calcu- 
lated that  600,000  persons  were  daily 
maintained  by  the  public  purse.  Now  the 
great  difficulty  would  be  the  disbanding 
of  that  great  multitude.  The  Government 
had  drawn  them  from  their  legitimate 
source  of  employment,  the  soil,  and  the 
great  difficulty  would  be  to  induce  them  to 
return  to  it.  If  they  would  impose  the 
taxes  he  suggested  upon  the  owners  of 
Irish  property,  they  would  give  those  pro- 
prietors a  direct  interest  in  employing  the 
population  upon  the  land.  To  lower  the 
poor  rate  they  would  be  obliged  to  make 
all  their  land  remunerative,  and  thus  a 
large  body  of  persons  would  be  enlisted 
with  the  Government  in  endeavouring  to 
get  back  the  labourers  to  the  land.  He 
knew  that  the  Government  had  a  most 
difficult  problem  to  solve ;  the  most  diffi- 
cult that  any  body  of  men  ever  had  pre- 
sented to  them.  He  did  not  blame  them 
for  the  condition  in  which  they  were  placed, 
although  in  many  instances  they  had  not 
acted  with  that  foresight  or  that  caution 
which  he  could  have  wished  for.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  loss  of  the  potato  crop  had 
produced  extraordinary  distress;  but  they 
should  not  therefore  infer  that  they  had 
to  provide  for  eight  millions.  [A  Noble 
Lord:  Sixteen  millions.]  The  noble  Lord 
was  from  Ireland.  But  he  was  speaking 
of  people,  not  pounds  sterling.  And  they 
had  not  sixteen  millions,  nor  eight  millions 
to  feed.  The  whole  Irish  population  was 
not  starving.  Did  they  not  know  that  from 
Ireland  6,000,000^.  worth  of  food  had  been 
during  the  past  year  imported  into  Eng- 
land, and  that  the  worth  of  that  food  h^ 
been  returned,  and  was  now  there  ?  They 
had  not,  therefore,  eight  millions  of  people 
to  feed,  although  they  had  a  very  large 
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nomber.  But  they  had  a  difficulty  to  con- 
tend with,  for  which  history  offered  no 
parallel.  They  had  not  only  a  people  for 
a  largo  portion  of  whom  the  food  had 
failed;  but  they  had  a  people,  the  largo 
proportion  of  whom  were  accustomed  to 
the  lowest  description  of  food,  and  they 
had  not  merely  to  supply  them,  but  to  sup- 
ply them  with  a  higher  description,  and 
one  more  difficult  to  be  obtained.  That 
was  their  difficulty.  History  afforded  them 
many  instances  of  difficulties  in  the  loss  of 
food  of  large  masses  of  population.  Every 
one  acquainted  with  the  history  of  their 
East  Indian  possessions,  must  be  aware  of 
similar  difliculties  arising  there.  The  East 
India  Company,  of  whom  he  would  speak 
with  high  approbation,  as  a  Government 
which  had  great  power,  and  at  least  good 
intentions;  which  had  great  intelligence; 
and  which  had,  moreover,  that  which  no 
Government  in  Ireland  had — a  docile  popu- 
lation— ^had  found  that  whenever  an  at- 
tempt had  been  made  by  the  Government 
to  interfere  with  the  difficulties  of  great 
masses  of  the  community,  every  inter- 
ference had  only  tended  to  increase  the  mis- 
chief, and  cause  ten  thousand  times  more 
harm.  So  home  had  that  come  to  the  East 
India  Company,  that  they  had  formed  the 
wise  resolution  not  to  interfere  with  those 
difficulties  to  which  the  people  were  unhap- 
pily subject.  They  had  done  away  with 
the  obstructions  to  the  obtaining  of  food 
by  the  population,  but  they  had  done 
nothing  towards  directly  enabling  tliem  to 
obtain  it.  Similar  consequences  had  fol- 
lowed, he  contended,  in  Ireland.  lie  held 
in  his  hand  a  statement  made  by  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergymen  of  Mallow  and 
Fermoy,  from  which,  with  the  leave  of  the 
Committee,  he  would  read  a  few  lines.  It 
stated,  that  the  distress  of  the  puople, 
not  of  that  county  oidy,  but  of  the  towns 
and  suburbs,  was  very  great,  wliich  iu  tlicir 
case  he  asserted  could  not  be  attributed 
to  the  loss  of  tlie  potato  crop,  or  as  result- 
ing from  the  same  causes  which  had  led  to 
the  distress  of  the  agricultural  population; 
for  these  persons  had  no  .gardens,  no  po- 
tato crops,  and  the  Committee  was  at 
length  obliged  to  acLuowledgc  the  astound- 
ing fact,  that  a  corrcspunding  degree  of 
distress  existed  every  year  throughuut  the 
country.  If  a  similar  iuouiry  had  been 
instituted  last  year,  or  should  be  instituted 
next,  they  would  find  the  same  accounts 
returned  of  a  vast  |»ortion  of  the  popula- 
tion subsisting  u|>on  one  meal  or  half  a 
meal  a  day.    It  was,  iu  fact,  tlio  ordinoij 


condition  of  the  Irish  people;  and  what 
was  the  moral  he  woiud  draw  from  the 
statement  he  was  making  ?  He  was  not 
making  it  to  cast  any  imputation  upon 
any  class  of  gentlemen,  and  therefore  he 
hoped  ho  would  not  be  met  by  that  angry 
vituperation  with  which  he  was  generdly 
assailed.  He  observed  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  smiling.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
might  smile;  but  he  did  not  consider  it  a 
subject  for  smiling  or  laughter.  They 
were  dealing  with  the  resources  of  a  great 
people,  for,  ne  hoped,  great  purposes.  And 
what,  then,  was  the  moral  he  would  draw  ? 
It  was,  that  Englishmen  being  suddenly 
called  upon  to  inspect  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  people,  unaccustomed  as  they  were 
to  see  such  a  state  of  thmgs,  drew  a  com- 
parison at  once  between  it  and  the  condi- 
tion of  the  En^^ish  people.  The  Govern- 
ment came  at  once  to  tne  conclusion  that 
the  position  was  an  unexampled  and  un- 
heard-of one,  and  they  rushed  forward  to 
relieve  the  distress,  and  they  had  thereby 
added  to  it.  They  had  dried  up  the  re- 
sources of  private  charity  in  that  country, 
and  they  hod  stopped  tne  flow  of  capital 
in  its  proper  channels.  They  had  dnawn 
off  the  people  from  the  cultivation  of  the 
land,  and  nad  exacerbated  all  the  bitter 
feelings  that  existed.  They  should  recol- 
lect that  they  had  in  Ireland  a  people  not 
accustomed  to  habits  of  forethought,  but 
willing  to  trust  for  help  to  anybody  rather 
than  to  themselves  or  their  own  exertions. 
And  they  had  now  the  whole  population  of 
that  country  thrown  upon  the  Government 
in  consequence  of  their  good  intentions. 
They  had  thrown  those  people  together. 
They  congregated  in  various  places  G(J<),000 
of  tliem;  so  that,  as  they  had  bceu  in- 
formed by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
they  had  three  millions  of  people  depend- 
ing upon  them,  and  requiring  an  expendi- 
ture of  about  I,(XX),iHXu.  a  niunth,  which 
would  be  required  until  the  mouth  of  Au- 
gust next,  because,  as  they  were  told,  they 
had  more  distress  in  summer  than  iu  win- 
ter. But  how  were  tliey  to  form  the  esti- 
mate that  the  outlay  was  to  bo  until  Au- 
gust i  There  was  no  potato  crop  nuw. 
Ikitween  the  end  of  the  hay  har^'e&t  and 
the  corn  harvest,  there  would  be  no  pota- 
toes; and  even  if  they  were  to  be  now 
{ilanted,  they  would  not  be  ripe  in  August. 
\\ii  as  aid  to  the  people  they  were  pn>- 
mised  seed,  for  tlio  purchase  uf  which 
50.0U1)/.  had  been  roU^l  Wliv,  if.  in- 
stead of  50, U0<»/.  they  luid  voted  l.OoO.OOO/. 
it  wottkl  not  have  amtwered  tbe  porpoikc. 
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To  use  a  newfangled  phrase,  they  had 
demoralized  the  Irish  people.  They  had 
constituted  themselves  corn  chandlers,  and 
taught  the  people  to  look  to  them  for  sup- 
port. They  had  done  for  the  people  just 
"what  the  farmer  would  do  on  his  farm ;  and 
they  fancied  that  they  could  govern  a  king- 
dom in  this  manner.  Again  and  again 
he  would  beg  of  the  noble  Lord  to  be 
convinced,  that  he  did  not  attribute  to  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  the  whole 
of  this  mischief.  He  did  not  forget  what 
had  been  done  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  with  the  same  benevolent  feelings 
— feehngs  for  which  he  gave  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  praise  at  the  time,  and  for 
which  he  was  still  willing  to  give  him 
praises.  In  consequence  of  the  failure  of 
the  potato  crop  last  year,  there  had  been  a 
rush  of  misery  upon  them.  The  whole 
Irish  people  seemed  convinced  with  the 
notion,  that  they  had  but  to  say  that  they 
were  starving,  in  order  to  get  relief  from 
England;  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
the  entire  burden  of  their  support  had  been 
thrown  upon  the  Government.  He  would 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  made 
themselves  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact,  that  the  people 
would  not  subscribe  in  Ireland  to  reheve 
the  distress,  as  they  expected  that  Govern- 
ment would  do  all  ?  He  had  letters  to 
that  effect  sent  to  him  from  every  part  of 
Ireland ;  and  he  would  appeal  to  the  ex- 
perience of  hon.  Gentlemen,  whether  the 
conclusion  come  to  was,  that  Government 
ought  not  to  have  depended  partly  on  pri- 
vate charity,  but  ought  to  have  done  every- 
thing themselves  ?  He  considered  that, 
instead  of  Government  having  done  too 
little,  it  was  a  proof  they  had  interfered 
far  too  much.  He  begged  to  thank  the 
Committee  for  the  attention  with  which 
they  had  listened  to  him.  He  warned  the 
Government  before  it  was  too  late — ^before 
the  whole  of  the  mischief  was  done — to 
beware  how  they  proceeded.  They  should 
recollect,  if  Ireland  was  to  be  sown  with 
any  portion  of  the  Lenten  crop,  the  dread- 
ful evil  which  must  attend  weakening  the 
people,  and  drawing  them  from  tlie  cul- 
tivation of  the  soil.  Ho  considered  that 
there  never  were  a  people  more  sure  of 
disappointment,  than  the  Government  in 
their  loan  of  eight  millions.  They  were 
certain,  before  the  end  of  the  year,  of 
finding  their  Exchequer  empty;  Parlia- 
ment not  sitting ;  themselves  without  the 
possibility  of  assisting  the  people ;  and  yet 
Burrounded  by  the  same  cry  of  "give," 


which  they  were  now  met  with.  They 
would  find  the  people  still  worse  than  at 
present;  and  that  all  their  benevolence 
would  have  ended  in  making  the  large 
mass  of  existing  misery  still  worse  than 
before.  Therefore,  he  would  say  to  them, 
**  Beware  in  time ;  stay  your  step  while  you 
are  able,  and  be  just  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, by  imposing  upon  those  in  Ireland 
who  are  able  to  pay  their  quota  of  the  ex- 
pense necessary  to  meet  the  evil ;  and  thus 
guard  against  dragging  the  EngHsh  people 
hereafter  down  to  that  miserable  condition 
in  which  we  now  sec  our  Irish  fellow- 
subjects." 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL :  I  rise  to  ad- 
dress the  Committee,  Sir,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  adding  anything  further  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  statement  with  respeot 
to  the  financial  estimates  of  the  year,  in 
which,  as  has  been  admitted,  he  stated  the 
views  of  the  Government  so  clearly  to  the 
Committee,  that  I  do  not  think  any  fur- 
ther explanation  of  them  necessary;  but 
because  I  wish  to  enter  at  once  into  dis- 
cussion with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down.  For,  admitting,  as  he  did 
admit  to  the  Government,  that  he  is  con- 
scientiously persuaded  that  his  views  are 
for  the  benefit  of  the  country,  I  think  he 
completely  deceived  himself ;  and  that  he 
would,  if  listened  to  by  the  House,  so  comp 
pletely  deceive  Parliament,  that  I  believe 
there  would  be  the  greatest  danger  if  the 
Parliament  consulted  him  on  the  matter. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says,  in 
the  first  place,  with  regard  to  taxation, 
that  it  is  a  question  on  which  he  wishes 
to  introduce,  on  some  future  day,  a  Mo- 
tion to  the  effect  that  the  income  tax 
ought  immediately  to  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land. But  the  hon.  Gentleman  admits 
that  this  is  an  imperial  calamity,  to  be  met 
by  imperial  means;  for  as  Ireland  is  a  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  the  evil  ought  not 
to  fall  upon  that  country  alone.  But 
though  it  is  an  imperial  calamity,  we  must 
recoUect  that  it  has  pressed  most  severely 
upon  Ireland;  and  Uiat  those  proprietors 
who  have  taken  care  of  their  neighbours, 
and  of  the  destitute  poor  belonging  to  their 
own  estates,  have  of  course  been  obliged 
to  make  very  considerable  sacrifices — ^t 
they  have  received,  perhaps,  only  a  small 
portion  of  their  rents — and  that  they  have 
expended  fully  as  much  as  the  whole  of 
their  usual  income.  I  should  say,  there- 
fore, that  while  such  is  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  even  admitting,  which  I  am  most 
ready  to  do,  that  while  it  waa  wifle  in  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  first  instance, 
not  to  have  imposed  an  income  tax  on  Ire- 
land, jet  if  we  were  to  look  to  that  income 
tax  continuing  for  many  years,  it  should 
be  justly  extended  to  Ireland.  Making 
that  admission,  I  do  say,  that  I  cannot 
think  it  would  be  wise,  or  just,  or  consider- 
ate, to  impose  that  tax  upon  Ireland  at 
the  present  moment.  I  cannot,  therefore, 
ag^ee  in  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  But  he  then  went  on 
with  an  argument  to  show,  in  the  first 
place,  that  this  was,  after  all,  nothing  but 
the  ordinary  state  of  Ireland.  Why,  Sir, 
he  had  a  paper  which  he  read  in  support 
of  this  part  of  his  case;  and  which  paper 
I  read  when  it  was  brought  to  me  some- 
where about  the  month  of  October  last. 
It  proceeded  from  a  committee  formed  in 
Mallow.  They  stated  that  they  were  as- 
tonished to  find,  and  I  was  also  astonished 
when  they  told  me,  that  artisans,  and  la- 
bourers, and  small  shopkeepers  in  that 
town  lived  on  a  miserable  pittance  of  food 
in  ordinary  times;  and  for  the  greater  part 
of  the  year  subsisted  on  one  meal  a  aay. 
That  state  of  distress  which  they  thought 
extreme,  was  the  usual  state  of  the  town; 
but.  Sir,  though  such  may  be  the  condition 
of  Mallow  in  ordinary  years,  it  would,  I 
think,  be  very  rash  to  say  that  the  present 
state  of  Ireland,  is  at  all  similar  to  the  or- 
dinary condition  of  the  country  generally. 
Why,  let  us  suppose,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
will  give  us  any  unfair  notion  of  the  cala- 
mity, that  three-fourths  of  the  wheat  crop 
was  lost  in  the  country,  and  that  there 
was  also  a  great  insufficiency  of  oats,  would 
that,  I  ask,  be  not  an  extraordinary  state 
for  tliis  country  to  bo  in  ?  Last  year  there 
was,  in  point  of  quantity,  an  abundant  sup- 
ply of  potatoes.  This  year  they  failed 
within  three  months  after  the  gathering, 
and  this  produced  a  most  extraordinary 
calamity  in  Ireland;  for  the  very  reason 
that  so  large  a  portion  of  the  people  are 
always  almost  on  the  borders  of  famine  in 
ordinary  years.  It  is  that  state  of  the 
people  in  ordinary  times  that  has  made  the 
calamity  so  great.  But  it  is  no  reason  for 
saying  that  this  is  nothing  more  than  an 
ordinary  calamity.  It  is,  on  the  contrary, 
the  cause  of  its  having  become  a  most  ex- 
traordinary calamity  which  has  fallen  upon 
the  people  of  Ireland.  Let  us  look  to  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  this  country 
when  any  want  of  employment,  or  the 
deamess  of  provisions,  or  other  cause,  pro- 
duces great  distress.  At  ordinary  times 
the  poorer  classes  in  England  are  able  to 


purchase  a  little  tea  and  sugar,  and  such 
articles;  they  are  able  to  provide  them- 
selves with  some  little  luxuries,  and  to 
send  their  children  to  school — they  are 
able,  out  of  their  small  incomes,  to  provide 
for  these  expenses.  Then,  when  a  year  of 
calamity  comes,  they  take  their  children 
from  school;  they  reduce  the  quality  of 
their  food  to  whatever  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  their  subsistence,  cutting  off  every 
other  source  of  expenditure.  When  aU 
this  fails,  they  come  to  the  parochial 
board;  they  are  obliged  to  go  before  the 
board  of  guardians  to  state  the  distress  of 
their  families.  The  man  goes  on  the  roads 
breaking  stones  as  a  test  of  his  destitution, 
and  he  there  receives  a  certain  allowance, 
from  the  board  for  hb  subsistence,  and 
that  of  his  family.  Now,  although  that  is  a 
very  melancholy  state  of  things,  and  one 
which  we  call  a  state  of  great  distress  in 
this  country,  yet  it  is  a  state  of  distress 
which  can  be  borne,  and  which  is  borne; 
and  it  is  a  remarkable  circmnstance  that 
in  Mr.  Thornton's  work  on  over-popula- 
tion, one  of  the  maxims  which  ne  lays 
down  is,  that  in  a  year  of  very  great 
scarcity  he  was,  after  all,  imable  to  hear 
of  one  person  who  had  been  starred  to 
death  in  this  country.  Why,  Sir,  is  not 
that  a  very  different  state  from  Ireland  ? 
Must  we  not  admit  that  a  meet  extraordi- 
nary calamity  has  fallen  upon  Ireland,  when 
we  hear  of  the  dreadful  numbers  who  un- 
fortunately die  every  day  from  absolute 
starvation?  Is  it  not  clear  that  unless 
there  were  some  means  adopted  to  preserve 
those  persons,  that  the  deaths,  instead  of 
stopping  at  the  great  numbers  in  which 
they  now  occur,  would  be  multiplied  ten  or 
a  hundred  times?  Well,  what  have  we 
done  to  meet  this  evil  ?  We  have  taken 
something  like  the  analogy  to  be  drawn 
from  the  case'^of  England  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  finding  that  the  immediate 
resources  of  Ireland  were  not  able  to  meet 
the  exigency  of  a  single  year,  we  looked  to 
ttie  mode  in  which  destitution  was  relieved 
in  England.  We  gave  the  people  money 
for  the  purchase  of  food ;  but  we  required 
some  labour  in  return,  as  a  test  to  show 
that  they  were  destitute,  and  that  they 
were  in  need  of  relief.  That  is  the  course 
pursued  in  England  where  relief  is  required, 
and  it  is  the  course  under  which  millions 
of  money  have  been  expended  ever  since 
the  poor  law  was  enacted  in  this  country. 
But  in  Ireland,  seeing  that  there  did  not 
exist  a  poor  law  to  the  same  extent  as  here, 
and  that  there  were  not  reaonrees  in  thai 
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country  to  enable  them  at  once  to  meet  the 
extent  of  the  calamity,  we  advanced  large 
sums  of  money  from  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer to  enable  the  people  of  Ireland,  in 
some  degree,  to  ward  off  the  famine  that 
was  impending  over  them.     There  may  be 
different  ways  of  relieving  that  distress,  or 
the  ways  which  wo  have  taken  may  not 
have  been  the  wisest.    Even  the  Bill  which 
is  now  going  through  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  may  doubtless  have  its  defects, 
and  be  inadequate  to  meet  the  calamity ; 
but  I  could  not  reconcile  it  with  the  duties 
of  the  Government  for  us  to  lie  down  in 
quiet,  and  that  no  effort  at  all  should  be 
made.     I  could  not  think  it  would  be  wise 
to  abandon  the  people  of  that  country  al- 
together, and  to  leave  them  to  rest  on  the 
ordinary  operations  of  trade,  in  the  hope 
that  they  would  find  assistance  from  those 
ordinary   resources.     I  believe  that,  had 
we  adopted  such  a  course,  the  feelings  and 
the  opinion  of  this  House  would  really  have 
been  against  us ;  and  that  the  economy — 
the  unwise  economy,  as  I  believe  it  would 
be — would  not  be  supported  by  the  appro- 
bation of  the  Parliament  of  this  country. 
While  I  say  this,   I  give   the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  full  credit  for  believing 
that  the  course  which  he  recommends  is 
that  which,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  be 
pursued,  and  which  he  thinks  would  lead 
to  the  best  ends.    Now,  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  there  is  no 
doubt  but  that  a  very  formidable  transition 
is  to  be  passed  through.     There  is,   no 
doubt,  some  truth  in  the  representation  of 
the  hon.   and  learned  Gentleman,  of  the 
danger  attendant  on  employing  the  people 
on  public   works,  and  withdrawing  them 
from  field  labour ;  but  I  think  the  evil  thus 
caused  has  been  very  much  exaggerated, 
because  I  have  taken  great  pains  to  get 
information  on  this  matter.     Persons  have 
been  sent  through  the  country  to   make 
inquiries;  and  they  state  that  though  so 
many  people  have  been  employed  on  the 
public  works,  there  were  numbers  besid^ 
who  were  asking  to  be  so  employed,  with- 
out success,  and  who  could  get  no  employ- 
ment from  the  farmers,  or  no  employment 
on  their   own   holdings,  and   who   loudly 
complained  that  they  were  not  employed 
on  the  public  works.    It  is  clear,  therefore, 
that  there  was  sufficient  surplus  labour  in 
the  country  that  might  be  employed   in 
agriculture   when   necessary.      I   do   not 
think,  therefore,  that  the  statement  of  the 
evil  caused  in  this  way,  is  true  to  the  extent 
alleged.     I  do  not  think  it  is  true,  either, 
VOL.XC.    {T^) 


that  the  people  have  been  demoralised  by 
these  public  works.     I  find  that  although 
the  work  done  has  been  very  deficient  in 
some  instances,  yet,  in  many  others,  the 
taskwork  has  been  duly  performed — that 
the  men  engaged  upon  it  have  performed 
their  labour  properly — and  that  the  work 
has   been   efficiently   completed   by  them 
according  to  the  payment  which  they  re- 
ceived.    Now,  this  may  be  a  foolish  way 
for  Parliament  to  lay  out  the  money,  but 
it  does  not  follow  that  the  people  are  in 
consequence  to  be  demoralised.    A  gentle- 
man may  choose  to  lay  out  a  great  deal  of 
money  in  forming  an  ornamental  piece  of 
water  in  his  park,  or  in  effecting  alterations 
in  his  pleasure  grounds ;  that  may  be  a  very 
foolish  expenditure  on  his  part,  but  the  men 
employed  on  that  labour  are   not  demo- 
ralised.    They  perform  the  work  as  well 
as  they  would  any  other  labour  on  which 
they  might  be  employed ;  and  in  the  same 
way  those  employed  on  the  public  works 
executed  in  Ireland  may  have  performed 
the  work  as  well  as  they  would  if  Parlia- 
ment had  engaged   them  to   deepen   the 
most  useful  harbour,  or  to  construct  any 
other  most  useful  work.     The  great  ques- 
tion for  us  to  consider,  will  be,  whether  we 
can  carry  safely  through  that  change  in 
Irish  society  which  must  be   come  to — 
whether  those  persons  who  are  now  mere 
cottier  tenants  can  be  turned  into  labourers 
— and  whether  the  landlords  can,  together, 
employ  so  much  capital  on  the  land  as  will 
make  the  work  of  these  labourers  useful 
and  necessary,  and  thereby  raise  a  suffi- 
cient quantity  of  food  from  the  soil  to  pro- 
vide for  the  sustenance  of  the  people  in 
future  years.     I  believe,   myself,   that  if 
there  were  sufficient   time  to  do  it,   the 
change    might    be    safely    accomplished. 
When  the  lamentable  failure  of  the  potato 
crop  was  first  ascertained,  everybody  cried 
out  that  potato  culture  was  an  injurious 
culture  for  Ireland,  and  that  feeling  once 
generally  come  to,  an  alteration  might  in 
seven  or  eight  years  be  carried  out  with 
advantage  to  the  country.     That  such  a 
change  may  be  stUl  carried  out,  I  do  hope  ; 
but  at  the  same  time  I  feel  it  cannot  now 
be  effected  without  very  great  distress  being 
produced,  both  in  this  country  and  in  Ire- 
land.   It  is  a  matter,  I  feel,  which  requires 
very  great  consideration  and  great  caution. 
In  the  meantime  it  will  be  necessary  to 
carry  through  this  House  and  the  other 
House   of  Parliament,  a  more   extended 
poor  law  for  Ireland.     And  on  this  subject 
I  maintain  still  what  I  said  the  other  night, 
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that  I  do  not  think  on  the  principle  of  that 
poor  law  there  will  he  any  ohjection  raised 
on  the  part  of  Irish  Members,  or  on  the 
part  of  Irish  proprietors  in  general.    With 
regard  to  the  details — to  the  mode  of  ra- 
ting, to  the  extent  of  the  districts  to  which 
the  rating  is  to  he  applied,  and  such  points 
— ^there  may,  no  doubt,  he  much  difference 
of  opinion ;  but  on  the  principle  of  the  ex- 
tension of  the  poor  law  in  Ireland,  I  belieye 
no  difference  will  be  found  to  exist.     Sir, 
with  regard  to  the  immediate  finances  of 
this  question,  I  wish  only  to  address  a  few 
words,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
CoTontry,  who  complained  in  his  speech  of 
the  very  great  increase  of  expense  which 
we  propose.    Now,  I  will  not  say  anything 
with  regard  to  the  miscellaneous  estimates. 
They  have  not  been  yet  produced ;  and  it 
is  impossible,  therefore,  to  enter  now  into 
them.     But  with  regard  to  the  great  in- 
crease which  is  proposed  in  the  army,  the 
navy,  and  the  ordnance  estimates,  I  must 
Bay  that,  however  much  I  may  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry  on  the  ne- 
cessity of  economy,  I  do  not  believe  we  are 
at  all  exceeding  that  which  is  necessary 
for  the  defence  of  this  country.    I  believe, 
on  the  contrary,  that  if  our  means  were 
more  extensive,  it  would  be  wiser  for  this 
country  to  give  a  larger  expenditure  for 
some  of  those  branches  of  military  and 
naval  defences  that  cannot  be  made  perfect 
in  a  few  months,  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
require  years  to  bring  them  to  that  state 
of  eflRciency  in  which  the  military  and  naval 
powers  of  the  country  should  be  found  in 
case  of  any  danger  of  war  hereafter  arising. 
But  so  far  as  compared  with  the  estimates 
which   the   House   sanctioned  last   year, 
there  is  no  very  great  excess  now  proposed. 
The  Committee  will  recollect  that  for  the 
sake  of  producing  a  greater  uniformity  in 
the  accounts,  the  estates  under  these  heads 
were  taken  last  year  for  only  three-quarters 
of  a  year.     Now,  last  year,  the  array  esti- 
mates amounted  to  G,G!5/),()i)0/.    This  year, 
the  army  estimates  are  0,840,000/.     But, 
then,  the  supplemental  vote  last  year  was 
192,173/.,  leaving  the  real   increase  not 
more  than  12,827/.     Again,  with  regard 
to  the   ordnance   estimates,    the   amount 
last  vear  was  2,543,000/.,  and  this  year 
2,67f>.000/.,  being  an  increase  of  13,5.000/. 
odd;  but,  then,  from  this  sum  is  to  be  de- 
ducted the  amount  of  the  deferred  vote  last 
year,  67,209/.,  leaving  the  real  increase 
only   G8,259/.     That    increase   has   been 
thought  necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
creasing tho  number  of  men  in  that  impor- 


tant branch  of  the  service.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  it  requires 
some  time  to  make  men  efficient  in  that 
particular  branch ;  and  it  is  for  this  reason 
that  we  have  proposed  to  increase  the 
number  at  present.  With  regard  to  the 
navy,  the  increase  is  77,428/.  for  which 
sum  we  propose  to  make  an  increase  in  the 
service  of  1,500  men.  Therefore,  though 
the  increase  is  undoubtedly  very  large  since 
the  years  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
alluded— 1834  and  1835— I  do  not  thhak 
it  at  all  too  much  for  the  defence  of  a  great 
empire  such  as  this  at  present  is.  I  beuere 
that,  with  the  increase  of  our  commerce,  it 
is  necessary  to  have  a  large  and  consider- 
able increase  in  our  army  and  navy;  and  I 
believe  that  the  security  which  is  felt  in 
our  trade  and  commerce,  derived  from  a 
knowledge  that  the  military  and  naval 
branches  are  sufficient  for  their  protection 
on  all  occasions,  is  one  reason  whj  our 
commerce  flourishes  as  it  now  does. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  Sur,  my  richt 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche^ 
quer,  whose  departure  I  deplore  on  ac- 
count of  its  cause,  whilst  I  greatly  admire 
that  high  spirit  and  bravery  which  have 
induced  him,  in  the  midst  of  great  suffer- 
ing, to  leave  a  sick  hod  to  perform  his 
public  duties  here,  was,  I  think,  not  want- 
ing in  his  usual  discretion  in  forbearing  to 
hint  at  the  taxes  which  may  next  year  have 
to  be  raised  to  supply  the  deficiency  in  the 
Exchequer.  My  right  hon.  Friend  says, 
that  this  is  a  year  in  which  it  is  not  at  aU 
advisable,  for  many  reasons,  to  enter  much 
into  the  money  question,  or  to  discuss  the 
expediency  of  raising  a  greater  fund  by 
meafls  of  increased  taxation.  And  my 
right  hon.  Friend  said,  that  a  stacniation 
in  the  trade  of  the  country  was  likely  to 
be  the  consequence  of  any  proposal  for 
increasing  the  income  tax.  But  I  am. 
Sir,  inclined  to  think  that  there  is  another 
cause  why  this  is  not  thought  a  year  in 
which  it  would  l>e  advisable  to  put  forward 
tbe  question  of  renewing  the  income  tax  ; 
and  that  is  the  circumstance  of  its  being 
usually  supposed  that  Parliament  is  in  tho 
last  year  of  its  existence.  It  was  no  doubt 
thought  most  inconvenient  and  unadvisable 
for  the  Government  to  go  to  an  election 
with  tho  prestige  that  they  had  just  re- 
newed the  income  tax,  which  a  few  yearn 
ago  they  had  so  loudly  condemned. 

I  am  not  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry  has  expressed  great  disap- 
pointment at  the  increase  in  tho  naval  and 
military  eeryicea  of  tho  cuuntry.  1  am  aure 
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that  all  those  who  recollect  the  high-flown 
promises  in  which  my  nohle  Friend  the 
Memher  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire 
(Lord  Morpeth)  indulged  upon  a  late  occa- 
sion, when  he  issued  forth  from  his  **  na- 
tural Woods  and  Forests,"  for  the  purpose 
of  addressing  the  electors  of  Sheffield,  and 
assured  his  auditors  there,  that  the  first 
result  of  free  trade  in  com  would  he,  that 
their  representative,  Mr.  Ward,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Admiralty,  would  he  ahle 
to  maintain  the  Navy  of  England  without 
applying  to  his  Friend,  Mr.  Parker,  for  in- 
creased taxes  ;  that  the  first  necessary 
consequence  of  free  trade  in  corn  would  be 
— **  that  the  musket  would  drop  from  the 
hand  of  the  soldier,  and  the  red  artillery 
would  cease  its  murderous  flashes** — must 
he  greatly  surprised  to  find  the  practical 
result  of  free  trade  in  corn  to  be  an  imme- 
diate increase  of  the  miUtary,  naval,  and 
ordnance  establishments.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Coventry  has,  I  think,  great  reason 
to  feel  disappointed  at  finding  that  free 
trade  in  com  has  led  to  an  increase  of 
1,200  men  for  the  Artillery,  and  1,500 
for  the  Navy. 

I  will  not  follow  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
through  his  last  statement  in  respect 
to  the  finances  of  the  country ;  but 
when  he  says  that  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Lynn  will  not  be  surprised 
that  he  should  not  have  consented  to 
raise  4,000,000?.  sterling  for  the  pur- 
pose of  affording  employment  for  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  in  profitable  reproductive 
works  connected  with  railway  enterprise,  I 
must  confess  I  am  more  than  ever  surprised 
by  the  statement  of  the  Minister  this  even- 
ing, by  which  it  appears  he  prefers  to 
spend  10,000,000?.  sterling,  of  which 
5,000,000?.  is  to  come  out  of  the  Enghsh 
purse,  in  the  employment  of  labour  that 
can  yield  no  return,  to  its  profitable  employ- 
ment in  the  constmction  of  Irish  railways. 
And  I  was  still  more  surprised  when  I  heard 
my  right  hon.  Friend  say,  that  the  great 
prosperity  in  the  revenue  of  the  country 
arose  in  a  great  degree  from  the  circum- 
stance of  the  vast  extent  of  speculation 
which  for  the  last  few  years  had  taken 
place  in  the  country,  and  the  turn  it  had 
taken  in  the  investment  by  people  of 
"  their  money  in  works  at  home,  instead  of 
Mississippi  stock  or  Pennsylvanian bonds." 
Now  I  think  that  that  is  the  very  worst 
argument  Goyemment  could  urge  why  they 
should  not  be  disposed  to  advance  money 
for  railway  enterprise  in  Ireland. 


My  right  hon.  Friend  congratulated 
himself  greatly  at  the  increase  in  the 
revenue  derivable  from  various  articles 
of  consmnption,  all  of  which  he  ascribed 
to  the  effects  of  free  trade  and  the  re- 
duction of  duties.  True  it  is  that  in 
many  of  those  articles  he  quoted,  there 
have  been  reductions  made  in  the  duty. 
There  have  been  such  in  the  articles  of 
coffee  and  butter;  but  he  forgot  to  observe 
when  he  told  the  Committee  that  the  con- 
sumption of  butter  had  increased  between 
the  years  1843  and  1845  from  148,000 
cwt.  to  240,000  cwt.,  that  there  was  no 
reduction  of  duty  effected  in  the  mean  time. 
It  is  true  there  has  been  an  increase  again 
in  1846  to  250,000  cwt.,  but  the  gradual 
increase  in  this  article  arose  out  of  the  im- 
proved circumstances  of  the  country. 
Cheese,  too,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
had  increased  between  1845  and  1846 
from  258,000?.  to  357,000/.;  but  this  arti- 
cle had  also  increased  from  1843  to  1845 
from  166,000?.  to  258,000?.,  when  again 
there  had  been  no  reduction  of  duty.  I  do 
not,  therefore,  see  any  great  groimds  for  his 
congratulations  for  this  increase  as  the  re- 
sults of  free  trade.  He  has  been  kind 
enough  to  tell  you  that  there  has  been  an 
equal  increase  in  the  article  of  tea,  the 
duty  upon  which  is  250?.  per  cent;  and  he 
said  that  the  number  of  pounds  eonsmned 
in  1841  was  41,000,0001b.,  which  had  in- 
creased in  1846  to  46,000,000  lb.  On  tea, 
there  has  been  no  reduction  of  duty.  But  if 
my  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  thonght  it 
discreet  to  forbear  quoting  much  further 
upon  the  increase  of  consumption  in  these 
articles,  he  might  have  gone  on  to  hops, 
malt,  British  spirits,  he.  He  will  find 
that  there  is  the  same  increase  in  these 
articles  as  in  the  others  upon  which  the  du- 
ties have  been  reduced.  The  increased 
consumption  in  hops,  between  1843  and 
1845,  has  been  from  27,000,000  lb.  to 
32,000,000  lb.  Malt  has  increased  from 
1843  to  1846,  from  35,000,000  of  bushels 
to  41,000,000  of  bushels.  Now,  I  ask 
what  has  free  trade  to  do  with  this  in- 
crease? Sir,  I  think  that  the  13,000,000?. 
or  15,000,000?.  that  has  been  spent  yearly 
upon  railway  enterprise  in  this  country, 
has  been  the  means  of  affording  to  all 
those  engaged  in  their  constmction,  and 
depending  upon  their  labour  for  the  means 
of  Hving,  the  benefits  of  this  immensely  in- 
creased consumption.  There  is  one  increase 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  spoken  of, 
upon  which  I  can  hardly  congratulate  the 
I  Mouse  and  the  country.  He  has  told  us 
N2 
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that  there  is  304,000?.  increase  to  the 
revenue,  arising  chiefly  out  of  the  consump- 
tion of  slave-grown  sugar.  Entertaining  the 
opinions  which  I  do  on  this  suhject,  1  feel 
that  I  cannot  congratulate  the  country  upon 
this  increase  upon  an  article  produced  hy  the 
encouragement  of  the  slave  trade.  There 
was  another  point  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  congratulated  himself  upon  in  re- 
spect to  an  increase  of  revenue  arising 
from  the  silk  manufacture.  He  told  you 
that  the  revenue  on  silk  has  hecn  increased 
from  218.000?.  to  297,000?.  When  I 
know  what  the  present  condition  of  the 
silk  weavers  is — when  I  know  that  the 
effect  of  the  importation  of  this  article  has 
heen  to  reduce  the  wages  of  the  Spital- 
fields  weavers,  at  a  time,  too,  when  the 
price  of  corn  and  hrcad  was  rising,  I  can- 
not rejoice  in  the  increase  of  revenue  ob- 
tained hy  this  means.  It  is  hut  three  days 
ago  that  I  received  a  letter  from  the  unfor- 
tunate Spitalfields  weavers,  an  extract  of 
which  I  will  read,  and  when  the  House 
hears  it,  I  think  you  will  not  very  much 
rejoice  over  an  increased  revenue  derived 
from  this  source.  They  say — 

"  With  feelings  of  considerable  diffidence,  yet 
with  a  desire  to  benefit  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  we  take  the  lil>erty  of  informing  your 
Lordship  that  we  follow  the  silk  trade  of  Spital- 
fields, and  have  attended  in  deputations  on  your 
Lordship,  and  we  thank  you  sincerely  for  the 
vigorous  efforts  your  lA>rd8hip  has  made  on  behalf 
of  the  silk  trade  of  England;  but  wo  are  sorry  to 
inform  you  that  the  prediction  respecting  the  new 
system  has  been  painfully  realised;  nearly  one  half 
the  silk  trade  of  Spitalfields  has  been  thrown  out 
of  employment.  Hundreds  have  gone  to  the 
workhouse,  great  numbers  have  died,  and  are 
dying  from  want.  Some  of  the  best  workmen  of 
Spitalfields  are  now  working  at  the  pump  in  Beth- 
nal  Green  workhouse.  Wages  have  been  greatly 
reduced,  from  1 0  to  30  per  cent — (one  master  haj 
taken  \m.  out  of  3«.  from  the  wages  of  the  opera- 
tives)— making  a  diflference  of  about  5*.  a  week 
reduction;  also  one  of  the  large  masters  of  Spi- 
talfields, employing  about  500  hands,  is  now  re- 
tiring from  business,  although  a  free  trader." 

These,  then,  are  the  results  of  free  trade. 
That  was  the  consequence  of  the  increase 
of  revenue  from  1845  to  184G,  which  we 
have  obtained  by  reducing  the  protective 
duties  on  silk  manufactures.  But  it  is 
much  to  the  credit  of  these  poor  silk 
weavers,  that  in  all  their  distress  they 
do  not  grudge  their  assistance  towards  the 
relief  of  their  poor  Irish  brethren.  ^V^lat- 
ever  may  be  the  feelings  of  some  Mem- 
bers in  this  House,  or  the  other,  I  do  be- 
lieve that  the  working  classes  of  this  coun- 
try sympathize  with  the  working  classes  of 
IreUnd;  and  it  is  on  that  subject  that  the 


silk  weavers  have  written  to  me,  for  that 
which  I  have  read  to  the  House  is  only  the 
postscript  of  their  letter.  To  the  great 
honour  of  these  poor  people,  thej  have 
written  to  me  to  express  their  sympa- 
thies with  their  fellow-sufferers  in  Ireland- 
They  said— 

"  My  Lord — ^With  feelings  of  considerable  diill- 
dence,  yet  with  a  desire  to  benefit  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  we  take  the  liberty  of  ad- 
dressing a  few  lines  to  your  lordship  respecting 
the  state  and  condition  of  Ireland,  with  the  means 
of  remedying  that  fiillen  country.  We,  as  work- 
ing men,  deeply  sympathize  with  Ireland,  and  we 
rejoice  to  find  that  measures  are  being  adopted 
for  the  benefit  of  that  unhappy  country.  We  feel 
great  pleasure  from  the  fisct  that  your  Lordship 
has  manifested  deep  sympathy  for  the  Irish,  with 
a  determination  that  something  shall  be  done  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people.  We  have  read  the 
speeches  of  your  Lordship  in  reference  to  the 
question,  and  rejoice  at  the  spirit  which  pervades 
them;  and  we  entertain  the  idea,  that  had  your 
Lordship  possessed  the  reins  of  Government,  the 
people  of  that  country  would  not  have  perished 
to  the  extent  they  have,  because  we  conceive  that 
your  Lordship  would  have  regarded  not  the 
feshionable  principles  of  political  economy,  where- 
by the  people  might  have  been  saved." 

There  was  the  honest  expression  of  the 
feeling  of  the  poor  classes  of  Spitalfields, 
and  he  agreed  with  them.  He  had  heard 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  statement 
that  in  all  this  large  expenditure,  295,000/. 
alone  had  hecn  expended  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  feed  the  starving  people  of  Ire- 
land. He,  for  one,  felt  deep  regret  at  the 
smallness  of  the  sum  which  Her  Majesty  *s 
Ministers,  acting  upon  the  unfortunate 
principles  of  politiciu  economy,  had  laid 
out  in  feeding  the  people.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  scandal  in  the  face  of  Europe 
that  25,000  Christian  people  had  perished 
from  starvation  in  Ireland;  whilst  m  the 
neighbouring  country,  under  the  more  pa- 
ternal Government  of  the  King  of  the 
French,  whose  Government  had  purchased 
near  2,000,000  quarters  of  com  to  feed 
his  people,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Burke,  in 
1795,  already  quoted  by  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  "  as  far  as  he  knew,  not  a  man, 
woman,  or  child,  had  died  of  starva- 
tion.** And  was  it  possible  that  the 
Irish  people,  who  had  perished  by 
thousands,  could  abstain  from  compar- 
ing their  condition  and  their  treatment 
with  the  treatment  which  the  Government 
of  France  had  shown  to  all  their  people  ? 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  trouble  the 
House  at  any  greater  length  on  this  occa- 
sion; but  he  must  say  that  it  struck  him 
as  somewhat  surprising  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Bxehequer  ihodd  come  down  to  the 
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House  and  state,  before  the  loan  was  con- 
tracted for,  that  it  was  his  intention  or 
expectation  to  pay  3 5  per  cent  interest  for 
it.  That  was  not  the  interest  apportioned 
to  the  price  at  which  the  funds  now 
stood;  and  he  could  not  help  supposing 
that  when  those  who  had  their  money  to 
lend,  saw  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  prepared  to  pay  3^  per  cent 
upon  his  loan,  3|  per  cent  they  would  he 
determined  to  have,  whatever  lower  in- 
terest they  might  otherwise  have  been  pre- 
pared to  take. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that  he  so  much  con- 
curred in  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  John  Russell),  that  he 
had  but  a  few  words  to  say  in  answer  to 
some  of  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck).  First, 
he  (Mr.  Shaw)  would  declare  that,  as  an 
Irishman,  if  the  income  tax  was  made  a 
permanent  impost,  he  would  not  claim 
exemption  from  it.  At  the  time  it  was 
imposed,  there  was  no  machinery  by  which 
it  could  have  been  collected  in  Ireland,  and 
certainly  that  period  of  extraordinary  pres- 
sure would  be  an  ill-chosen  occasion  to 
extend  it  to  Ireland,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  own  argument  failed 
him  in  that  respect;  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  if  it  is  a  national 
calamity,  let  Ireland  be  taxed  for  it  as 
such,  forgetting  that  Ireland  was  first  sub- 
ject to  the  repayment  of  the  whole,  and 
still  would  be  for  the  half  of  the  sum  ad- 
vanced from  the  Imperial  Treasury  to  meet 
the  present  emergency.  Then,  as  to  the 
600,000  men  who  were  employed  on  the 
public  works,  he  agreed  in  many  of  the 
objections  made  to  the  Labour-rate  Act, 
and  to  the  injurious  consequences  of  draw- 
ing off  the  labour  of  the  country  to  unpro- 
ductive works  ;  still  it  must  be  recollected 
that  was  passed  to  provide  for  an  unparal- 
leled exigency;  and  that  the  first  object  was 
to  prevent  the  people  from  starving ;  the 
second,  if  possible,  to  make  the  work  in 
some  degree  remunerative:  and  the  fact 
was,  that  from  the  entire  failure  of  the 
potato  crop,  the  poor  cottier  tenants  could 
not  till  their  own  lands,  without  the  means 
of  support  their  stock  of  potatoes  used  to 
afford  them ;  nor  could  the  small  farmer, 
who  had  usually  paid  his  labourers  in 
potatoes,  give  them  money  wages;  and, 
therefore,  they  were  necessitated  to  look 
for  labour  and  wages  elsewhere.  He  would 
take  that  occasion  to  warn  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  Government  against  too  rapidly 
stopping  that  employment,  for  ho  could 


speak  from  practical  experience  of  the 
working  of  relief  committees,  and  say,  that 
there  would  be  very  great  difficulty  in  the 
transition ;  and  the  immense  number  then 
employed  on  the  public  works  could  not, 
in  the  present  dearth  of  provisions,  easily 
pass  to  their  ordinary  occupations.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
calamity  under  which  the  people  were  then 
suffering,  was  caused  by  the  interference 
of  Government;  and  that  last  year  the 
failure  of  the  potato  crop  was  exaggerated, 
and  the  people  represented  as  in  great 
destitution,  in  order  to  extort  money  from 
England.  He  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  House,  that  last  year, 
he,  and  other  Irish  Members,  had  denied 
the  extent  of  the  potato  failure,  although 
they  admitted  that  it  was  lamentably 
true  that  a  large  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation habitually  lived  on  the  verge  of 
destitution;  but  then,  on  that  account,  the 
entire  loss  of  their  food  this  year  fell  moro 
heavily  upon  them.  It  was,  beyond  aU 
doubt,  an  awful  visitation  from  Providence; 
and  he  believed  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Roebuck)  was  the  only  person 
in  that  House,  or  the  country,  who  would 
maintain  the  monstrous  proposition,  that 
the  Government,  or  that  House,  should 
have  left  Ireland  to  cure  itself.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck) 
complained,  that  an  Irish  party  had  banded 
themselves  together  to  resist  the  introduc- 
tion of  good  laws  into  Ireland,  and  espe- 
cially a  poor  law.  That  he  denied.  It 
was  true,  that  at  that  crisis  of  Irish  affairs. 
Irishmen  had  laid  aside  their  political  dif- 
ferences, and  cordially  conferred  together 
on  questions  affecting  the  interests  of  their 
country;  but  they  were  the  interests  of 
the  poor,  as  well  as  those  of  property, 
which,  after  all,  were  really  identical. 
They  did  object  to  general  out-door  relief 
as  a  system,  in  a  country  circumstanced  in 
respect  to  property  as  Ireland  was;  and  be- 
lieved that  it  would  be  ruinous  to  the  coun- 
try, and,  above  all,  destructive  to  the  cha- 
racter and  habits  of  the  labouring  class. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  would 
not  be  disappointed  in  the  expectation  he 
had  expressed,  that  the  representatives  of 
Irish  property  in  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment would  meet  the  Bill  introduced  by 
the  Government  in  a  fair  and  humane 
spirit;  but  he  could  not  help  observing, 
that  he  thought  the  present  an  unfavour- 
able opportunity  for  the^alm  and  dispas- 
sionate consideration  of  a  permanent  poor 
law  for  Ireland.     That  could  hardly  be 
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expected,  during  the  crj  of  starvation,  and 
in  the  excited  feeling  of  that  Uouse  respect- 
ing Ireland,  while  he  would  cheerfully  con- 
sent to  any  temporary  measure  adapted  to 
the  existing  emergency.  There  was  only 
one  other  point  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gcntlemau  to  which  he  would 
refer;  and  ho  would  do  that,  to  protest 
against  the  assertion,  that  the  resident  pro- 
prietors of  Ireland  had,  as  a  hody,  been 
backward  in  subscribing  to  the  funds  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor.  The  contrary  was 
the  fact.  They  had  subscribed  to  the  ut- 
most of,  and  many  beyond,  their  ability; 
and  he  was  persuaded  that  they  woidd  be 
found  ready  to  share  every  reasonable  bur- 
den on  their  property,  and,  at  all  times, 
willing  to  co-operate  with  the  Government 
in  every  measure  of  relief  they  might  de- 
vise for  the  suffering  people  of  that  coun- 
try. 

Mb.  roebuck,  in  explanation,  said, 
his  argument  was,  that  the  evils  had  been 
greatly  increased  by  the  mode  adopted  for 
relief.  He  also  contended,  that  gentlemen 
in  London  knew  as  much  of  the  real  state 
of  Ireland  as  those  who  had  only  come 
from  Dublin,  though  they  might  have  ar- 
rived by  the  last  steamer  from  that  city. 
He  received  letters  and  newspapers  every 
day,  and  lie  could  prove  from  that  informa- 
tion that  the  large  body  of  resident  propri- 
etors had  not  coutribute<l  according  to  their 
means.  It  was  not  against  the  shop- 
keepers or  tlit^  poorer  farmers  that  com- 
plaints were  made,  but  against  the  gentle- 
men. It  w^as  true  ho  had  expressed  a 
suspicion  that  the  poor  law  would  not  pass 
without  opposition  from  the  Irish  Members 
themselves;  and  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw)  himself 
had  greatly  enhanced  that  suspicion.  He 
did  not  say  that  the  landed  Gentlemen  had 
banded  themselves  for  the  purpose  of  op- 
posing that  Bill;  but  being  already  banded 
on  otiier  purposes,  they  'had  taken  ad- 
vantage of  their  association  to  agree 
to  a  paper  which  the  right  hon.  (Jen- 
tleman  had  signed — a  paper  which  had 
excited  the  alanu  of  many  of  Ireland*8 
lay  well-wishrrs,  and  also  of  a  large 
iMMly  of  Roman  Catholic  clergy.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  was  in 
the  habif  of  carefully  weighing  his  words, 
and  he  had  used  the  phrase,  "  As  far  as 
their  estates  were  Mv.  to  bear.**  He  would 
rather  sunie  othtT  ptTAim  than  the  right 
hon.  (ientlenian  ami  hi.n  Friends  slioubl  he 
the  jnd*je  *>f  **  how  far  their  estates  were 
able  to  bear.**     lie  would  have  every  far-  j 


thing  swallowed  up  before  thej  came  to 
the  English.  Tlie  English  land  was  mort- 
gaged for  the  support  of  the  poor  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  land  of  Ireland  ought  to  be 
bound  in  like  manner  to  support  the  poor 
of  Ireland.  If  the  improvidence  or  mia- 
management  of  the  Irish  gentry  rendered 
them  incapable  of  maintaining  their  own 
poor,  they  were  unworthy  of  the  trust;  and 
as  the  English  soil  was  mortgaged  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  English  poor,  he  trusted 
**  the  good  feeling  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land *'  would  take  care  that  the  Irish  soil 
was  fully  mortgaged  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  GOULBURN  said:  I  do  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  entering  into  a  discus- 
sion on  the  Irish  Poor  Law,  or  into  the 
duty  of  the  resident  proprietors  of  that 
country,  or  into  the  question  whether  they 
have  adequately  discharged  their  duty;  but 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  addressing  myself 
to  the  question  more  immediately  before  the 
House;  to  the  statements  which  have  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  and  to 
the  mode  in  which  he  seeka  to  proride  for 
an  admitted  and  enormous  deficiency.  I 
do  not  know.  Sir,  a  situation  more  pain- 
ful or  more  difficult  than  that  which  has 
fallen  to  the  lot  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  and 
I  am  bound  in  justice  to  him  to  bear  my 
tribute  of  praise,  in  accordance  with  ererj 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  spoken  this  even- 
ing, to  the  mode  in  which  he  has  dis- 
charged the  duty  imposed  on  him.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  any  one  to  meet 
the  difficulty  more  fairly ;  to  lay  more 
clearly  before  the  House  the  case  for 
which  we  have  to  provide;  or  to  state 
more  distinctly  the  immediate  measures 
to  be  adopted  for  relief,  or  the  bur- 
dens which,  if  there  be  a  continuance  of 
the  present  calamity,  we  must  ultimately 
bear.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
gan his  speech  by  reviewing  the  expec- 
tations which  I  held  out  at  this  period 
last  year  of  the  state  of  the  revenue  for 
the  year  now  elapsing.  He  has  said  very 
truly,  that  I  stated  at  this  period  hist 
year  that  the  surplus  of  income  over 
expenditure  might  not  exceed  77G,(XM.^/.  ; 
but.  Sir,  the  House  will  recollect  that  1 
expressly  added,  that  my  sanguine  expec- 
tations were  of  a  surplus  exceeding  that 
amount;  but,  considenng  the  great  reduc- 
tions of  taxation  which  the  Government 
had  made,  it  was  imponsihle  to  state  accu- 
rately liow  much  incn*a.<ie<l  consumption 
would  compensate  fur  the  repeal  of  duties: 
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undoubtedly,  my  expectations  wore  san- 
guine. But  I  felt  that  expectations  of  the 
success  of  financial  measures  ought  to  be 
most  cautiously  acted  upon.  It  now  ap- 
pears that  the  surplus,  instead  of  being 
776,000/.,  is  very  near  3,000,0001.;  and 
whatever  blame  may  attach  to  my  miscal- 
culaUon,  I  am  quite  ready  to  bear.  The 
right  hen.  Gentleman  has  said  that  I 
could  not  have  calculated  upon  an  in- 
crease in  the  sugar  duties,  which  is,  in 
a  great  degree,  to  be  attributed  to  the  in- 
troduction of  slave-grown  sugar;  but  I 
beg  to  state  that,  as  upon  a  former  oc- 
casion, when  the  duty  on  British  sugars 
was  diminished,  and  the  duty  on  free- 
labour  sugar  was  reduced,  there  was  a 
considerable  increase  in  the  duty  paid  upon 
the  sugar  consumed  in  this  country,  so  I 
was  of  opinion  that  as  the  stimulus  to  the 
consumption  of  free-labour  sugar  was  given 
by  a  lower  rate  of  duties,  the  produce  of 
the  sugar  duties  would  still  be  progressive. 
It  appears  that  the  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  sugar  in  the  year  1845,  as 
compared  with  that  of  the  year  1846,  was 
in  favour  of  the  former  year.  In  the 
first  year,  the  increased  consumption  was 
700,000  cwt. ;  and  in  the  latter,  notwith- 
standing the  Bill  for  introducing  slave- 
labour  sugar,  the  increase  did  not  exceed 
400,000  cwt.  I  therefore  did  anticipate  an 
increase  in  the  sugar  duties,  even  if  the 
slave-labour  sugars  had  not  been  introduc- 
ed. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  access 
to  official  information,  and  I  think  ho  will 
find  that  the  quantity  of  slave-labour  sugar 
hitherto  introduced  into  this  country,  is 
comparatively  so  small  that  it  does  not 
enter  into  the  calculation  of  increase.  This 
increased  prosperity  in  the  revenue,  is  cer- 
tainly beyond  what  I  anticipated.  That  it 
is  the  result,  in  a  great  degree,  of  the 
measures  which  Parliament  has  of  late 
years  sanctioned  for  the  more  free  im- 
portation of  the  raw  articles  of  manufac- 
ture, and  for  cheapening  the  articles  which 
form  the  chief  subsistence  of  the  people, 
no  one  will,  I  think,  now  deny.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  indeed  urges, 
that,  although  there  has  been  an  increased 
consumption  of  butter  and  cheese  in  1846 
as  compared  with  the  antecedent  year,  we 
have  no  right  to  argue  that  the  advantage 
to  the  revenue,  and  the  increased  con- 
sumptiouy  arose  from  a  reduction  of  the 
duties,  since  there  has  been  an  equal  in- 
crease on  other  articles  on  which  no  re- 
duction of  duty  took  place.  Now,  I  will 
admit  to   the  noble  Lord,   that   in   the 


midst  of  the  general  prosperity  of  tho 
country,  whether  there  be  a  reduction  of 
duty  or  not,  there  will  be  an  increase  in 
the  quantities  consumed  of  all  articles  of 
general  consumption;  but  I  defy  any  one 
to  look  at  the  list  of  articles  on  which  there 
has  been  a  reduction,  and  to  deny  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  reduction  in  the  duties, 
the  quantity  consumed  has  been  consider* 
ably  increased,  or  that  the  benefit  to  the 
consumer  has  not  been  proportionably  large. 
The  noble  Lord  has  adverted  again  to  what 
was  a  favourite  topic  with  him  in  the  dis- 
cussions of  last  year ;  and  he  has  told  us 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that  we 
were  to  congratulate  ourselves  on  the  in- 
crease in  the  duties  on  silk  imported,  we 
ought  to  reflect  that  we  have  inflicted  a 
great  ii\jury  on  the  silk  manufacturers  of 
this  country,  by  the  freer  importation  of 
manufactured  silk.  But  the  noble  Lord 
will  give  me  leave  to  say,  that  if  we  have 
more  freely  admitted  the  manufactured  silk 
from  foreign  countries,  the  returns  show  that 
we  have  not  diminished  but  increased  our 
own  exports  of  silk  manufacture.  It  ap- 
pears from  the  returns  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  that  there  was  of  raw  silk  im- 
ported in  1844,  3,600,000 lb.;  in  1845, 
3,700,0001b.;  and  in  1846,  3,900,0001b.; 
showing  a  large  increase  in  each  of  those 
particular  years  over  the  preceding  in  the 
introduction  of  the  raw  material.  But  let 
us  see  the  effect  on  exports.  In  1844,  the 
declared  value  of  silk  manufactures  ex- 
ported was  692,000Z.;  in  1845.  it  was 
700,000/.;  and  in  1846,  it  was  768,000/.; 
being  an  increase  of  68,000/.  in  value 
above  the  silk  manufactures  exported  in 
the  antecedent  year,  thus  showing  that 
while  a  larger  quantity  of  foreign  silk  has 
paid  duty  on  import,  the  export  to  foreign 
countries  of  our  own  silk  manufacture  has 
materially  increased.  That  the  silk  ma- 
nufacturers should  have  suffered  in  com- 
mon with  other  classes,  in  consequence  of 
the  high  price  of  provisions,  is  what  I 
deeply  regret;  no  one  will  deny  the  amount 
of  their  suffering,  or  the  calamity;  for, 
whatever  amelioration  of  commercial  or 
financial  system,  it  may  bo  in  the  power 
of  Parliament  to  effect,  no  one  will  be 
prepared  to  contest  the  truth  that  great 
evils  must  result  from  a  deficient  harvest, 
and  from  a  consequent  deficiency  in  the 
necessaries  of  life.  But  the  noble  Lord 
went  on  to  instance  a  number  of  articles 
on  which  the  duty  was  not  diminished,  and 
on  which  nevertheless,  the  consumption 
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has  increased.  He  particularly  specified 
malt,  hops,  and  some  other  articles.  I 
admit  freely  this  increase,  and  I  point  it 
oat  as  an  advantage  of  the  very  system 
which,  when  I  was  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  I  recommended  for  adoption : 
for,  if  greater  scope  he  given  to  the  indus- 
try of  the  people  hy  the  removal  of  restric- 
tions, and  a  reduction  he  effected  in  the 
price  of  articles  of  primary  necessity,  their 
power  of  purchasing  all  taxed  articles  is 
greatly  extended.  The  nohle  Lord  indeed 
tells  us,  that  it  is  owing  to  the  construction 
of  railways  that  we  find  this  increased 
consumption,  and  that  it  has  heen  mainly 
occasioned  hy  the  large  undertakings  car- 
ried on  under  the  direction  of  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Hudson)  ; 
hut  the  nohlo  Lord  ought  to  recollect,  that 
our  experience  of  the  effect  of  constructing 
railroads  is  not  confined  to  the  last  year. 
The  system  had  gone  on  for  many  years 
antecedently;  and  in  years  too  in  which 
there  has  heen  a  great  deficiency  in  the 
revenue,  those  great  undertakings  of  rail- 
ways have  heen  in  progress.  I  have  here 
an  account  taken  from  the  Committee  on 
Railways,  which  shows  that  in  the  years 
in  which  the  revenue  had  heen  deficient, 
there  had  heen  a  considerahle  amount 
expended  in  railways.  The  following  are 
the  sums  raised  hy  railways  in  progress  or 
completion  previous  to  1841  : — 


London  and  Birmingham     . 

..     8,250.000 

Grand  Junction 

..     4,638,000 

Great  Western 

..     8.282,000 

Brighton        

..     2.867,000 

South.  Western 

..     2,600.000 

South-Eastom 

..     8,857,000 

Midland         

..     7,235,000 

and  seven  others,  the  capital  of  which  was 
10.000,000^.  If  the  investment  of  large 
capitals  in  these  works  throughout  the 
country  had  heen  sufficient  to  insure  the 
comfort  of  the  people,  and  an  increased 
consumption  of  taxed  articles,  there  would 
in  thoao  years  have  been  an  increased 
amount  of  public  revenue.  Therefore, 
without  disparaging  in  any  manner  the  be- 
nefits to  be  derived  by  the  country  from 
railroads  and  from  other  public  improve- 
ments, I  say  that  it  is  not  just  to  ascribe  to 
them  alone  the  great  augmentation  of  the 
public  revenue:  that  augmentation  has 
arisen  from  gradually  and  constantly,  yet 
cautiously,  reducing  the  duties  on  the  prime 
necessaries  of  life,  and  on  the  raw  mate- 
rials used  in  our  manufactures.  Now,  the 
lion.  Moniher  for  Montmse  (Mr.  Hume) 
says  that  consideriug  the  advantage  which 


has  already  resulted  from  redactions  in 
the  duties  on  articles  of  consumption,  we 
ought  at  once  to  go  farther  in  the  reac- 
tion of  taxation;  and,  in  the  face  of  the 
necessity  which  is  admitted  on  all  sides  to 
exist  of  a  large  loan  to  meet  an  extraordi- 
nary emergency,  there  ought  to  he  an  im- 
mediate reduction  of  taxation,  which  woald 
ultimately  raise  the  revenue.  Sir,  I  have 
often  thought  that  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has 'contended  for  principles  which  I 
believe  to  be  right,  he  has  taken  exagser- 
ated  views  of  those  principles,  andhas 
pressed  them  beyond  what  tney  will  fairly 
warrant;  and  what  has  fallen  from  him  to- 
night only  confirms  that  opinion.  In  for* 
mer  years  when  we  reduced  the  amoant 
of  taxation,  there  was  a  surplus  revenue, 
so  that  we  could  afford  to  reduce  it,  in  the 
expectation  that  after  a  certain  period  the 
revenue  would  come  round,  from  the  more 
general  consumption  of  taxed  articles.  Bat 
the  system  of  borrowing  money,  in  order 
to  reduce  taxation,  is  a  measure  of  a  very 
different  character,  and  would  not  only  in- 
volve this  country  in  a  deficiency,  bat  would 
be  totally  irreconcileable  with  prudence  ; 
and  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  aj^peals  to 
my  practice  in  this  respect,  I  mast  say  he 
will  find  by  experience  that  my  coarse  has 
not  been  conformable  to  his  views.  In 
the  year  1842  there  was  a  redaction  made, 
but  it  was  cotemporaneous  with  the  im- 
position of  a  very  productive  tax,  which 
gave  the  means  of  reducing  with  little  risk 
the  duties  on  many  articles;  but  in  the 
next  two  years,  when  the  revenue  had  not 
recovered  from  the  previous  reduction  of 
taxation,  nothing  of  importance  was  done, 
although  there  was  the  same  evidence  of 
success,  and  the  same  inducement  to  per- 
severe, as  the  hon.  Member  now  points 
to.  It  was  not  till  the  revenue  was  again 
buoyant,  that  taxes  could  be  taken  off, 
and  we  then  again  resorted  to  the  process 
of  a  further  reduction.  I  admit  that  at 
the  present  moment  we  derive  great  ad- 
vantage from  these  reductions  ;  but  if  we 
go  on  reducing  taxes,  without  a  due  con- 
sideration of  the  situation  of  the  country 
at  the  time,  we  shall  be  doing  great  mis- 
chief. A  review  of  the  success  which  has 
attended  the  system  of  finance  sanction- 
ed by  this  House  for  some  years,  is  un- 
doubtedly most  satisfactory ;  and  at  the 
present  moment  I  cannot  help  picturing 
to  myself  what  the  result  would  have  been 
if  Parliament  had  taken  a  different  course, 
or  had  adopted  the  system  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mootroac  rcoommendsy  of  bor- 
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rowing  money  to  meet  the  necessary  de- 
mands on  the  income  of  the  country :  at 
this  moment,  when  a  sudden  storm  has 
come  upon  us,  instead  of  being  com- 
paratively easy,  we  should  have  been  in 
difficulties,  from  which  no  ability,  how- 
ever great,  and  no  exertions  of  Parliament, 
however  well  directed,  would  have  been 
sufficient  to  extricate  us.  Now,  under  a 
different  system,  we  have  already  provided 
out  of  the  surplus  revenue  of  former  years 
2,000,000/.;  and  instead  of  having  the 
whole  amount  required  by  Ireland  to  raise 
by  loan,  we  have  only  to  provide  8,000,000/. 
— an  amount  largo  and  pressing  at  any 
time  on  the  finances  of  the  country;  but 
in  the  present  state  of  those  finances  we 
are  able  to  meet  the  ordinary  charges, 
and  may  still,  after  freeing  the  springs  of 
industry,  meet  with  confidence  the  difficul- 
ties with  which  we  are  surrounded.  I 
come  now  to  consider  the  mode  in  which 
those  difficulties  are  to  be  met.  Some  few 
hon.  Members  have  objected  to  the  mode 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  proposes 
to  meet  them;  and  suggested  that,  in- 
stead of  meeting  them  by  a  loan,  they 
should  be  met  by  taxes  specifically  ap- 
plicable to  Ireland ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  to  a  certain  degree  argued  that  an 
extraordinary  evil  is  only  to  be  met  by  an 
extraordinary  remedy.  True  it  is  that  an 
evil  which  is  the  result  of  human  miscon- 
duct and  human  error  may  be  met  by 
means  of  human  provision;  but  when  there 
is  a  great  and  overwhelming  calamity, 
arising  not  from  human  agency,  but  from 
the  dispensation  of  a  far  higher  Power — 
when  the  crops  are  blighted  and  the  means 
of  subsistence  destroyed — it  is  not  for 
human  agency,  however  exalted,  to  palliate 
such  an  evil.  You  must  submit  to  the 
infliction;  and  that  infliction  will  be 
conducive  to  the  moral  improvement  of 
the  people  according  as  you  meet  the 
calamity  by  measures  that  will  do  justice 
to  the  people  you  govern,  and  will  show 
that  your  Government  is  at  least  that  of  a 
Christian  community.  I  cannot,  therefore, 
for  one,  enter  into  the  argument  that  it  is 
not  our  duty  to  render  assistance  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  in  the  calamity  under 
which  they  labour.  I  think  our  first  duty 
is  to  take  every  care  in  our  power  that  the 
poor  and  starving  people,  reduced  to  that 
situation  by  the  hand  of  Providence,  should 
be  relieved  by  us,  in  the  mode  pointed  out 
for  the  exercise  of  our  charity,  to  an  extent 
commensurate    with  the   occasion.     How 


then  is  the  evil  to  be  met  ?  By  loans  or  by 
taxation  ?  I  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  under  all  the  circum- 
stances— difficult  as  it  may  be  and  objec- 
tionable as  it  may  be  to  raise  loans  in  a 
time  of  peace — that  in  the  existing  circum- 
stances of  the  country,  a  loan  is  the  best 
mode  by  which  the  difficulty  may  be  met. 
If  I  were  to  express  any  regret  upon  the 
subject,  it  would  be  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has,  previously  to  entering  into 
any  contracts  for  this  loan,  brought  it 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  as 
the  announcement  may  possibly  injure  his 
chances  in  the  market,  and  raise  against 
himself  a  prejudice  disadvantageous  to  his 
ultimate  proceedings;  but  that  is  apart 
from  the  proposition  how  the  difficulty  is 
to  be  met.  If  the  difficulty  were  one  which 
could  certainly  be  calculated  on  as  re- 
curring every  year  for  some  time  to 
come,  then  I  should  say  the  period  had 
arrived  at  which  we  should  manfully  pro- 
vide for  that  burden  by  an  annual  charge. 
But,  whatever  may  be  our  anticipations  for 
the  future,  no  one  can  undertake  to  say 
but  that  the  bounty  of  Providence,  com- 
mensurate with  the  affliction  we  at  present 
labour  under,  may  do  much  in  the  next 
harvest  to  restore  our  prosperity;  and 
though  I  may  not  be  sanguine  on  that  par- 
ticular point,  and  may  think  at  that  period 
that  it  may  still  be  necessary  to  make  fur- 
ther provision  for  a  very  considerable  ex- 
tent of  suffering,  yet,  whilst  the  contingency 
is  pending,  whilst  there  is  a  prospect  that 
a  large  taxation  upon  the  country  may  not 
be  required,  I  think  it  is  prudent  to  pro- 
vide in  the  interim  by  a  loan  for  the  pre- 
sent emergency;  but  at  the  same  time, 
it  should  be  distinctly  understood,  that 
whatever  is  now  advanced  as  a  loan  must 
be  repaid  by  that  people  for  whose  benefit 
that  advance  is  made.  I  heard  with  deep 
regret  the  observation  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry,  in  which  he  spoke  of  the  repay- 
ment of  the  loan,  and  still  more  regretted 
that  it  was  received  with  a  laugh;  for  I, 
for  one,  must  say,  that  if  it  be  the  duty  of 
this  country  to  come  to  the  aid  of  the  Irish 
people  by  raising  a  loan  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  that  people  in  the  time  of  diffi- 
culty, it  is  a  solemn  duty  imposed  upon 
Ireland  to  provide  her  share  of  the  burden 
to  which  the  country  is  subjected,  and  not 
to  leave  the  whole  of  that  charge  resting 
on  the  people  of  Great  Britain.  Anxious 
and  willing  as  they  are  to  give  assistance, 
they  ought  not,  in  fairness  to  themselves, 
to  bear  the  whole  charge.  The  case,  there- 
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lj^-«\  '^  ^  r«|)Avtiiettt  beinn^  to  be  made, 
i^  4^  ;A^kUaiuil  reason  why,  iii  the  pre- 
v^  ^''uvuiudtances,  I  consider  a  loan  the 
vv^gk*!  «^dv  liable  course  of  raising  money. 
A*  u«  the  taxation  of  Ireknd,  especially 
M  iho  present  moment,  I  need  scarcely 
add  anything  to  what  fell  from  the  no- 
ido  Loid  opposite.  It  may  be  perfectly 
riglit  hereafter  to  impose  upon  Ireland  all 
the  taxes  to  which  Great  Britain  is  sub- 
loot;  it  may  be  desirable  to  impose  upon 
Ireland  a  special  tax  for  the  repayment  of 
her  share  of  this  burden,  if  by  other  means 
that  repayment  may  not  be  effected;  but 
to  take  Uie  present  moment,  when  the 
whole  country  is  in  a  state  of  difficulty, 
when  the  gentry  of  that  country  have  re- 
duced their  incomes  to  the  lowest  point,  in 
the  discharge  of  the  duty  they  owe  to  the 
State  and  to  their  dependents,  for  impos- 
ing a  new  burden  which  cannot  fall  upon 
the  millions  there,  or,  if  it  did,  it  must  be 
utterly  unproductive,  but  must  be  thrown 
upon  those  who  are  in  better  circumstances 
in  the  country,  and  upon  whom  there  is 
already  the  greatest  possible  demand,  such 
a  tax  now  imposed  would  have  the  effect 
either  of  ruining  those  who  are  trying  to 
discharge  their  duty,  or  of  creating  in  them 
a  firm  determination  to  abandon  their  duty, 
and  to  leave  the  country.  That  I  believe 
would  be  the  effect,  if,  in  addition  to  the 
present  heavy  burdens  imposed  upon  them, 
they  were  subjected  to  any  additional  taxa- 
tion. I  therefore  should  protest  as  strongly 
as  the  noble  Lord  against  any  taxation 
upon  the  Irish  people  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, reserving,  however,  to  myself  the 
fullest  right  hereafter  of  considering  how 
far  the  burden  upon  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  is  commensurate  to  its  power  of 
payment,  and  reserving  to  myself  the  right 
of  enforcing  the  power,  if  Ireland  has  the 
power,  of  repaying  her  share  of  the  burden 
now  imposed  u{K)n  the  country.  I  cannot 
conclude  without  adding  that  nothing  could 
bo  more  satisfactory  than  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  showing  the  suo- 
oe.H8  of  the  meivsuros  that  were  adopted  in 
antecedent  years,  and  that  to  those  mea- 
sures wo  are  indebted  in  a  great  degree 
for  the  nioans  we  possess  of  mooting  our 
present  difficulties;  but,  al>ovo  all,  it  is  sa- 
tisfactory to  me  an  pledging  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  a  wiso  ami  sound  nystom  of 
finance,  as  pledging  him  not  to  make  a  de- 
mand on  our  exjK»n<litun»  for  temporary  re- 
lief, and  not  to  throw  himself  again  on  the 
Bank  of  Enghiiid  at  a  periml  when  assist-  I 
anoo  might  bu  obtained  with  difficulty,  and 


might  have  a  tendency  to  derange  Iho 
whole  monetary  system  of  the  country. 
Confident  am  I  that,  acting  upon  that 
principle,  he  does  the  best  to  secure  the 
permanent  interests  of  the  coontry.  Above 
all,  I  heard  with  satisfaction  that  part  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman, 
able  and  clear  as  it  was  in  every  pari,  in 
which  he  maintained  the  principle  of  up- 
holding a  balance  in  the  Exchequer,  and 
of  maintaining  an  income  that  should  be 
equal  to  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITU  suggested  that 
the  loan  should  have  been  rather  made  in 
terminable  annuities  than  in  3  per  cent  or 
3 1  per  cent  stock,  especially  as  it  was  for 
temporary  relief.  It  tliat  way  it  would 
have  been  a  medium  between  a  loan  and 
taxation.  But  he  wished  to  awaken  the 
people  of  England  to  a  sense  of  what  they 
were  about  to  do,  although  he  had  no  wiuk 
to  lessen  their  generosity.  lie  thought 
that  Irish  property  should  be  made  re- 
sponsible, ultimately,  for  Irish  poverty ; 
and  ho  did  not  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin,  that  that  was  not  an  oeeasion 
for  discussing  a  poor  law  for  Ireland;  be 
thought  it  was  a  proper,  and  indeed  the 
only,  occasion  they  could  get  for  that  pur- 
pose; and  he  was  certain  that  if  they  did 
not  take  that  opportunity,  they  would,  for 
the  next  four  or  five  years,  hear  nothing 
more  of  a  poor  law  for  Ireland.  There 
was  only  one  other  question  he  wished  to 
put  to  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord 
had  last  Session  said  something  about  re- 
folding the  miscellaneous  estimates  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  ho  wished  to  ask 
whether  the  noble  Lord  intended  so  to  re- 
fer them  in  the  present  Session. 

Mu.  Aldeumax  THOMPSON  had  heanl 
with  great  satisfaction  the  high  eulogium 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Bxchequrr  had  expressed  upon  tho 
principle  of  having  a  surplus  of  revenue 
over  expenditure,  (ienerally  they  had  had 
an  excess  of  expenditure  over  income,  and 
it  was  that  state  of  things  that  rendered 
necessary  the  income  tax.  He  was  afraid, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  long  have  the  advantage  of  a 
large  Imlance  in  the  Exchequer,  because, 
if  he  correctly  followed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  figures,  ho  would  have  only 
a  8ur|)lu8  of  3.32,000/.  out  of  an  expiMidi- 
ture  of  j2.(X)O,0<K.7.  If  a  balance  in  tho 
Exchequer  had  been  found  so  beneficial  to 
the  country,  he  thought  it  would  have  been 
a  wiser  and  more  prudent  ceuno  if  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed  to  re- 
place part  of  that  3,000,000?.  which  he 
had  taken  out  of  the  Exchequer  to  meet 
the  exigencies  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  read  a  long  list  of  mills 
and  factories  that  were  in  action,  as  well 
as  of  those  that  were  not  at  work;  but  such 
statements  proved  very  little — they  did 
not  show  anything  to  disprove  that  which 
he  would  assert  to  be  a  fact,  namely,  that 
there  had,  for  the  last  three  or  four  months, 
been  extreme  stagnation  in  the  export 
trade.  There  was  another  fact  equally 
important  and  equally  well  authenticated, 
namely,  that  the  Bank  of  England  had 
been  obliged  to  part  with  a  great  deal  of 
bullion.  Between  February,  1846,  and 
February,  1847,  the  quantity  of  bullion  in 
the  hands  of  the  Bank  of  England  had 
been  greatly  diminished — they  had  been 
obliged  to  part  with  a  very  large  amount  of 
bullion  to  pay  for  corn  since  November 
last.  As  to  the  foreign  exchanges,  there 
was  no  opinion  which  could  be  given  on 
that  subject  that  was  worth  one  farthing — 
those  exchanges  would  necessarily  be  re- 
gulated by  the  quantity  of  com  required 
for  consumption  in  this  country.  Then 
there  would  be  an  additional  sum  of  pay- 
ing the  interest  on  Exchequer-bills,  in 
which  a  large  amount  of  railway  capital 
had  been  invested.  With  respect  to  the 
statements  which  the  House  had  that 
evening  heard  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  must  say  that  he  had 
nothing  to  complain  of.  The  Government 
were  quite  right  in  not  imposing  any  addi- 
tional tax;  but  he  was  not  so  sanguine  as 
to  expect  that  the  revenue  of  the  ensuing 
year  would  equal  the  income  that  the 
country  had  received  during  the  last  twelve 
months. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  extended  his  state- 
ment so  far  as  to  inform  the  House  as  to 
the  view  which  the  Government  took  of 
the  Annual  Duties  Bill.  It  could  not  be 
forgotten  that  when  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  Government  had  given  a 
distinct  pledge  that,  early  in  the  ensuing 
Session  of  Parliament,  they  should  be  pre- 
pared to  name  some  other  duties  which 
might  be  annually  levied.  The  sum 
levied  under  the  Annual  Duties  Bill  was 
10,000?.  a  year.  The  alteration  with  re- 
spect to  it  was  agreed  to,  under  protest, 
by  the  immediate  predecessor  of  the  Gen- 
tleman who  then  held  the  office  of  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.     In  the  apology 


made  upon  that  occasion,  it  was  admitted 
that  the  constitutional  right  of  annual 
taxation  was  vested  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; now  he  wished  hon.  Members  to 
say  whether  or  not  they  were  willing  to 
give  up  that  privilege  of  making  an  annual 
tax? 

Mr.  F.  T.  BARING  trusted  that  after 
the  words  which  the  hon.  Member  had  put 
into  his  mouth,  the  House  woidd  give  him 
permission  to  address  them  for  a  few 
minutes.  He  protested  against  its  being 
said  that  he  held  now,  or  ever  had  held, 
any  such  doctrines  as  those  imputed  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  was  not 
aware  that  there  ever  had  been  entered 
any  such  constitutional  protest  about  the 
10,000Z.  a  year  annual  duties.  He  was 
not  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  the 
time  to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred; 
but  in  or  out  of  office  he  had  always  held 
opinions  the  contrary  of  those  which  had 
been  imputed  to  him.  In  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  use  whatever  in  exposing  a 
particular  trade  year  after  year  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  an  annual  taxation.  Tlfere  was 
no  necessity  for  exposing  one  trade  above 
and  beyond  all  others  to  annual  uncertainty 
and  annual  botheration — ^he  hoped  the 
House  would  indulge  him  with  the  use  of 
that  word,  for  it  was  the  only  term  which 
precisely  expressed  his  meaning.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that,  in  a  constitutional 
point  of  view,  such  a  check  was  wholly 
imnecessary;  besides,  it  woidd  be  unfair 
to  impose  an  annual  tax  upon  one  trade 
because  it  had  been  thought  right  to  re- 
lievo another  from  the  inconvenience  of 
that  imposition.  As  he  was  upon  his  legs, 
he  "hoped  the  House  would  give  him  leave 
to  make  one  or  two  remarks  upon  the 
statement  that  they  had  just  heard  from 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  He  should  not 
make  the  excuse  of  saying  that  he  was 
not  prepared  to  address  them,  because, 
having  had  some  practical  experience  of 
the  matter,  he  certainly  had  taken  notes 
during  the  progress  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  statement.  He  confessed  that  he 
could  not  adopt  the  same  prosperous  view 
of  our  financial  condition  that  had  been 
taken  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
for,  even  supposing  no  Irish  difficidties 
whatever  existed,  matters  were  by  no 
means  in  a  comfortable  condition,  because, 
throwing  aside  the  temporary  revenue  of 
the  China  money,  and  also  putting  aside 
the  increased  interest  on  Exchequer-bills. 
400,000?.  was  a  trifling  surplus.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  £. 
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qaer  had  stated  fairly  enough  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country,  though  there  might  bo 
good  grounds  for  apprehending  that  the 
estimate  of  the  income  ought  to  be  taken, 
subject  to  some  exceptions.  After  all,  the 
real  position  of  the  country  was  not  com- 
fortable. It  was  said  they  had  a  surplus  of 
400,000^ ;  yet,  looking  at  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country,  that  was  hardly  suf- 
ficient to  leave  them  perfectly  at  ease. 
Frequent  reference  had  been  made  to  him- 
self as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  and 
everything  that  his  right  hon.  Friends  who 
held  that  office  had  ever  said  or  done,  was 
applied  to  him.  If  they  would  only  give 
him  all  the  credit  that  had  been  justly  ac- 
quired by  Lord  Althorp  and  others,  he 
should  be  willing  to  bear  all  the  blame 
that  they  had  ever  incurred.  Let  them  not 
censure  him  for  the  errors  of  those  eminent 
persons,  till  they  gave  him  leave  to  appro- 
priate their  merits.  It  was  not  a  little  un- 
fair to  put  him  upon  the  defence  of  all  their 
official  lives,  without  permitting  him  to  en- 
joy any  one  of  the  advantages  which  they 
possessed.  The  hon.  Alderman  opposite 
said  that  they  ought  to  meet  their  expenses 
by  their  revenue.  That  language  had  al- 
ways been  held  by  himself,  and  he  always 
had  made  efforts  to  accomplish  that  object; 
but  ho  begged  of  hon.  Members  to  recol- 
lect the  circumstances  of  the  case.  He 
should  not  go  so  far  back  as  the  year  1841, 
but  he  should  take  the  liberty  of  saying 
that,  if  he  possessed  as  large  a  majority  in 
that  House  as  certain  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer  had  been  able  to  command — if 
he,  likewise,  had  as  many  good  harvests 
as  had  fallen  to  the  lot  of  others,  he  might 
possibly  have  presented  to  the  House  as 
favourable  a  view  of  our  finances  as  any 
one  of  the  noble  Lords  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  filled  the  office  that  he  once  had 
the  honour  to  hold.  He  quite  agreed  with 
those  who  thought  that  inasmuch  as  it  was 
now  most  difficult  to  bring  the  income  and 
the  expenditure  of  the  country  into  per- 
fect equilibrium,  it  was  better  to  overcome 
that  embarrassing  state  of  affairs  by  a  loan, 
than  by  the  imposition  of  a  fresh  tax;  and 
he  thought  further,  that,  looking  at  the 
whole  position  of  the  country,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  acted  not  unwisely  by  de- 
clining to  disturb  the  financial  condition  of 
the  country,  and  preferring  to  raise  a  loan. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  could  not  take  what 
was  called  a  comprehensive  view  of  the 
financial  state  of  the  country,  for  this 
among  many  other  reasons,  that  it  was 
impoMible  to  say  what  might  be  the  charge 


for  Ireland.  As  to  the  income  tax,  that 
was  a  matter  decided :  from  the  outset  ho 
said  that  that  never  would  be  taken  off, 
and  circumstances  had  not  yet  proved  that 
he  was  mistaken ;  moreover,  he  did  not 
think  he  ought  to  conceal  from  them  the 
conviction  which  pressed  upon  his  mind, 
that  in  the  course  of  the  next  year  they 
must  look  very  carefully  into  the  state  of 
the  public  finances.  He  did  not  hope  that 
the  mcome  of  the  country  was  susceptible 
of  much  increase,  or  that  the  public  ex- 
penses were  capable  of  much  diminution. 
He  had  not  availed  himself  of  any  portion 
of  the  plans  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  though  the  late  Government  had 
availed  themselves  of  his  principles,  and 
carried  them  out ;  but,  however  that  might 
be,  he  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  agree  with  him  when  he 
said,  that  they  must  not  calculate  npon 
continued  increase  of  income,  neitner 
ought  they  to  calculate  too  confidently 
upon  the  effects  of  free  trade;  they  ought, 
on  the  contrary,  to  be  prepared  for  the  al- 
terations which  must  inevitably  occur :  the 
right  principle  would  be,  to  keep  a  sufficient 
surplus  to  meet  those  alterations.  From 
18o4  to  1842,  the  whole  amount  by  which 
the  capital  debt  of  the  country  was  in- 
creased was  less  by  1 ,000,000(.  than  we 
had  paid  in  one  sum  for  slave  compensa- 
tion to  the  West  Indies.  And  he  must 
say  that  the  efforts  that  had  been  made  to 
reduce  the  expenditure  of  the  country,  had 
been  made  rather  by  the  Government,  than 
against  it.  There  was  one  little  word, 
once  very  popular,  which  had  been  too  sel- 
dom pronounced  of  late — the  word  "  eco- 
nomy.** Expense  had  been  pressed  upon 
Ministers,  who  had  rather  acted  the  part,  if 
any,  of  protectors  of  the  public  purse. 
Time  was  when  those  who  sought  popular- 
ity had  for  their  watchword  reduction  of 
the  public  expenditure ;  but  now  Govern- 
ments were  obliged  to  make  that  their 
care,  while  those  who  pressed  Parliament 
to  apply  to  the  public  purse,  gained  the 
more  m  public  estimation.  He  did  think, 
however,  that  the  rapid  increase  of  the 
public  expenditure  was  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. [Mr.  HrME :  Hear.l  Ho 
was  glad  to  hear  that  cheer  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose.  He  wished  his 
efforts  had  Immju  more  effective  in  that 
House.  But  he  had  long  been  silent ;  ex- 
cept, indeed,  an  annual  formal  protest;  he 
seemed  rather  to  be  resting  on  his  laureln 
than  to  be  exerting  himself  for  the  future. 
[Mr.  UcMB :  It  is  perfectly  hopeless.]  He 
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found  that  from  the  year  1835  to  the  year 
1846  the  increase  of  the  expenditure  had 
been  about  seven  millions.  No  doubt  1835 
was  a  year  of  very  low  estimates — too  low, 
perhaps,  to  afford  a  fair  criterion.  But, 
take  the  period  from  the  year  1830  (before 
the  Whigs  came  in  and  cut  down  the  ex- 
penditure) to  1846,  and  the  increase  would 
be  found  to  be  5,000,000?.  From  1836 
to  1847  (this  was  the  period  from  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman *8  own  data  were 
taken),  the  increase  in  the  naval,  mili- 
tary, and  ordinance  estimates,  had  been 
5,000?.  Now  he  was  not  inclined  to 
cut  down  the  rewards  of  public  servants  ; 
and  when  it  was  necessary  for  the  safety 
and  honour  of  the  State  that  our  establish- 
ments should  be  kept  up  at  this  rate,  he, 
for  one,  would  not  oppose  increased  taxa- 
tion, however  unpopular  such  a  measure 
might  be.  But  where  there  was  no  con- 
cealing the  prospect  of  increasing  burdens 
to  the  country,  as  was  now  the  case,  he 
did  think  it  behoved  the  House  to  change 
its  conduct  a  little,  and  to  assist  the  Go- 
vernment to  cut  down  the  expenditure  as 
far  as  possible,  rather  than  to  urge  it  to 
bleed  at  every  pore,  as  was  now  the  case. 
Mr.  MUNTZ  must  say,  he  thought  it 
would  have  better  become  them  to  look 
their  difficulties  in  the  face,  and  at  once 
to  have  proposed  an  increased  taxation, 
instead  of  putting  off  the  evil  day.  He 
thought  it  woidd  be  more  to  our  credit 
to  raise  the  money  now,  than  to  have 
to  do  it  at  some  future  time,  when, 
perhaps,  it  would  not  be  so  easy.  In  pub- 
lic as  in  private  life,  there  was  no  more 
dangerous  practice  than  not  to  meet  pecu- 
niary difficulties.  Admitting,  however,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  that  a  loan  was  the 
right  mode  of  meeting  the  case,  then  he 
contended  that  it  was  equally  necessary  to 
have  new  taxes  to  meet  the  interest.  But 
as  it  was,  no  means  of  payment  whatever 
were  pointed  out.  If,  every  time  we  got 
into  difficulties,  we  resorted  to  the  medium 
of  a  loan  to  extricate  ourselves,  we  should 
soon  add  100,000,000?.  to  the  national 
debt.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said,  he  would  not  repeal  the  copper 
duty,  which  now  produced  40,000?.  Pro- 
bably next  year  it  would  not  yield  20,000?. ; 
and  in  the  mean  time  our  manufacturers 
suffered.  Quantities  were  exported  from 
South  America  to  the  various  ports  of 
Europe,  without  any  advantage  to  our 
miners,  but  to  the  great  injury  of  our  ma- 
nufactures. He  repeated,  that  he  thought 
immediate  taxation  would  have  been  much 


better  than  this  loan  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  B.  ESCOTT  did  not  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member,  that  immediate 
taxation  was  preferable,  because  he  looked 
on  the  present  Parliament  as  being,  for 
such  purposes,  effete.  Those  who  expect- 
ed any  great  benefit  to  the  financial  posi- 
tion of  the  country  from  this  Parliament, 
deceived  themselves.  The  sooner  the  pre- 
sent House  returned  to  their  constituents, 
and  a  new  one  was  returned  to  take  the 
finances  of  the  country  into  consideration, 
the  better.  That  was  a  great  question 
which  must  sooner  or  later  be  taken  up. 
He  had  two  objections  to  the  present  mea- 
sure :  first,  he  regretted  that  when  such 
large  sums  were  necessary,  in  order  to 
meet  the  dreadful  emergency  that  had 
arisen  in  Ireland,  an  opportunity  had  not 
been  taken  of  raising  the  money  by  such 
additional  taxation  as  would  at  the  same 
time  have  relieved  the  industrious  classes 
from  many  of  their  burdens.  He  thought 
it  would  have  been  very  easy  for  the  three 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  who  had 
spoken  to  have  devised  a  scheme  by  which 
all  this  money  might  have  been  raised, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  industry  relieved. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought  a  very  fair 
reason  had  been  alleged,  in  the  fact  that 
this  was  the  last  year  of  the  present  Par- 
liament. Another  objection  he  had  was, 
that  he  could  not  understand  how  the 
Ministers  could  come  down  to  Parliament 
and  ask  for  so  large  a  loan  on  account  of 
Irish  distress,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
they  kept  up  the  taxation  on  some  of  the 
chief  articles  of  consumption.  Last  Au- 
gust he  had  put  this  case  to  the  noble 
Lord,  and  had  intimated  his  fear  that, 
while  these  taxes  were  being  retained, 
many  persons  would  in  the  meantime  die 
of  starvation.  He  was  then  told,  that  in 
any  part  of  Great  Britain  or  Ireland, 
scarcity  could  have  no  such  effect.  Yet 
now  it  appeared  that  thousands  had  been 
dying  of  starvation,  and  they  were  asked 
for  a  loan  of  8,000,000?.  to  supply  the 
necessities  of  a  great  portion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  He  confessed,  however,  he 
could  not  conceive  how  Ministers  could 
come  down  to  Parliament  with  such  a  re- 
quest, when,  at  the  same  time,  they  kept 
up  high  duties  on  the  most  necessary  arti- 
cles of  consumption.  He  thought  that  for 
such  a  scheme  of  taxation  to  have  been 
kept  up  so  long  in  time  of  peace,  did  cast 
a  serious  reflection  on  successive  Govern- 
ments of  this  country.     Cheese  and  butter 
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were  articles  that  had  heen  especiallj  men- 
tioned hn  articles  that  had  been  unfairir 
taxed.  Did  anj  man  suppose,  that,  had 
the  price  of  those  artJcles  been  lower  from 
the  duty  hein;^  low,  thej  would  not  hare 
been  more  largelj  consumed  ?  Had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  the  imme- 
diate repeal  of  such  duties  as  these,  he 
was  sure  he  would  not  hare  met  with  more 
than  two  or  three  Members  of  that  House 
to  dissent  from  that  proposition.  He  felt 
sure  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn 
would  not  have  dissented.  The  noble  Lord 
implied  by  his  gesture  that  he  would.  At 
all  crents,  if  he  did  so,  he  would  find  a 
much  smaller  minority  voting  with  him 
than  he  had  on  his  Irish  railway  scheme. 
And  really  he  wcrald  not  be  surprised  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  now  recur  with  some 
triumph  to  that  scheme;  for  where  the  Go- 
Tcmmcnt  were  now  calling  for  a  loan  of 
such  magnitude,  he  did  not  wonder  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  prefer  a  loan  which, 
if  so  much  larger,  might,  at  least  br  possi- 
bility, be  employed  beneficially  for  the 
people.  At  aU  events,  he  did  hope  that 
the  subject  of  the  total  and  immediate  re- 
peal of  all  the  duties  on  provisions,  would 
soon  occupy  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  BWART,  although  anxious  not  to 
offer  an  unfriendly  criticism  on  the  mea- 
sures proposed  to-night,  while  generally 
friendly  to  the  Government,  must  never- 
theless express  his  opinion  that  they  had 
on  this  occasion  thought  too  much  of  the 
present,  and  too  little  of  the  future.  And, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  must  admit  that 
the  noble  Lonl  the  Member  for  Lynn,  in 
his  perhaps  too  magnificent  plan,  had  more 
regarded  the  future.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wiiichester,  that  they 
ought  to  look  to  emancipating  articles  of 
fmnl  from  taxation,  and  also  to  freeing 
trade,  as  far  as  possible,  from  fetters,  for 
the  future  prosperity  of  the  revenue  and 
happiness  of  the  people.  At  the  same 
time,  he  di<l  not  see  how  they  were  to  do 
this,  unless,  as  the  right  hon.  (icntleman 
the  Member  for  Portsmouth  advised,  they 
were  to  take  a  comprehensive  view  of  our 
whole  existing  system  of  taxation.  The 
time  was  at  hand  when  they  must  take  a 
courageous  view  of  this  subject,  when  they 
would  see  the  necessity  of  a  more  exten- 
sire  application  of  the  principle  of  direct  as 
opposed  to  indirect  taxation.  That  great 
f|uestton  was  on  the  distant  horizon;  but 
it  was  destined  to  rise  upon  the  attention 
of  the  country.   Tho  present  budget  might 


satisfy  ear  eonseiences  for  the  moment ;  it 
was  one  of  those  soporifics  which  lulled  the 
symptoms  of  the  patient  for  the  existing 
time :  but  those  who  would  attend  to  the 
permanent  interest  of  the  country,  most 
look  to  the  future,  and  must  take  a  com- 
prehensive and  total  review  of  our  present 
mode  of  taxation,  and  introduce,  not  a 
sudden,  dangerous,  or  theoretic,  but  a  wise, 
moderate,  and  sober  change  of  a  system 
which  was  at  variance  both  with  the  prin- 
ciples' of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  and  with  the  last- 
ing interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BANKES  was  not  surprised  to 
find  that  the  time  had  already  come,  when 
the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Memoer  for  Lynn  was  beginning  to  be  re- 
ceived with  a  greater  degree  of  favour  than 
when  it  was  last  under  discussion;  but  it 
was  certainly  gratifying  to  find  one  Mem- 
ber after  another  expressing  an  opinion 
that,  comparing  the  scheme  of  the  noble 
Lord,  with  the  one  which  had  that  night 
been  submitted  to  the  House,  there  was 
at  least  this  merit  in  it — that  it  proposed 
some  return  for  the  outlay  of  the  money; 
whereas  there  was  none  proposed  for  tne 
eight  millions  which  were  now  claimed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Winchester  (Mr.  B.  Escott)  had 
said,  that  he  did  not  at  the  time,  when  the 
noble  Lord's  scheme  was  propounded, 
think  so  favourably  of  it  as  now.  He  did 
not  wonder  that  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
taken  so  favourable  a  view  of  it,  for  he 
had  not  taken  the  pains  to  understand  it. 
The  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
called  for  a  sum  of  eight  millions,  with- 
out the  slightest  prospect  of  a  return — 
I  [•*  No!"] — well,  without  a  reasonable  hope 
of  a  return  of  a  single  shillmg  of  it.  The 
'  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
•  Tamworth  had  asked  tho  other  night, 
what  was  the  credit  of  the  country;  and 
hod  afterwards  answered  the  question  him- 
self— for  there  was  no  man  more  capable 
of  doing  so;  but  he  might  be  allowed  to 
say,  that  there  was  an  answer  given  a 
'  great  many  years  ago,  by  an  eminent  pre- 
decessor of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who,  when  askinl  what  was  the  credit  of 
i  the  country,  replied,  that  the  credit  of  the 
country  was  not  the  sun,  but  the  sunshine; 
it  gave  life  and  spirit  to  every  thing  around 
'  it,  without  injury  to  the  S4>urce  from  which 
it  emanated,  fie  thought  that  this  was 
the  nature  of  the  proposition  of  his  noble 
Friend;  he  wanted  to  extend  this  sunshine 
of  tho  8tm  of  Engfaind  over  the  pbuns  of 
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Ireland;  and  he  did  not  envy  the  feelings 
of  the  man  who  would  interpose  his  sha- 
dow to  prevent  it.  He  felt  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  had  a  large  claim  upon  this 
country  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  promises 
which  Mr.  Pitt  had  held  out  to  them  at 
the  time  of  the  Union.     Mr.  Pitt  said — 

"  If  it  be  true,  that  this  measure  has  an  Inevita- 
ble tendency  to  admit  the  introduction  of  that 
British  capital  which  is  most  likely  to  give  life 
to  all  the  operations  of  commerce,  and  to  all  the 
improvements  of  agriculture ;  if  it  be  that  which, 
.ibove  all  other  considerations,  is  most  likely  to 
give  security,  quiet,  and  internal  repose  to  Ire- 
land ;  if  it  is  likely  to  remove  the  chief  bar  to  the 
internal  advancement  of  wealth  and  of  civilization 
by  a  more  intimate  intercourse  with  England  ;  if 
it  is  more  likely  to  communicate  from  hence  those 
habits  which  distinguish  this  country,  and  which, 
by  a  continued  gradation,  unite  the  highest  and 
the  lowest  orders  of  the  community  without  a 
chasm  in  any  part  of  the  system  ;  if  it  is  not  only 
likely  to  invite  (as  I  have  already  said)  English 
capital  to  set  commerce  in  motion,  but  to  offer  it 
the  use  of  new  markets  to  open  fresh  sources  of 
wealth  and  industry,  can  wealth,  can  industry, 
can  civilization  increase  among  the  whole  bulk  of 
the  people,  without  much  more  than  countcrba^ 
lancing  the  partial  effect  of  the  removal  of  the 
few  individuals,  who,  for  a  small  part  of  the  year 
would  follow  the  seat  of  legislation?" 

The  time  was  now  come  for  the  fulfilment 
of  that  promise,  and  to  give,  if  not  the 
wealth,  at  least  the  credit  of  England  to 
help  to  fertilize  the  plains  of  Ireland.  Un- 
der these  circumstances,  he  was  happy  to 
find  so  soon,  after  the  rejection  of  his  no- 
ble Friend's  proposition,  that  its  merits 
were,  in  the  face  of  Ministers,  acknow- 
ledged; and  that  it  was  admitted,  that  if 
we  were  to  have  so  large  a  drain  as  was 
now  proposed,  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  distribute  it  more  equally,  and  over 
a  larger  space  of  time,  while  it  would  also 
give  some  hope  at  least,  if  not  the  certainty 
which  the  noble  Lord  entertained,  that 
there  would  be  some  return  for  the  capital 
which  we  were  to  lend.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  but  congratulate  his  noble  Friend, 
that,  notwithstanding  the  defeat  which  ho 
had  sustained  by  niunbers,  which  he  had 
no  reason  to  expect  when  he  made  the 
proposition,  the  merits  of  his  scheme  were 
thus  early  beginning  to  be  better  appre- 
ciated; and  he  believed,  that  before  the 
end  of  the  Session,  a  considerable  portion 
of  it  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  that  with 
reference  to  his  vote  on  the  noble  Lord's 
Railway  Bill,  he  had  explained  the  grounds 
of  it  in  a  letter  to  his  constituents,  which 
he  thought  a  better  plan  than  making  a 
speech  upon  it  now  in  that  House;  but  he 
begged  to  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 


had  just  spoken,  that  the  noble  Lord's 
proposition  could  not  have  been  adopted 
as  a  substitute  for  the  8,000,000?.  now 
proposed — it  would  only  have  been  an  ad- 
dition to  it.  Then,  again,  when  the  hon. 
Member  said,  that  he  did  not  believe  that 
any  portion  of  the  money  would  be  paid, 
he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  say  that  that 
portion  of  it  which  was  advanced  as  a 
loan,  would,  he  hoped — unless  the  cala- 
mity were  to  return  in  a  far  greater  de- 
gree than  it  had  yet  done — be  paid,  and 
punctually  paid.  It  might  be  that  in  some 
districts  of  the  country  there  would  be  a 
difficulty  in  raising  rates;  but  when  alln- 
sions  were  made  to  particular  districts,  as 
being  in  this  position,  it  was  too  commonly 
supposed  by  the  House,  and  the  pubKc, 
that  they  applied  to  the  whole  of  Ireland; 
but  he  for  one,  would  say,  that  if  the  poor 
rates  and  the  county  rates  were  not  repaid, 
and  if  direct  taxation  were  to  be  resorted 
to,  in  consequence,  unpopular  as  it  might 
be,  he  would  be  ashamed  of  himself  if  he 
did  not  give  his  voice  and  vote  in  favour 
of  it.  With  reference  to  the  measure  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn,  ho 
begged  to  say  that,  while  he  thought  it 
was  not  judicious  liberality  to  the  railway 
proprietors  of  Ireland,  he  hoped  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  it  was  founded,  would  be 
attended  to  by  the  Government.  He 
thought  the  noble  Lord  deserved  thanks 
for  having  brought  the  matter  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House;  and  he  trusted 
that  it  was  one  of  the  measures  to  which 
the  Government  would  sooner  or  later  di- 
rect their  attention,  so  as  to  carry  out  the 
principle  and  give  judicious  aid  upon  suffi- 
cient and  carefully  secured  terms  to  rail- 
way enterprise  in  Ireland.  It  was  grati- 
fying to  observe  the  feeling  which  pre- 
vailed in  that  House  towards  Ireland;  and 
a  few  exceptions  did  not  take  away  from 
what  he  might  call  its  moral  universality 
throughout  the  country.  The  proper  coarse 
for  those  who  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath,  would  have  been  to  resist 
the  first  proposition  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  any  aid  to  Ireland ;  but  their 
opposition  would  have  been  scouted  on  all 
sides,  and  the  reception  of  their  proposal 
to  withhold  assistance,  would  have  shown 
the  people  of  Ireland  what  were  the  real 
feelings  of  the  people  of  England. 

Mr.  finch  thought,  in  considering  the 
sources  of  difficulty  to  the  country,  the 
system  of  currency  could  not  be  over- 
looked. If  there  had  been  a  properly  re- 
stricted paper  currency,  the  interest  of 
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money  would  not  now  have  been  above 
3  per  cent.  What  difficulty  would  there 
have  been  in  raising  a  loan  of  4,000,000^ 
for  railways,  if  the  interest  of  money  had 
not  been  raised  to  4  per  cent  by  the  Bank 
of  England  in  consequence  of  the  efflux  of 
bullion,  with  a  prospect  that,  before  six 
weeks  elapsed,  it  would  be  raised  to  5  per 
cent?  He  blamed  the  vicious  system  of 
the  currency,  which  threw  the  country 
every  ^ve  or  six  years  into  a  gold  fever, 
and  so  involved  their  manufacturing  and 
commercial  interests  in  disorder.  The  re- 
duction of  the  naval  and  military  establish- 
ments had  been  suggested;  but  in  the  pre- 
sent temper  of  France,  it  was  necessary  to 
maintain  them  on  their  present  footing; 
and,  though  great  results  had  been  pro- 
mised from  free  trade,  none  had  been  re- 
alized in  so  far  as  regarded  their  relations 
with  Austria,  Prussia,  and  Russia.  The 
question  of  an  increase  or  decrease  on 
those  establishments,  depended  on  consi- 
derations connected  with  foreign  countries, 
rather  than  on  any  of  an  internal  charac- 
ter. A  social  revolution  was  said  to  be 
taking  place  in  Ireland;  and  if  a  loan  of 
eight,  or  sixteen,  or  fifty  millions,  could  be 
of  real  service  in  improving  the  state  of 
that  country,  the  money  would  be  well  be- 
stowed. An  extension  of  direct  taxation 
had  been  advocated  by  an  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  lately  addressed  the  IIousc;  but 
it  seemed  to  be  overlooked  that  there  were 
other  means  of  raising  the  revenue  which 
was  wanted.  The  tax  upon  cotton  had 
gone  into  the  pockets  of  the  growers  of 
cotton,  and  the  price  was  now  higher  than 
ever.  So  it  was  with  the  tax  upon  wool. 
And  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that 
increasing  the  customs  duties,  would  by  a 
great  many  be  preferred  to  increasing  the 
income  tax.  In  conclusion,  he  had  only 
to  express  his  belief,  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  made  the  best  financial  statement 
which  it  was  in  his  power  to  make. 

Resolution  agreed  to.     IIousc  resumed. 

AGRICULTURAL  TENANT-RIGHT  BILL. 
Mr.  PUSEY,  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  should,  at  the  suggestion  of 
several  hon.  Members  interested  in  agri- 
culture, consent  to  have  the  Bill  sent  be- 
fore a  Committee  up  stairs. 

Cou)NEL  SIBTIIORP  said,  he  should 
give  the  Bill  his  most  strenuous  opposition. 
It  would  interfere  unnecessarily  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  disturb  the  mu- 


tual good  feeling  that  at  present  exbted 
between  tliem.  lie  should  never  sanction 
the  introducUon  of  such  rigmarole  Bills. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  said,  he  had  come 
down  to  the  IIousc  with  a  very  different 
feeling  towards  this  Bill  from  that  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  believed  that 
any  Bill  on  agricultural  matters,  emanating 
from  a  Gentleman  of  such  talent  and  ex- 
perience as  the  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced this  measure,  was  deserving  of  re- 
spectful attention  and  consideration.  At 
the  same  time  he  must  say  that  he  could 
not  vote  for  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood.  The 
gallant  Officer  said,  no  such  enactment  was 
necessary;  but  the  gallant  Officer  must  re- 
collect that  he  had  the  good  fortune  to  live 
in  a  part  of  the  country  where  the  cuatom 
of  the  country  was  so  well  ascertained  that 
the  tenant  could  suffer  no  wrong  owing  to 
the  want  of  such  a  law.  Ind^  it  was 
upon  the  model  of  that  custom  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman *s  Bill  was  framed.  Ue 
did  not  think  that  any  legislative  enact- 
ment was  so  effective  as  a  custom,  for  yon 
could  not  apply  to  every  description  of 
landlords  and  tenants,  one  uniform  rule. 
There  must  be  a  great  variety  of  tenures, 
of  arrangements,  and  peculiar  habits,  to 
which  it  would  be  impossible  to  adapt  any 
particular  enactment.  His  opinion  was, 
that  a  Bill  securing  tenant-right  would  be 
valuable;  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  send 
the  Bill  to  a  Committee  up  stairs,  where  it 
would  be  discussed,  and  any  objectionable 
provisions  it  might  contain  be  removed. 

Mr.  miles  approved  of  the  suggestion 
to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  up  stairs, 
and  expressed  his  conviction  that  some 
Bill  of  the  kind  was  absolutely  necessary, 
so  far  as  tenants  were  concerned. 

Mr.  finch  thought  it  right  that  the 
tenant  should  be  compensated  for  any  im- 
provements he  might  make;  but  in  most 
cases  notice  of  intended  improvements 
should  be  given  to  the  landlord,  and  he 
should  be  satisfied  that  they  were  hcmdfide 
improvements.  With  some  alteration  to 
that  effect,  he  thought  the  Bill  might  be 
made  a  very  good  one. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  was  mclincd  to 
think  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Lincoln  (Colonel  Sibtliorp)  had  arrivotl 
at  a  very  hasty  opinion  on  the  Bill.  Ho 
trusted,  however,  that  great  care  would  be 
used  in  further  proceeding  with  it,  for  if 
any  absolute  bar  were  placed  in  the  way  of 
mutual  agreements  between  tenant  and 
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landlord,  upon  such  terms  as  they  thom- 
selves  might  select,  he  feared  that  a  dis- 
ruption of  those  relations  would  he  effected, 
which  he  was  sure  was  the  last  ohject  the 
honourahle  promoter  of  the  Bill  had  in 
view. 

Mr.  E SCOTT  thought  there  was  so 
much  good  in  parts  of  the  Bill  that  he  was 
almost  afraid  that  the  result  of  sending  it 
up  stairs  to  a  Select  Committee  would  be 
to  send  it  to  a  place  whence  it  would  never 
return.  At  the  same  time  he  had  great 
doubts  if  the  measure,  as  it  now  stood, 
would  effect  the  great  and  important  ob- 
jects which  the  farmers  had  in  view,  and 
which  it  could  not  be  disputed  they  were 
determined  to  accomplish  if  possible.  The 
question  then  was,  if  this  were  the  right 
measure.  He  hoped  the  result  of  sending 
it  up  stab's  would  not  be  to  shelve  it  for 
another  Session,  which  he  apprehended 
that  it  would. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that .  in  giving  his 
assent  to  the  second  reading,  in  order  that 
the  Bill  might  be  sent  up  stairs,  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  he  did  not  ap- 
prove of  many  of  the  provisions  contained 
in  the  Bill.  It  was  certainly  desirable  to 
place  this  difficult  subject  upon  a  satis- 
factory footing,  but  he  was  quite  convinced 
that  in  its  present  shape  the  Bill  would  not 
have  that  effect. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  considered  the  Bill 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  tenants'  rights 
in  some  districts,  and  therefore  wanted 
to  know  if  it  was  intended  that  the  Bill 
was  to  extend  to  every  part  of  the  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  PUSEY  begged  to  say  that  the 
tenants'  rights  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet were  those  respecting  husbandry, 
and  quite  distinct  from  those  contemplated 
by  the  Bill.  As  to  what  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire,  as  to  the  drawing 
up  of  the  Bill,  he  must  say  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  hold  of  a  mere  verbal 
error,  for  the  Bill  had  been  drawn  by  one 
of  the  ablest  conveyancers  in  London;  and 
with  regard  to  its  principle  and  working, 
he  would  be  quite  prepared  on  a  fitting 
occasion  to  argue  the  same  against  the 
hon.  Member.  This  Bill  was  the  result  of 
many  years'  labour;  and  he  tinisted  some- 
thing effectual  would  be  done  this  Session, 
as  he  considered  it  was  the  only  means  of 
averting  that  distress  which  must  inevit- 
ably follow  unless  some  such  Acts  were 
passed. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

VOL.XC.     {2Sf 


LAW  OF  MARRIAGE  (SCOTLAND). 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  of 
Scotland  affecting  the  constitution  of  mar- 
riage. The  learned  Lord,  who  was  almost 
inaudible,  was  understood  to  say  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  touch  the  principles  of 
the  law  of  Scotland  in  relation  to  marriage, 
but  to  narrow  the  evidence  by  which  a  com- 
pact so  important  should  be  proved,  and 
not  to  allow  it  to  rest  upon  such  a  vague, 
uncertain,  and  indefinite  foundation.  Mar- 
riage had  often  been  held  to  be  constituted 
where  he  really  believed  parties  did  not 
intend  it.  If  the  Bill  which  he  had  just 
brought  in  should  be  carried,  he  hoped  to 
make  the  registration  so  easy  that  there 
should  be  no  excuse  for  not  having  a  mar- 
riage registered  at  once. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  :  Taking  into 
account  the  enlarged  experience  and  care- 
ful attention  brought  to  bear  on  this  Bill, 
he  was  sure  it  would  be  introduced  in  as 
perfect  a  shape  as  possible.  But  the  learned 
Lord,  in  the  notice  which  he  had  given,  had 
not  referred  to  a  portion  of  the  subject  to 
which  his  (Sir  James  Graham's)  attention, 
living  on  the  Scottish  border,  had  been 
particularly  called.  He  saw  flagrant  and 
constant  abuses  arise  from  the  facility  of 
marriage,  as  applicable  not  to  the  inhabit- 
ants of  Scotland,  but  to  those  living  on  the 
English  side  of  the  border,  who  crossed 
over  without  the  knowledge  of  their  friends, 
contracted  marriage,  and  then  recrossed. 
He  did  not  know  whether  this  point  had 
fallen  under  the  special  attention  of  the 
learned  Lord;  but  it  was  worthy  of  his  at- 
tion  whether  a  clause  might  not  be  inserted, 
making  a  residence  in  Scotland  for  a  cer- 
tain time  imperative  on  those  who  con- 
tracted marriage  there.  He  was  well  aware 
of  the  extreme  difficulty  of  the  subject; 
but  he  thought  that  some  di^  restraint 
ought  to  be  imposed  on  the  extreme  faci- 
lity now  allowed,  which  often  led  to  clan- 
destine marriages. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  felt  very  much 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
this  suggestion.  The  subject  alluded  to 
was  not  immediately  under  his  consider- 
ation, as  his  Bill  related  only  to  the  in- 
habitants of  Scotland.  There  might  be 
very  great  difficulty  in  requiring  residence 
animo  morandi;  but  if  the  contraction  of 
marriage  were  prevented  unless  one  of  the 
parties  had  been  actually  resident  for  a  cer- 
tain number  of  days,  the  Gretna  Green  mar- 
riages would  become  as  difficult  as  they  were 
now  easy.  If  the  Bill  which  he  had  just 
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brought  in  should  be  carried,  such  residence  | 
might  easily  bv  a  clause  in  one  of  these  BilU  i 
be  required  to  be  in  the  registrar's  district.  ! 

LeaTe  given.    Bill  brought  in,  and  read 
a  first  time. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past   Tveke 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tueaday,  February  23,  1847. 

lliirima.}     Pcuic  BiuA— 9*  and  p««ed:— DcrtiCiite 

PcnoDt  (Irebndi. 
Btfrtetd  the  Rmfol  A*»mt. — Buck  Wheat,  ice.  Importo- 
tioo:  BrrviDf  from  Sugmr ;  DUulUng  from  Sugar;  Chd- 
MS  Pnuiom. 

PBTiTio<«a  PBBARjrTBO.  Bj  the  Duk«  of  Rotlaod,  from 
tMettttr,  and  ferenil  other  places,  for  the  Repeal  at  the 
pmeot  Law  of  Settlement,  and  for  a  National  Rate  for 
the  Relief  of  the  Poor— From  the  Reiaef  Committee  of 
Tag hmon.  Wtxfori,  for  the  Adoptioo  of  a  more  Ezten- 
•ire  Syitcm  of  Railwayi  in  Ireland. 

DESTITUTE  PERSONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  MARQUEas  of  LANSDOWNE  moved 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Destitute  Persons 
(Ireland)  BiU. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  thought  the  BiU 
had  not  been  very  carefully  drawn,  and 
pointed  out  several  defects,  as  he  consi- 
dered them,  in  its  construction.  In  regard 
to  the  constitution  of  relief  committees, 
the  third  clause  did  not  give  tho  Lord 
Lieutenant  puwer  to  appoint  those  com- 
mittees, but  enabled  him  merely  to  issue 
general  or  special  orders  uuder  which  their 
appointment  should  take  place.  He  again 
expressed  the  pain  and  alarm  with  which 
he  regarded  such  measures.  If  loans  and 
grants  were  made,  as  proposed,  he  knew 
not  how  the  Irish  people  could  be  weaned 
from  the  habit  of  relying  fur  assistance 
upon  this  country.  Tho  idea  of  supplying 
work,  wages,  and  fcKxl,  was  really  so  wild, 
that  he  must  protest  against  the  measure ; 
and  his  f(*ar  was,  that  what  might  now  be 
done  woultl  bo  much  worse  than  nothing. 

Tho  Mahqies«  of  LONDONDERRY 
deprecated  the  tone  assumed  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  ;  he  thought  it  hard  to 
run  down  peojile  who  were  compelled  by 
circum.stanct^H  whirh  were  entirely  beyond 
their  control  to  st^ek  ussiHtance,  and  to  bay 
that  they  always  r4*lied  on  others,  and  not 
upon  themselves.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  on  a  rl^oent  occasion,  complained  of 
the  Iritth  landlords  as  persons  who  were 
keeping  their  servants  and  carriages,  and 
drinking  their  French  wines ;  but  the  fault 
was,  not  that  they  had  these  things,  but 
that  thoy  did  not  have  them  in  Ireland. 
When  they  saw  noble  and  learned  Lords 


going  abroad  and  living  in  France,  thej 
were  apt  to  follow  the  example ;  but  they 
were  naturally  sore  at  being  singled  out  to 
be  complained  oU  while  others  went  free. 
Among  their  misfortunes,  not  the  least 
was  the  formation  of  the  so-called  "  Irish 
party."  If  ever  there  was  anything  op- 
posed to  the  best  interests  of  this  empire. 
It  was  the  unfortunate  notion  that  it  was 
necessary  to  discuss  measures  for  Ireland 
before  they  were  brought  into  delibcratioo 
in  Parliament,  and  the  expectation  that* 
after  such  discussion,  they  would  receire 
the  unanimous  approval  of  the  Members  of 
either  House  of  the  Legislature.  It  led 
to  the  impression  that  Parliament  was  in- 
different to  the  interests  of  Ireland.  This 
was  a  strange  union  that  had  taken  place 
between  Conciliation-hall  and  noble  Lords. 
But  he  believed  that  in  every  meeting  of 
that  "party,*'  there  had  been  as  much 
disunion  as  in  either  House  of  Parliament, 
if  not  more.  He  begged  to  express  his 
sincere  thanks  for  the  liberality  of  the 
people  of  this  country ;  but  he  remtted 
that  the  measures  brought  into  Parliament 
had  not  been  more  maturely  weighed,  and 
that  different  plans  had  followed  one  upon 
another  so  fast,  that  they  were  hardly  un- 
derstood. The  Arms  Act  ought  not  to 
have  been  allowed  to  be  so  long  off  the 
Statute-book.  The  poor-law  system  ought 
to  be  extended,  though  not  to  the  length  con- 
tended for  by  some — a  length  which  would 
render  it  very  prejudicial  to  the  landed 
proprietors.  But  he  did  not  know  what 
would  have  been  the  state  of  the  country 
but  for  such  a  poor  law  even  as  it  had  had. 
L(»KT)  BROUGHAM:  He  could  assure 
the  noble  Marquess  he  was  totally  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  he  attacked  the  Irish 
people — '*run  down'*  the  Irish,  as  ho 
termed  it.  He  did  not  base  his  objection 
to  this  measure  upon  any  national  pecu- 
liarity of  tlie  Irish;  he  should  have  had 
the  sumo  objection  to  this  Bill,  if  it  had 
applied  to  the  Scotch  or  the  English ;  the 
Irish  were  somewhat  less  provident  than 
the  Scotch,  but  perhaps  not  so  much  leas 
provident  than  the  English.  So  far  from 
finding  fault  with  the  chanty  of  the  English 
towards  the  Iriith,  he  highly  approved  and 
applauded  the  kindly  feeling  which  had 
been  displayed,  and  the  magnificent  dona- 
tions which  had  been  given  by  the  public. 
What  he  objected  to  was,  that  any  people 
whatsoever  should  be  led  to  look  for  their 
support  to  a  Government  fund  of  million 
upon  million.  As  to  the  charge  of  absen- 
teeism now  brought  againat  huB,  his  resi- 
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dence  out  of  this  country  was  never  for 
above  two  or  three  months,  at  a  season  of 
the  year  when  there  was  no  peraon  in  this 
town,  and  when  Parliament  was  not  sitting; 
and  his  residence  abroad  never  interfered 
in  the  slightest  degree  with  either  his 
duties  here,  or,  as  he  hoped,  in  that  part 
of  the  country  with  which  he  was  more 
immediately  connected.  He  had  not  made 
any  charge  against  the  noble  Marquess  for 
not  residing  in  Ireland ;  no  doubt,  the  noble 
Marquess  was  doing  great  good  by  residing 
where  he  did ;  but  the  difference  between 
himself  and  the  noble  Marquess  was  just 
this,  that  he,  himself,  was  only  absent  for 
two  or  three  months  in  the  year,  and  the 
noble  Marquess  only  resided  for  two  or 
three  months.  He  (Lord  Brougham)  had 
thrown  no  imputation  upon  the  Irish  peo- 
ple, and  he  never  grudged  them  any  of  the 
charitable  aid  afforded  by  so  many  persons 
in  this  country. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY  : 
I  would  be  the  last  person  to  say  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  should  not  go  to 
France,  or  have  his  boar  hunt,  or  anything 
he  pleases;  but  still  I  must  say,  why  should 
he  hunt  the  Irish  landlords,  and  run  them 
down? 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  I  never  ran  down 
an  Irish  proprietor,  any  more  than  I  ever 
ran  down — 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  A 
boar ! 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  I  assure  the  noble 
Marquess  I  never  engaged  in  the  diversion 
of  boar-hunting  in  any  part  of  the  Con- 
tinent. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
understood  to  propose  to  remove  the  doubt 
which  had  been  suggested  by  the  noble 
i^nd  learned  Lord,  by  inserting  in  section 
three,  words  directing  that  the  relief  com- 
mittees be  constituted  not  only  **  in  such 
^lanner,"  but  **  of  such  persons,''  as  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  shall  direct.  The  noble 
Marquess  also  proposed  some  other  verbal 
amendments,  including  one  to  meet  the 
objection  made  on  the  previous  evening  by 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough),  though  the  apprehended  abuse 
could  not  have  taken  place  without  a  com- 
bination of  a  relief  committee  with  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Government  to 
defeat  the  object  of  the  Legislature. 

The  Amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH,  in 
reference  to  what  had  been  said  respecting 
the  Irish  party,  observed,  that  in  a  great 
calamity  like  that  which  had  befallen  Ire- 


land, it  was  only  natural  that  persons  be- 
longing to  it  should  assemble  together  to 
consider  what  would  be  beneficial  to  their 
country.  With  respect  to  the  Pill,  he  re- 
gretted that  there  was  not  soine  provision 
in  it  for  the  more  effectual  recovery  of 
rates. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  took  that  oppor- 
tunity of  correcting  a  mistake  in  one  of 
Mr.  Otway's  letters,  dated  January  17, 
from  Castlebar.  In  this  letter  it  was  stated 
that  a  noble  connexion  of  his,  Lord  Kil- 
maine,  had  not  paid  a  great  portion  of  his 
rates.  Since  the  letter  in  question  was 
printed  and  laid  on  the  Table,  he  had  hi^l 
communication  with  the  noble  Lord,  and  also 
his  agent;  and  he  was  authorized  by  them 
to  say  that  statement  i^as  totally  incorrect. 
All  the  rates  due  from  Lord  Kilmaine  had 
been  paid)  and  that  too  immediately  on 
application  for  them.  He  was  not  surprised 
at  such  errors  creeping  into  the  letters, 
because,  from  the  manner  in  which  the 
accounts  and  books  were  kept,  there  was 
great  difficulty  in  the  ratepayers  knowing 
what  was  due  from  them,  and  in  the  as- 
sistant-commissioners ascertaining  what 
was  the  state  of  the  rates.  This  accounted 
for  such  errors  as  that  into  which  Mr.  Ot- 
way,  no  doubt  unintentionally,  had  fallen. 
With  respect  to  the  Bill,  he  thought  it 
went  to  prevent  the  establishment  in  Ire- 
land of  a  class  of  persons  whose  presence 
throughout  the  country  would  be  a  real 
blessing — viz.  retail  dealers.  According 
to  the  Bill,  the  Government  were  to  buy  at 
wholesale  and  sell  at  a  low  retail;  and  this 
would  have  the  effect  of  discouraging  the 
establishment  of  small  retailers  in  Ireland. 
He  knpw  that  the  Bill,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, was  absolutely  necessary;  but 
he  was  adverting  to  a  prpyision  in  it  which 
it  was  desirable  that  the  Irish  people 
should  understand  would  cease  after  the 
present  necessity.  He  considered  that  the 
great  curse  of  Ireland  had  been  the  want 
of  retail  dealers.  He  believed  that,  if,  as 
in  England,  there  had  been  a  large  num- 
ber of  retail  dealers  in  that  country,  the 
grain  already  here,  and  that  which  would 
have  been  imported,  would  have  afforded 
sufficient  food — though  certainly  at  a  high 
price — to  prevent  three-fourths  of  the  mi- 
sery which  now  existed.  The  misfortune 
had  been  the  want  of  the  means  of  distri- 
buting food,  especially  in  the  more  remote 
districts  of  the  country,  rather  than  the 
absolute  scarcity  of  food.  It  appeared 
from  the  census  returns  that  there  were  in 
England  only  three  labourers  to  every  acre 
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of  cultivated  land;  while  in  Ireland,  ac- 
cording to  returns  now  upon  their  Lord- 
ships* Tahle,  there  were  ahove  eight  la- 
bourers to  each  acre  of  cultivated  land. 
Now,  if  they  were  to  introduce  an  im- 
proved and  economical  system  of  farming 
into  Ireland,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
eight  men  to  each  acre  of  land  to  obtain 
such  fair  wages  as  were  consistent  with 
economical  farming;  and  he  was  convinced 
that  the  only  effectual  means  of  benefiting 
Ireland,  and  one  to  which  he  was  satisfied 
they  must  eventually  resort,  was  a  system 
of  emigration.  He  also  thought  that  in  all 
engagements  between  landlord  and  tenant 
in  Ireland,  a  clause  should  be  introduced 
requiring  that  a  system  of  cultivation 
should  be  adopted  on  the  principle  of  the 
four-course  system,  and  that  every  farmer 
should  be  compelled  to  consume  his  own 
straw  upon  his  land. 

Bill  read  3*  and  ptissed. 

Ilouse  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
luesday,  February  23, 1847. 

MiirOTU.]    Public  Bills. — !<>  L^gtl  Quays  (London). 

Pjititioivi  PKKiKifTBD.  By  Mr.  T.  Dunoombe,  Mr.  J. 
FMden,  and  Sir  B.  Hall,  tram  sereral  plaoM,  for  Altera* 
tion  or  the  Law  retpecUng  the  Registration  of  Voten.— 
By  Lord  Brooke,  trom  Kenil worth,  for  Better  Obtervaooe 
of  the  Lord's  Day.—  By  Mr.  Pattiton.  from  Shipowners 
of  London,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Copper  Ores. — By 
Sir  J.  Y.  Bulter,  trom  Torbay,  and  Mr.  J.  H.  Vivian, 
trom  Swansea,  for  Reduction  of  the  Lighthouse  Due*. — 
By  Mr.  E.  Ellioe,  and  other  Hon.  Members,  trom  several 
places,  against  the  Proposed  Measures  respecting  Sugar 
and  Rum.— By  Mr.  F.  Baring,  tram  Portsmouth,  for  the 
Abolition  of  Corporal  Punishment  in  the  Army  and  Navy. 
—By  Mr.  W.  Patten,  from  Warrington,  in  Favour  of  the 
Ten  Hours  Factory  Bill.— By  Mi^or  Macnanoara,  from 
Gantry  and  Landholders  of  the  County  of  Clare,  for  Time 
to  eonsider  Measures  relative  to  the  Improvement  of  Ire» 
land— By  Mr.  Cabbdl.  tram  Windsor,  for  Inquiry  re^ 
spacUng  the  MiliUry  KnlghUof  Windsor.— By  Mr.  Eseott, 
from  Robert  Langslow.  Esq.,  late  Judge  of  the  District 
Court  of  Colombo,  in  the  Island  of  Ceylon,  complaining 
of  Dismissal.  —  By  Sir  F.  Trench,  tram  Scaibonnigh, 
against  Repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws. — By  several  Hon. 
Members,  from  numerous  places,  for  Repeal  or  Alteration 
of  Poor  Removal  Act.  —  By  Mi^or  Macnamara.  trom 
County  of  Clare,  in  Favour  of  the  Railways  (Ireland) 
BUI.— By  Mr.  C  ripps,  fVom  Cirencester  Union,  for  Altera- 
tkm  of  the  Law  of  Settlement 

EXPENSES  OF  PRIVATE  mUJ^. 
Mr.  IIUME  said,  that  he  was  ahout  to 
propose  the  reappointment  of  a  Commit- 
tee, which  sat  last  Session,  for  the  purpose 
of  inauiring  into  the  Private  Business  of 
the  House,  with  the  view  of  reducing  the 
expenses  connected  therewith.     The  sug- 
gestions contained    in    the    report  of  the  j 
Committee  which  sat  last  Session,  had,  in  j 
•everal  instances,  heen  acted   upon  with  i 
great  advantage,  and  particularly  as  re- I 


spected  the  proving  of  Standing  Orders. 
Under  the  old  system,  it  frequently  hap- 
pened that  200  or  300  witnesses  were  de- 
tained in  town  for  upwards  of  twenty  days, 
at  the  expense  of  the  promoters  of  a  Bill, 
whilst  the  Standing  Orders  were  being 
proved;  but  now  the  business  was  des- 
patched in  a  couple  of  days.  One  very 
important  object,  however,  had  still  to  be 
effected,  and  that  was  the  establishment  of 
a  table  of  fees,  by  which  the  charges  of 
promoters  and  opponents  of  Private  Bills 
should  be  regulated.  Every  tribunal  but 
the  House  of  Commons  had  enforced  a  sys- 
tem of  that  nature.  In  the  early  part  of 
the  Session,  he  proposed  a  resolution  on 
the  subject;  but  it  then  appeared  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  House  that  it  would  be  the 
better  course  for  him  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
effect  the  object  which  he  had  in  view;  but 
he  found  that  so  much  difference  of  opin- 
ion prevailed  with  respect  to  the  mode  of 
taxing  costs,  that  he  found  himself  obliged 
to  propose  the  reappointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  that  point.  He,  there- 
fore, moved — 


"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  € 
tinne  the  inquiry  into  the  Private  Bnainett  of  the 
House,  the  expenses  attending  the  obtaining  of 
all  Private  Bills,  including  idl  the  expenses  of 
the  opponents  as  well  as  the  promoters  of  Bills, 
and  the  taxing  of  expenses  thereto.*' 

Sir  W.  JAMES  asked,  whether  the 
inquiry  of  the  Committee  could  not  be  ex- 
tended to  Bills  already  passed  ?  He 
thought  some  retrospective  investigation 
called  for;  the  contradictory  legislation  of 
the  Ilouse  on  Private  Bills  produced  great 
inconvenience.  In  the  town  he  represented 
(Hull),  different  local  Bills  contained  con- 
tradictory enactments. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  inconvenience  had 
been  already  provided  for  as  far  as  the  ex- 
pressed opinion  of  a  Committee  could  go. 
It  had  recommended  that,  in  all  cases  in 
which  corporate  bodies  applied  to  Pariia- 
raent  for  new  Bills,  they  should  be,  if  poa- 
sible,  consolidated  into  one  measure,  avoid- 
ing contradictory  clauses;  that  Bill  to  be 
the  only  measure  regulating  the  local  bosi- 
nesji  of  the  corporation. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed. 

LANDED  PROPERTY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Mr.  ROEBUCK,  seeing  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  in  his  place, 
although  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  was  absent,  wished 
to  put  A  qoetlion  to  him  regarding  the 
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vote  agreed  to  last  night,  by  which 
1,500,000^.  were  granted  under  the  Landed 
Property  (Ireland)  Bill.  He  had  thought 
from  what  the  noble  Member  for  London 
had  said  on  a  former  day,  that  this  mea- 
sure was  to  proceed  pari  passu  with  the 
Irish  Poor  Law;  and  as  the  essence  of 
the  measure  was  money,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  vote  of  last  night  was  a 
mere  formal  resolution  not  binding  upon 
the  House  hereafter;  or,  in  other  words, 
whether  the  engagement  entered  into  be- 
tween the  noble  Lord  and  himself  was  to 
be  infringed  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  resolution 
of  last  night  was  merely  a  formal  proceed- 
ing, necessary  in  all  similar  cases,  in  order 
that  a  clause  might  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill  which  any  Member  Might  oppose  if  he 
saw  reason  to  do  so. 

RAILWAY  BILLS. 
Mr.  ELLICE,  in  rising  to  bring  for- 
ward the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  relative  to  referring  all  Railway 
B'dls  to  the  Railway  Commissioners,  ob- 
served, that  the  necessity  for  it  was  so 
self-evident,  from  the  magnitude  of  railway 
transactions,  and  their  connexion  with  the 
financial  interests  of  the  country,  and  in- 
deed on  every  other  account,  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  for  him  to  detain  the 
House  long  with  any  detailed  facts,  or 
comments  upon  them.  When  he  had  men- 
tioned the  matter  before,  he  was  led  to 
infer,  from  the  information  which  had  been 
furnished  him,  that  the  amount  of  capital 
to  be  raised  for  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways in  the  present  Session,  would  be 
about  40,000,000^.  sterling.  He  had  moved 
for  an  accurate  return,  but  there  had  not 
been  time  as  yet  to  make  it.  However, 
as  far  as  he  could  ascertain  the  fact,  it 
appeared  that,  instead  of  40,000,000?.,  the 
amount  would  be  in  reality  120,000,000?., 
of  which  80,000,000?.  were  capital,  and 
40,000,000?.  borrowed  money.  He  had 
moved  at  the  same  time  for  another  re- 
turn, which  he  could  have  wished  was  be- 
fore the  House,  before  moving  his  proposed 
resolution — namely,  the  actual  amount  of 
capital  raised  under  former  Acts — of  the 
extent  of  power  still  remaining  to  be  ex- 
ercised, to  raise  further  capital  and  loans 
— and  of  the  amount  of  loan  notes,  deben- 
tures, or  money  borrowed  in  other  ways, 
still  outstanding.  The  complicated  and 
difficult  character  of  that  return  necessa- 
rily caused  delay;  and  it  was  not  yet,  he 
regretted  to  say,  in  a  condition  to  be  laid 


before  the  House.  The  only  course  left 
him  in  the  case,  therefore,  was  to  endea- 
vour to  give  an  idea  of  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  enormous  monetary  opera- 
tions of  these  undertakings,  by  stating 
the  condition  of  some  of  the  companies, 
as  represented  in  published  proceedings, 
at  the  meetings  of  their  shareholders. 
The  first  he  should  take  was  the  North 
Western,  late  the  London  and  Birming- 
ham Railway.  That  company  had  raised 
10,000,000?.  of  capital,  and  6,000.000?. 
of  loan ;  they  had,  moreover,  a  power  to 
raise  a  sum  equal  to  10,000,000?.  more  of 
both;  thus  extending  their  engagements 
to  28.000,000?.  The  Great  Western  had 
raised  4,800.000?.  capital,  with  4,500,000?. 
of  loan,  and  was  represented  as  involved 
in  engagements  for  leases,  amalgamations, 
and  unfinished  undertakings,  to  an  extent 
exceeding  30,000,000?.  The  Eastern 
Counties,  which  succeeded  in  his  list,  had 
raised  a  capital  of  4,200,000?.,  and 
3,400,000?.  on  terminable  annuities  and 
preferential  stock,  part  of  which  was  re- 
presented by  fictitious  stock,  under  the 
title  of  bonus.  That  company  had  also  a 
further  power  of  raising  money,  but  he  did 
not  exactly  know  the  sum.  The  Man- 
chester and  Leeds,  which  followed,  raised 
2,000,000?.  capital,  and  1,800,000?.  by 
loan  ;  and  they  had  a  power  in  their  Act 
to  increase  it  to  10,000,000?.  The  fifth 
and  last  he  should  refer  to,  was  the  Mid- 
land Railway,  with-  their  connexions  of  the 
North  Junction,  the  engagements  of  which 
he  could  not  accurately  state  to  the  House; 
but  if  the  Bills  on  the  Table  were  to  be  all 
passed,  he  believed  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Hudson),  would  be 
placed  at  the  head  of  railway  concerns 
with  a  capital  of  30,000,000?.  In  these 
cases,  there  were  various  powers,  most  of 
them  very  anomalous,  given  to  raise  capi- 
tal and  to  contract  loans — powers,  which, 
if  not  of  an  absolutely  conflicting  nature, 
were  founded  on  different  principles  in 
every  case.  He  found,  besides  this,  that 
the  North  Western  Company  had  last  year 
been  authorized  to  raise  5,700,000?.  ex- 
clusively by  loan,  and  that  they  had  now 
Bills  to  raise  further  capital,  in  guaran- 
tees to  other  companies,  or  in  subscribing 
capital  to  these  companies.  That  being 
the  extent  of  the  existing  transactions  of  a 
few  of  these  companies,  he  deemed  it  ne- 
cessary to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  numberless  Bills  then  lying  on  the 
Table,  principally  promoted  by  old  com- 
panies, for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  powers 
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ing  a  previous  examination  and  report  by 
the  Railroad  Commissioners.  Ought  inte- 
rest to  be  paid  on  fictitious  capital  by  the 
public,  taxed  already  topay  lOpercent  profit 
on  the  money  actually  invested  in  the  con- 
struction of  railroads  ?  One  company  bor- 
rowed loans  on  mortgage,  another  on  de- 
bentures. The  terms  of  doing  that,  he  was 
aware,  were,  in  certain  cases,  prescribed 
by  the  Clauses  Consolidation  Act;  but  there 
were  propositions  at  variance  with  them. 
One  company  created  perpetual  annuities, 
another  capitalised  its  debt.  In  those 
cases,  the  public  should  be  aware  whether, 
when  one  company  raised  ten  millions,  and 
borrowed  five  millions,  the  guarantee  of 
ten  per  cent  on  the  ten  millions,  should  also 
extend  to  the  five  millions.  It  was  well 
that  these  things  should  be  understood.  In 
the  case  of  the  North  Western  Company, 
there  were  various  Bills  on  the  Table, 
under  which  the  directors  proposed  to 
pledge  their  old  capital  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  branches  and  exten- 
sibns.  It  was  very  desirable  that  some 
inquiry  should  be  made  how  far  such  a 
proceeding  on  tbe  part  of  the  directors 
might  be  in  accordance  with  the  Standiilg 
Orders  of  the  House.  He  had  turned  his 
attention,  as  he  had  already  said,  to  the 
subject,  in  consequence  of  having  been  ap- 
pointed chairman  of  a  Committee  last  year. 
He  had  avoided  expressing  any  opinion 
on  the  various  points  he  had  adverted  to; 
but  he  believed  that  he  spoke  the  opinion 
of  a  great  number  of  Members  when  he 
said,  that  definite  principles  and  a  wbll-con- 
sidered  system  should  be  laid  down,  under 
which  Committees  could  perform  their  du- 
ties much  more  to  their  own  satisfaction, 
and,  he  was  sure,  much  more  for  the  pub- 
lic benefit,  as  well  as  for  the  interest  of 
railroad  companies  themselves.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  same  principle  should  pre- 
vail in  all  cases;  but  if  they  wished  their 
proceedings  to  be  beneficial  to  the  public, 
and  at  the  same  time  creditable  to  the 
House,  it  would  be  desirable  that  they 
should  be  guided  by  some  authority  having 
access  to  information  which  might  enable 
them  to  form  right  decisions,  and  whose 
opinions  could  bo  maintained  before  the 
Committee.  He  could  assure  Gentlemen 
connected  with  railroads — for  himself  he 
had  no  interest  in  them — that  he  took  up 
this  subject  rather  with  a  view  to  their 
benefit,  than  from  the  least  desire  to  check 
this  meritorious  exertion  of  enterprise.  He 
was  as  desirous  as  they  could  bo  to  see  the 


success  of  these  undertakings;  but  he  was 
quite  sure  it  was  for  their  own  interest  that 
the  undertakings  should  proceed  on  grounds 
not  open  to  suspicion;  and  even  if  delay 
should  take  place,  it  would  be  amply  com- 
pensated for  by  their  proceeding  on  set- 
tled and  satisfactory  principles;  and  he 
should  be  very  much  surprised,  in  the 
event  of  the  House  adopting  the  resolu- 
tion he  proposed,  if  they  did  not  feel  an 
obligation  to  him  for  having  brought  it 
forward.  He  thought  it  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  another  subject  should  be 
taken  up  by  the  Commissioners  of  Rail- 
ways. Cases  had  come  before  Com- 
mittees in  which  that  much-contested 
question  of  the  gauge  had  to  be  decided. 
That  on  which  he  sat  supported  him  in 
declining  to  hear  evidence  as  to  the  supe- 
riority of  one  gauge  over  the  other.  Thejr 
thought  themselves  perfectly  incompetent 
to  decide  the  question,  and  it  was  referred 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  for  its  opinion. 
That  opinion  was,  that  it  was  better  not  to 
change  one  gauge  into  the  other,  but 
that  both  could  be  used  on  the  same  line. 
The  Committee  unanimously  came  to  the 
resolution,  that  they  did  not  think  that 
consistent  with  the  public  safety.  A  Bill 
had,  indeed,  been  passed,  which  was  in- 
tended to  settle  this  afiuir  of  the  gauges ; 
but  which,  as  he  was  informed  by  parties 
very  conversant  with  the  subject  out  of 
doors,  would  put  it  in  some  respects  as 
much  at  sea  as  ever.  Questions  would 
arise  before  the  Committees  connected  with 
the  gauges,  and  he  believed  they  would 
have  again  brought  before  them  that  Ses- 
sion the  question  of  the  two  gauges  on  the 
same  line.  If  three  or  four  Committees 
were  formed,  the  probability  was,  that  one 
half  would  be  for  one  plan,  and  the  other 
half  for  the  other.  It  would  be  very  de- 
sirable if,  before  this  question  of  the  gauges 
were  referred  to  the  Committees,  the  Rail- 
road Commissioners,  after  examining  the 
whole  question,  should  report  their  Opinion. 
He  only  stated  this  with  the  view  to  save 
enormous  expense.  He  might  mention 
the  fact,  that  the  proceedings  before  one 
of  the  Committees  of  last  Session  cost  one 
of  the  parties  before  the  House  150,000?. 
That  party  carried  their  Bill  through  that 
House,  and  probably  the  other  side  spent 
almost  the  same  money.  The  Bill  went  up 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  where  it  was  thrown 
out.  These  facts  were  scandalous  to  the 
reputation  of  that  House  ;  and  imputations 
of  every  description  were  cast  by  the  pub- 
lic on  the  Committees  both  of  that  House 
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and  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary  they  should  shelter  the 
reputation  of  that  House  from  such  impu- 
tations. He  had  not  included  this  subject 
in  the  resolution  he  intended  to  propose ; 
but  he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Commissioner  of  Railroads  would  see  the 
necessity  of  undertaking  this  duty,  or  that 
the  House  would  impose  it  on  the  board, 
and  that  at  all  events  they  would  have 
these  matters  either  recommended  to  the 
House,  or  decided  upon  by  authorities 
responsible  for  their  decision  to  the  public. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  the  first  of  the  following  resolu- 
tions : — 

•*  1 .  That  all  Railway  Bills  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion be  referred  to  the  Railway  Commissioners, 
for  their  Report  to  this  House  upon  the  following 
points,  previously  to  such  Bills  being  considered 
in  Committees  of  this  House: — 

"  2.  That  every  Report  so  to  bo  made  upon  each 
Bill  shall  state  the  amount  of  the  capital  proposed 
to  bo  raised,  and  of  the  loans  proposed  to  be  au- 
thorized by  the  Bill ;  and  if,  under  the  provisions 
of  such  Bill,  any  powers  are  to  be  given  to  any 
Company  already  incorporated  of  raising  further 
capital  or  loans,  or  of  making  alterations,  branches, 
or  extensions  of  their  existing  Lines,  or  of  pur- 
chasing or  leasing  any  other  Lines  made  or  to  be 
made,  or  of  subscribing  to  the  capital,  or  guaran- 
teeing the  capital  of,  or  amalgamating  with,  other 
Companies ;  such  Rejwrt  sluill  also  state  the  powers 
granted  by  any  former  Act  or  Acts  to  such  Com- 
panies already  incorporated  for  any  of  the  above 
purposes,  and  of  the  manner  in  which,  and  extent 
to  which,  such  powers  have  been  exercised  ;  and 
the  Report  shall  further  state  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners  thereon,  and  also  their  opinion  as 
to  any  special  provisions  with  which  it  may  in  any 
ease  be  expedient  to  accompany  the  grant  of  any 
powers  for  any  of  the  abovementioncd  purposes. 

"  3.  That  every  such  Report  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  this  House  appointed  to  consider 
the  Bill  to  which  the  same  may  relate." 

Mr.  HUDSON  was  not  about  to  take 
the  least  objection  to  the  proposition  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  nor  was  ho 
about  to  go  into  all  the  details  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  entered  ;  but 
ho  would  make  one  or  two  obser^'ations 
with  respect  to  the  statement  he  had  made; 
and  first,  as  to  the  capital  proposed  to  be 
raised  for  this  year  by  Acts  before  the 
House.  He  believed  that  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  the  amount  proposed 
to  be  raised  under  Hills  introduced  into  the 
House,  was  something  like  350,000,000/. 
He  then  stated  to  the  House  that  the 
amount  which  would  be  ultimately  granted 
or  passed  bv  rarlinment.  would  not  exceed 
100,00iJ,0(K)/.  In  that  he  was  perfectly 
right,  for  the  total  amount  whii-h  n»cciveil 
the  sanction  of  rnrliament,  was  something 


like  90,000,000/.  He  believed  that  in  the 
present  year,  a  very  large  amount  would 
probably  not  receive  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament; and  the  time  given  for  the  execu- 
tion of  the  works  would,  he  thought,  not 
cause  inconvenience  to  the  public  in  pro> 
viding  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  nad 
referred  to  one  or  two  companies  over 
which  he  (Mr.  Hudson)  had  the  honour  to 
preside ;  and  had  stated  that  he  was  un- 
able, from  the  accounts,  to  make  out  what 
was  the  amount  of  their  capital  or  engage- 
ments. If  he  (Mr.  Hudson)  had  b^ 
aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
going  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House, 
he  would  have  been  prepared  to  afford  full 
explanations ;  but  he  thought  he  could, 
off-hand,  give  information  which  would  be 
a  guide  to  the  House  with  respect  to  the 
real  amount  of  the  engagements  of  those 
companies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
put  the  engagements  of  the  Midland  Com- 
pany at  something  like  30,000,000/.  He 
was  quite  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  mis-state  anything,  and  he  was 
most  ready  to  acknowledge  the  kindness 
and  candour  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward; but  he  was  m  error  in  placing 
the  engagements  of  the  Midland  Com- 
pany at  the  sum  stated.  The  original 
engagements  of  that  company  in  paid-up 
capital,  amounted  to  5,()00,000/. ;  they 
had  afterwards  obtained  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment in  1845  for  the  execution  of  lines, 
the  cost  of  which  would  amount  to  nearly 
2,000,000/.  They  had  created  shares  for 
the  execution  of  some  of  those  lines;  some 
of  them  were  already  executed,  and  others 
were  in  progress.  This  made  the  amount 
of  the  shares  7,000,001)/.;  and  last  year 
they  obtained  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment to  projects  involving  an  amount  of 
something  more  than  2,<M)O,000/.  This 
amount  was  to  be  raised  by  shares,  and 
it  increased  the  capital  2,0(X),OOO/.  A 
further  provision  for  the  creation  of  stock 
by  loan,  amounting  to  about  I,700,0<X)/., 
made  the  total  capital  somewhere  about 
10„jO(),000/.  As  near  as  he  could  recol- 
lect,  this  was  a  correct  statement  of  the 
capital  of  the  Midland  Company.  There 
were  several  other  lines  in  which  the  Mid- 
land Company  was  concerned — the  Bri^ 
tol  and  Gloucester,  with  a  capital  of 
LMMKl.OOO/.;  and  the  Leeds  and  Bradford, 
with  a  capital  of  1  ,CKH}.CKK>/.  But  the 
Midland  Company  were  not  bound  to  find 
capital  for  these  two  companies,  only  to  (my 
dividends  to  thero.    ThcMidUnd  Company 


401 


Railway  Bills, 


{Feb.  23} 


Eailway  Bills, 


402 


had  no  power,  at  least  in  the  case  of  one 
of  these  companies,  to  raise  the  capital  for 
the  construction  of  the  line.  So  far,  there- 
fore, from  the  amount  heing  30,000,000?., 
the  Midland  Company's  capital  was  not 
more  than  12,000,000/.  or  14,000,000/.  at 
the  most.  [Mr.  Ellice  :  Is  that  distinct 
from  the  Great  Northern?]  He  could  as- 
sure the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they 
were  perfectly  independent  and  distinct 
companies  in  every  respect.  With  respect 
to  the  mode  of  raising  capital,  that  was 
done  sometimes  hy  creating  shares,  some- 
times hy  borrowing  money  on  guaranteed 
stock;  the  only  object  of  the  companies 
was  to  get  the  means  of  executing  their 
works.  When  the  money  market  assisted 
their  object,  they  adopted  one  plan;  when 
it  did  not,  they  adopted  the  other.  He 
did  not  see  any  evil  from  using  guaranteed 
stock.  It  was  not  advisable  to  debar  par- 
ties who  liked  to  embark  in  speculative  un- 
dertakings, and  he  did  not  see  why  the 
public  should  not  have  the  liberty  of  carry- 
ing out  their  projects  in  that  way  as  well  as 
in  another.  It  was  no  doubt  true  that 
companies  had  guaranteed  over  and  over 
again  unfortunate  investments  of  capital, 
just  as  Government  had  raised  money  at 
large  discounts,  because  they  had  been 
obliged  to  do  so.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  he  wished  to  introduce 
some  fixed  principle  for  the  regulation  of 
these  undertakings;  but  he  doubted  whe- 
ther the  Railway  Commissioners,  or  Parlia- 
ment itself,  could  effect  this.  As  to  the 
means  of  raising  capital,  it  must  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  company  how  to  ob- 
tain it.  lie  recollected  that  in  an  early 
stage  of  these  undertakings,  one  of  the 
companies  with  which  he  was,  though  only 
recently  connected,  had  had  the  utmost 
difficulty  in  procuring  money.  The  direc- 
tors constantly  and  repeatedly  put  them- 
selves to  the  greatest  inconvenience  to  at- 
tain this  object;  and  had  they  not  done  so, 
many  of  those  works,  from  which  the  pub- 
lic were  now  deriving  benefit  and  enjoy- 
ment, would  have  been  stopped  or  suspend- 
ed. When  the  late  Government,  by  the 
then  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  introduced  their  former 
Railway  Bill — which  he  had  hoped  was  a 
settlement  of  a  great  question,  but  he  was 
disappointed,  and  so  were  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, for  there  was  scarcely  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  that  House  who  did  not  think  he 
had  some  plan  from  wbich  he  could  benefit 
the  public  by  interfering  with  railways  in 
some  manner   or   other — the  question   of 


loans  to  the  companies  was  most  ably  and 
fairly  discussed  and  considered  in  all  its 
bearings;  and  the  conclusion  come  to  was 
that  they  ought  to  be  limited  to  the  means 
Parliament  had  given  them  to  raise  the 
money.  There  was  scarcely  a  company 
which  had  not  provided  for  the  liquida- 
tion of  its  debts.  He  had  taken  an 
early  opportunity,  after  the  last  Session, 
seeing  that  the  prospects  of  the  money 
market  were  not  so  good  as  they  had  been, 
of  revising  the  whole  of  his  debt  connected 
with  almost  every  company  in  which  he 
was  engaged;  and  shares  had  been  issued, 
and  the  capital  raised,  to  provide  for  the  li- 
quidation of  those  debts.  lie  (Mr.  Hudson) 
would  not  have  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alarm  hiaiself  about  the  means  of  meeting 
those  engagements.  From  a  large  expe- 
rience, and  from  the  calls  he  had  beea 
obliged  to  make  on  a  large  constituency, 
he  found  that  the  calls  were  never  so  well 
paid,  or  so  punctually,  as  at  present,  since 
he  had  had  any  acquaintance  with  railway 
matters.  He  had  had  occasion  to  call  for 
something  like  3,000,000/.  within  the  last 
two  or  three  months,  and  he  had  never 
known  the  calls  so  punctually  paid  as 
they  had  been  up  to  the  last  week. 
It  was  a  serious  responsibility  on  that 
House  to  see  that  the  proposed  lines 
were  not  merely  speculative,  that  the 
pubHc  were  protected,  and  that  the  share- 
holders had  a  sufficient  remuneration  for 
their  capital:  he  hoped  Government,  hav- 
ing done  this,  would  not  interfere  fur- 
ther, for  the  less  Government  interfered  ia 
railway  matters,  the  better  it  would  be  for 
the  public,  for  the  House,  and  for  the  un- 
dertakings. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ob- 
jected to  the  guarantee  fund;  but  he  con- 
tended it  was  impossible  to  dispense  with 
this  power.  In  1841  it  was  difficult,  if 
not  impossible,  to  borrow  money  :  persons 
could  not  be  induced  to  take  shares  in  a 
railway,  even  though  6  per  cent  were  of- 
fered to  them  from  the  date  when  they 
paid  their  money.  He  could  speak  to 
that  fact,  for  he  had  to  travel,  as  it  were, 
from  door  to  door  to  get  parties  to  advance 
their  money  to  go  on  with  the  railways. 
At  that  time  6  per  cent  was  no  inducement 
to  capitalists,  even  though  five  or  six  prin- 
cipal companies  were  ready  to  guarantee 
the  repayment.  He  merely  stated  the 
facts,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the 
House  the  position  in  which  those  under- 
takings had  been,  and  the  difficulties  they 
had  had  to  contend  with.  If  they  were 
to  be  carried  out,  proper  inducements  must 
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be  held  out  to  the  capitalists  of  this  coun- 
try to  embark  their  nioney  in  them ;  and  he 
knew  from  experience  that  a  great  many 
parties  were  embarking  money  in  them 
n'om  a  belief  that  they  would  be  secure  and 
profitable  undertakings,  thereby  inducing 
money  from  foreign  countries  to  come  and 
assist  in  the  execution  of  great  works  in 
this  country.  But  if  they  discouraged  the 
moneyed  interest,  they  might  rely  on  it  that 
France  was  quite  ready  to  find  employment 
for  it,  and  would  guarantee  any  amount  of 
capital  from  this  country.  He  would  there- 
fore warn  the  House  to  be  careful  how 
they  interferedjwith  the  private  enterprise 
of  this  great  country.  Such  interference 
would  end  in  a  way  disastrous  to  the  Go- 
vernment, injurious  to  the  public,  and  de- 
structive to  the  interests  of  the  share- 
holders. 

Mr.  ELLICE  assured  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  he  did  not  intend  to  express  any 
opinion  on  guarantees,  or  to  place  any  re- 
strictions on  capital.  His  only  object  was, 
that  the  various  propositions  now  before 
the  House,  based  as  they  were  on  conflict- 
ing principles,  should  receive  a  good  previ- 
ous examination  from  some  responsible 
hoard  before  they  went  to  Committees  of 
that  House,  in  each  of  which  there  might 
be  a  different  opinion. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  had  fully  under- 
stood,  before  the  explanation  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  that  the  question  now  before  the 
House  was  not  one  of  the  solvency  or  in- 
solvency of  this  or  that  company;  but  the 
great  principle  whether  that  House  would 
or  would  not  delegate  part  of  its  jurisdiction 
to  a  tribunal  independent  of  itself.  He  ap- 
prehended that  tlie  resolution  now  before 
them  ])roposed  to  attain  in  another  form 
such  a  department  as  they  had  two  years 
before  in  the  Railway  Department  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  It  came  to  the  same 
thing,  though  the  individuals  forming  the 
Commission  at  present  consisted  of  persons 
one  of  whom  had  a  seat  in  that  House, 
and  who  possessed  means  of  givin*^  effect 
to  their  recomnirndations.  Practically,  the 
House  would  receive  from  that  board  much 
such  a  report  as  they  had  two  years  ago 
from  the  Railway  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  containing  certain  statistics  as  to 
the  amount  of  capital  and  other  qualifica- 
tions of  the  particular  measure.  He  felt 
it  his  duty  to  takr  this  opportunity  of  hear- 
ing his  willing  testimony  to  the  merits  of 
the  Railway  Di»j)artnH*nt  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  which,  he  thought,  were  very  much 
underrated.     He  saw  uo  objection  to  the 


proposition;  and  his  object  in  rising  had 
been  chiefly  to  bear  his  testimony  to  thoso 
who  in  a  former  Session  had  been  unfairly 
undervalued. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  could  sec  no  ob- 
stacle  to  the  House  adopting  the  proposU 
tion  brought  forward  by  the  rignt  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  might  be  found  very  use- 
ful if  such  a  report  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  referred  to  were  made  to  the  Com- 
mittees sitting  on  Railway  Bills.  As  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  stated,  it  was  nol 
proposed  that  any  comparisons  should  be 
instituted  between  competing  lines,  but 
that  a  report  should  be  made  with  regard 
to  the  general  principle  of  borrowing  money 
by  way  of  loans,  and  that  information  on 
these  and  other  matters  should  be  brought 
under  the  attention  of  Committees  by  the 
Commissioners,  so  that  the  latter  might  be 
able  to  point  out  what  they  thought  should 
be  the  general  rule  observed  by  the  Com- 
mittees in  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
He  trusted  that  the  adoption  of  the  course 
now  proposed,  would  not  lead  to  the  delay 
of  any  of  those  measures  which  were  at 
present  before  the  House.  He  thought  it 
was  of  importance  that  Railway  Bills  should 
have  full  consideration  before  coming  be- 
fore the  Committees  of  the  House,  and,  as 
he  did  not  see  that  any  inconvenience  would 
result  from  it.  he  agreed  to  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Resolutions  agreed  to,  as  were  the  two 
others. 

TOBAGO. 

Mr.  HUME,  pursuant  to  notice,  in- 
quired whether  any  and  what  measures 
had  been  adopted  to  put  an  end  to  the  dis- 
pute between  the  House  of  Assembly  and 
the  Judge  of  the  Island  of  Tobago,  by 
which  all  public  business  in  that  island 
had  been  interrupted  for  a  year? 

Mr.  hawks  replitHi,  that  the  Governor 
of  the  Leeward  Islands  had  visited  Tobago, 
and  he  was  happy  to  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  there  was  evorv  ]irobability  of 
reconciling  the  parties  and  establishing  a 
better  understanding  between  them. 

DKAINAGK. 
Mr.  II.  J.  BAILLIE  said,  the  House 
was  aware  that,  under  the  Drainage  Act, 
large  sums  of  money  had  been  applied  for 
by  proprietors  of  land  in  Scotland;  but  it 
had  been  recently  stated,  in  a  letter  writ- 
ten by  Mr.  Blaniin*.  the  swretarv  to  the 
conmussion  for  carrying  out  that  Act,  that 
it  waa  meant  to  include,  uut  only  draiuiDg, 
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but  fencing,  trenching,  and  tlio  general 
clearing  of  waste  lands.  Now,  he  wished 
to  know,  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  introduce  a 
new  Bill  for  effecting  that  object,  and  if  so, 
when  that  Bill  was  likely  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  draught  of  a 
Bill  had  been  prepared  for  amending  the 
Drainage  Act  of  last  Session,  and  to  ex- 
tend the  objects  for  which  that  Act  was 
passed  to  other  purposes  than  mere  drain- 
ing. In  a  day  or  two  the  Bill  would  be 
laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  whether 
there  was  any  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  enable 
persons  having  land  entailed  to  sell  a  por- 
tion to  raise  money  for  improvement,  in- 
stead of  burdening  the  country  in  this 
way. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  had  not  stated 
that  in  the  amended  Bill  which  he  proposed 
to  lay  on  the  Table,  there  would  be  any 
authority  to  advance  an  additional  sum  of 
money,  but  merely  that  it  would  authorize 
the  application  of  the  2,000,000?.  granted 
last  year  to  other  purposes  besides  drain- 
ing. The  whole  subject  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  and 
the  Bill  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  a 
short  time. 

THE  NEW  BISHOPS. 

Mr.  J.  COLLETT  regretted  that  no 
information  had  yet  been  furnished  re- 
specting the  new  Bishop  of  Manchester, 
and  wished  to  know  the  intention  of  the 
Government  regarding  the  appointment  of 
that  or  any  other  bishop. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had  thought 
that  the  best  way  of  giving  the  information 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred,  would 
be  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  report  of  the 
Commission  issued  by  Her  Majesty,  and  he 
had  done  so  some  time  ago.  He  believed 
it  was  printed,  but  was  not  sure  whether  it 
was  yet  in  the  hands  of  Members.  The 
hon.  Member  would  see  by  that  document 
that  it  was  proposed  to  retain  the  bishop- 
rics of  St.  Asapn  and  Bangor  as  they  were, 
and  to  found  a  bishopric  of  Manchester. 
It  was  likewise  proposed  to  found  three 
additional  bishoprics.  The  report  also  con- 
tained information  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  episcopal  revenues  were  to  be 
applied  to  the  purposes  of  these,  founda- 
tions. It  was  not  intended  bv  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  summon  the  new  bishops  to  sit 


in  Parliament;  but  it  was  intended  that 
the  prelates  holding  those  sees  should  take 
tkeir  seats  in  rotation  as  other  dioceses 
became  vacant,  so  that  the  number  of  bi- 
shops in  the  House  of  Lords  would  remain 
unchanged. 

Mr.  ROBBUCfe  wished  to  know  if  the 
whole  of  this  arrangement  could  be  carried 
out  without  an  Act  of  ParUament. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  replied,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  carry  any  part  of  it 
into  effect  without  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
For  the  sake  of  arriving  at  a  decision  with 
respect  to  the  bishopric  of  Manchester,  he 
should  probably  ask  leave  to  introduce  a 
Bill  on  that  subject  alone;  but  he  did  not 
wish  yet  to  give  a  positive  answer  on  that 
point. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTEJEIS. 

Mr.  T.  S.  BUNCOMBE  then  rose  to 
move  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  re- 
pealing the  ratepaying  clauses  of  the  Re- 
form Bill.  He  understood  Government 
had  no  objection  to  his  introducing  this 
Bill,  but  that  some  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  an  objection  to  it.  Now,  he  did 
not  wish  to  urge  either  Government  or  the 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  give  him  permission 
to  introduce  the  Bill,  if  it  was  done  only 
with  the  view  of  more  effectually  strang- 
ling it  on  a  future  day.  If  the  Bill  was 
admitted  by  them  to  be  good  in  principle^ 
then  he  would  at  once,  without  discussion, 
ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to  introduce  it. 
The  object  of  the  measure  was  to  repeal 
those  portions  of  the  Reform  Act  which 
made  payment  of  rates  and  taxes  necessary 
for  a  qualification  to  vote.  That  was  the 
simple  principle  of  the  Bill ;  and  if  it  was 
admitted  to  be  a  good  one,  he  would  at 
once  move  for  leave  to  bring  it  in;  but,  if 
not,  he  was  prepared  to  go  on  with  the 
discussion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  if  his  hon. 
Friend  thought  fit  to  introduce  his  Bill,  in 
order  that  the  House  might  know  what  its 
clauses  and  provisions  were,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  that  course,  and  shotdd  not  op- 
pose his  hon.  Friend  laying  the  Bill  upon 
the  Table.  But,  if  the  Bill  was,  as  his 
hon.  Friend  stated,  merely  to  repeal  the 
provisions  of  the  Reform  Act  as  to  this 
payment  of  rates  and  tastes,  without  sub- 
stituting any  other  provision  for  that  pur- 
pose, he  would  state  at  once  that  to  the 
principle  of  such  a  Bill  he  was  opposed. 
If,  therefore,  his  hon.  Friend  thought  it 
more  convenient  to  discuss  the  Bill  now> 
he  (Lord  John  Russell)  did  not  object  to 
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that  course,  and  was  prepared  to  discuss 
it. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  recommended 
his  hon.  Friend  to  abide  by  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  adopt  the  usual  course, 
of  introducing  the  Bill,  and  taking  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  he  was 
aware  that  the  noble  Lord  had,  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  opposed  the  principle  of  this 
Bill ;  and  if  they  were  to  have  a  discussion 
upon  it,  he  thought  it  was  best  to  fight  it 
out  at  once.  He  would,  therefore,  pro- 
ceed to  state  his  reasons  for  asking  leaye 
to  introduce  a  Bill  to  remove  one  of  the 
greatest  grievances  of  the  Reform  Act, 
and  which  was  generally  complained  of  by 
electors.  The  chief  objections  to  this  part 
of  the  Reform  Act  were  these:  first, 
that  it  was  unconstitutional  in  principle; 
and,  secondly,  that  it  was  most  vexatious 
in  its  operation,  and  opened  a  door  to  all 
sorts  of  bribery  and  favouritism  on  the 
part  of  the  parochial  officers.  As  to  its 
being  unconstitutional  in  principle,  he  had 
the  noble  Lord's  own  words,  in  mtroducing 
the  Reform  Bill,  when  he  said  that  **  the 
constitution  of  this  country  declared  that 
no  man  should  be  taxed  for  the  support  of 
the  State,  who  had  not  consented  by  him- 
self, or  by  his  representative,  to  the  impo- 
sition of  such  taxes.  '*  But  the  part  of  the 
Reform  Act  which  he  (Mr.  Duncombe) 
proposed  to  repeal,  completely  reversed  that 
principle,  for  it  declared  not  only  that  a 
man  shall  be  taxed,  but  that  he  should 
pay  the  tax  by  a  certain  day,  before  he 
could  claim  a  right  to  excrciHC  the  power 
— in  the  absence  of  which,  according  to 
tho  position  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord, 
no  tax  should  be  imposed.  The  Reform 
Bill,  then,  had  not  answered  the  expecta- 
tions of  those  who  introduced  it,  arconling 
to  the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  time  ho  introduced  the  measure,  who 
stated  that  the  clnss  to  whom  he  expected 
it  would  give  the  franchise,  would  amount 
to  nearly  5<X),0OO|>or8on8,  namely,  the  Eng- 
lish counties,  HX),()0O;  Scotland,  GO,0(X); 
Ireland, 4(),(XM);  towns  alremly  represented, 
50,0(H);  and  the  metropolis,  9;3,UOO;  and 
that  it  would  add  that  number  to  the  per- 
sons then  exercising  the  right  of  sending 
Members  to  that  lIonRC.  What  had  been 
the  result?  In  the  metropolitan  boroughs, 
tho  noble  Lord  stated  the  number  of  new 
voters  would  be  1K\0()«).  If,  however,  he 
looked  to  the  state  of  the  registers  in  those 
boroughs,  he  found  this  expectation  by  no 
means    realized.     In    Marylebone,    there 


were  32,240  houses  rated  ahore  10^, 
whilst  on  the  register  there  were  only 
11,625  persons  entitled  to  vote  in  1846, 
out  of  which  a  great  number  were  du- 
plicates. In  Finsbury,  there  were  32,580 
houses,  and  only  12,974  electors;  in  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  64,896  houses,  and 
13,551  electors ;  in  Lambeth,  17,379 
houses,  and  the  number  of  electors  6,547; 
in  Greenwich,  the  number  of  houses  was 
11,536,  and  of  electors  3,610 — and  in 
Greenwich  almost  all  the  houses  were  above 
10^,  the  tenants  of  which  were  entitled  to 
vote;  so  that  the  metropolitan  boroughs 
added  very  little  more  than  45,000  Toters, 
and  the  duplicates  were  one-fifth  of  the 
whole  number.  So  that,  fifteen  years  after 
the  passing  of  the  Reform  BiU,  the  con- 
stituency had  not  increased;  in  fact  it  had 
diminished  in  Westminster,  the  city  of 
London,  and  South wark.  In  Westminster, 
there  were  23,295  houses,  and  only  13,866 
voters  on  the  register.  At  this  moment 
Westminster  was  in  a  much  worse  situ- 
ation than  before  the  Reform  Bill,  for  the 
first  time  Sir  Francis  Burdett  was  re- 
tunied  for  W^estminster,  in  1807,  18,000 
electors  voted.  In  Southwark  it  was  the 
same:  there  were  16,213  houses,  and 
5,047  voters  on  the  register.  In  Liver- 
Dool,  there  were  42,924  houses,  and  only 
1 4,970  electors  on  the  register.  In  Man- 
chester, 42,059  houses,  and  12,150  voters; 
in  Birmingham  36,121  houses,  and  only 
4,619  names  upon  the  register.  In  the 
city  of  London,  the  constituency  hsd 
greatly  diminished  since  the  Reform  Bill; 
and  he  believed  that  this  diminution  had 
been  owing  entirely  to  the  operation  of  the 
clauses  in  the  Reform  Bill  called  the  rate- 
paying  clauses.  Looking  to  one  of  the 
statements  of  the  Conservative  Registra- 
tion Association,  he  found  it  asserted  there 
that  7,000  electors  of  the  city  of  London 
had  been  deprived  of  their  franchise,  owing 
to  the  omission  of  tenants*  names  from  the 
rates.  lie  understood  that  in  the  city  of 
London  fourteen  parishes  had  refused  to 
]>ut  any  man  upon  the  register  unless  he 
claimed  to  be  rated;  and  he  must  also 
claim  to  be  put  upon  the  register.  There 
was  another  great  reason  for  the  repeal  of 
this  clause  given  by  the  Court  of  Common 
Fleas  last  year.  It  was  well  known  that 
in  a  great  number  of  borough«,  landlords 
frequently  compounded  for  rates;  it  was  a 
great  object  to  parishes  to  get  the  land- 
lords to  compound,  and,  according  to  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  it  would  not  do  to 
make  a  single  claim  to  be  rated;  but  that 
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Court  decided  in  the  Stockport  case,  that 
where  there  were  eight  rates  in  one  year, 
the  voter  must  make  eight  separate  claims 
in  the  year  to  keep  his  vote  upon  the  re- 
gister :  so  that,  in  the  words  of  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Tindal,  **  it  is  like  keeping 
up  a  right  hy  continual  claim."  That  was 
found  to  he  vexatious  and  harassing,  and 
had  produced  results  which  could  not  have 
heen  contemplated  by  the  original  framers 
of  the  measure.  It  was  only  citizens  and 
the  inhabitants  of  boroughs  who  were  ob- 
liged to  have  their  taxes  paid  against  a 
certain  day,  and  whose  votes  depended  on 
their  punctuality;  and  he  could  not  under- 
stand upon  what  principle  of  fair  play  it 
could  be  maintained  that  citizen  «and  re- 
sidents in  boroughs  should  be  subjected  to 
a  restriction  which  was  not  applicable  to 
country  voters.  Besides,  under  the  present 
system  too  much  power  was  vested  in  the 
hands  of  the  parochial  oflScers,  who  by  their 
neglect  or  remissness  could  vitiate  any 
man's  right  they  pleased.  In  the  borough 
of  Marylebone,  no  less  than  1,200  electors 
had  been  disfranchised  in  consequence  of 
there  being  no  collector  to  receive  the  rates 
from  them.  The  former  collector  died, 
and  as  no  one  was  appointed  to  fill  his 
place  until  within  seven  days  of  the  expira- 
tion of  the  period  within  which  the  rates 
were  to  be  paid,  there  was  not  time  to  re- 
ceive them  all.  But  for  the  injured  parties 
there  was  neither  remedy  nor  redress. 
Last  year  a  curious  case  occurred  in  the 
borough  of  Lambeth.  There  was  some 
squabble  between  the  poor-law  collector 
and  the  overseer,  and  it  so  happened  that  a 
week  before  the  20th  of  July  the  collector 
was  dismissed.  When  an  elector  applied 
to  him,  he  referred  him  to  his  successor; 
but  as  the  successor  had  not  the  books  at 
his  command,  ho  sent  the  applicant  on  to 
the  vestry  clerk,  who  in  his  turn  referred 
him  to  the  overseer,  who  for  a  time  received 
the  rates.  But  observe  to  what  intermin- 
able annoyance  and  vexation  the  unfortu- 
nate elector  was  exposed  in  running  from 
one  official  to  another.  At  a  meeting  at  St. 
Mary's,  Islington,  in  July,  1845,  the  vestry 
clerk  stated  that  there  were  no  less  than 
2,000  houses  the  rates  of  which  had  been 
compounded  for.  This  composition  system 
he  did  not  all  approve  of,  though  it  was 
easy  to  see  why  it  found  such  favour  in  the 
eyes  of  the  parochial  officers,  who  were  spar- 
ed a  vast  deal  of  trouble  and  annoyance 
by  it,  inasmuch  as  the  payment  of  the  poor 
rates  conferred  a  title  of  settlement.  He 
did  not  hesitate  to  assert  that,  on  the  whole, 


the  present  system  was  in  many  respects 
highly  objectionable,  and  in  no  respect 
more  objectionable  than  in  this,  that  it  en- 
couraged all  kinds  of  favouritism  and  bri- 
bery. If  the  collector  and  overseer  were 
inclined  to  a  particular  party,  they  had  it 
in  their  power  to  grant  facilities  and  show 
marked  partiality  to  members  of  that  party; 
whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  they  could 
throw  great  obstructions  in  the  way  of  per- 
sons of  the  opposite  party,  whom  they  could 
disfranchise  at  will  by  not  applying  to  him 
for  his  rates  until  it  was  too  late  to  pay 
them  in  such  a  manner  as  that  the  pay- 
ment would  secure  their  being  registered. 
He  had  heard  of  many  cases  of  that  kind. 
It  was  occasionally  the  practice  of  collec- 
tors, before  the  20th  of  July  arrived,  to 
tear  out  of  their  books  the  receipt  of  any 
man  who  was  their  friend,  and  to  keep  it 
by  them  until  the  time  of  making  objec- 
tions had  passed  by.  When  this  period 
had  gone  over,  the  collector  stuck  or  pinned 
it  into  the  book  again,  and  when  the  time 
of  the  election  came,  the  defaulter  was  told 
that  he  had  no  option  but  to  vote  for  sneh 
or  such  a  candidate  who  had  paid  his  rate 
for  him.  If  he  remonstrated  or  showed 
any  unwillingness  to  comply,  he  was  re- 
minded the  receipt  was  not  in  his  own  pos- 
session, but  in  that  of  the  collector,  and 
that  if  he  were  to  persist  in  his  obstinacy,, 
a  distress  on  his  property  would  be  the  re- 
sult. Surely  these  were  gross  and  scandal- 
ous abuses,  such  as  could  never  have  been 
contemplated  by  the  original  passers  of  the 
Reform  Act.  Indeed  the  particular  abuse 
to  which  he  had  last  referred,  had  grown 
to  such  extent,  that  in  Cambridge,  Bristol, 
and  other  places  there  were  associations 
for  the  express  purpose  of  paying  the  rates 
of  electors.  He  was  for  abolishing  this 
state  of  things,  and  putting  the  borough 
and  city  constituents  on  the  same  footing 
with  the  county  voters.  This  was  no  new- 
demand  now  made  for  the  first  time  by 
him  (Mr.  Duncombe).  The  mal-practices, 
grievances,  and  abuses  which  he  had  de- 
tailed that  evening  in  full,  had  been  a  sub- 
ject of  continual  complaint  for  a  length  of 
time — in  fact  from  the  passing  of  the  Re- 
form Act  to  the  present  day.  He  would 
read  for  the  edification  of  the  House,  and 
more  especially  for  that  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  the  opin- 
ions expressed  upon  this  subject  in  the- 
year  18§4  by  The  Times  newspaper.  In 
an  article  in  that  journal,  on  the  16th 
October,  1834,  there  occurred  the  fol- 
lowing passages,  commenting  on  some  pa- 
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reeraphs   which   app^.-arcU   in   the    Lttd$ 


"The  4jSj<>ioo<l  fetfticBi'iiC  irrtm  the  LfiKtit 
Tiif<i  i«  curious .  ai:.<1  ^lin.ulatv^  r-urioaiCj  the 
more  for  U'in^  •*/  niea?r»*  and  iifip*rrfvct : — *  In  the 
town^Lipof  Ij^U  tli«r  riain«-i  'A'  41"*,  and  in  the 
AuUU'Vrjthifrt  tite  nam'-i  ofUS^  Whiir  voters,  have 
|p«rn  wtnick  off  t^««.*  Ii^t,  fonuiu:r  a  toLil  of  'A  I 
votes  I'tt  to  thiJi  pany.  In  the  tovn*hip  of  Leeds, 
the  narne4  of  ^iU,  arpl  in  the  out-townshipi  the 
namen  of  4'J  Tory  vot'-r*,  liav**  b*ren  struck  off  the 
list,  forminif  a  total  of  2*\^  Io*»t  to  thi:*  party.  Here 
then,  the  Torie*!  tiave  ^in«.-4l  an  advanta?''  over  the 
Wbiira  tanuuiounl  to  24'i  voten  but  thii  i»  not 
all.  Ibth'i  whole  Uirouj^h,  45  nev  WhigclaiUii  liaie 
been  aIlovi*d,  and  70  Tory  claiuii.  givin;^  the 
latter  an  advantit"*  of  'i\  vote*.  The  wWe  ad- 
Tanta^reofthe  Tories,  th'-n-fore,  amounts  to  no  l'">4 
than  ^JTi  vote*.  Th<r  Le'.*U  Tim* 4  concludes  its 
cnunieruion  by  advertin^j^  Vt  this  nkemorablc  fart 
— that  the  WhigM  and  Tories,  in  their  mutual  v|ual>- 
blintr,  have  suere«*de<l  in  dixfranrhiaiiii;  no  U'b» 
than  »*22  inhabitant!*  of  I.eed*!  Now.  the  un^tii«- 
fiu;tory  meagreneni  vhcrtfif  we  eom plain  in  the 
above  five  or  six  i»hort  fiara^rraphn  from  our  I>of-ds 
namesaki*,  consistn  in  tlie  absence  of  every  fact 
from  whirh  might  be  inferred  the  cauv'4  of  n'j«.*c- 
tion,  ai  influ«'neini;  the  rffvifinir  barrint^TH  in  th«'ir 
treatment  of  the  heveral  claimant h,  wh»'th«'r  Whijf 
or  Tory.  It  ap|»earH  indisputably,  if  the  account 
bo  correct,  that  on  the  new  ref(i<<tnition  of  voters 
ibr  the  t(»wuship  of  and  out-townhhip  of  Leeds,  a 
much  larifer  nuuil^.T  of  Whiif  \oteH  have  In-cn 
Htniek  out  of  the  Hit  than  of  Torii*?* :  also,  that  a» 
re^jKviM  n**w  vot'"«,  a  -niallfr  numlKT  of  Whiff-* 
have  b<*en  a<lniitte<l  than  of  Tories,  makinfra  total 
diiferfnee  in  ^vour  of  the  T«ri»"i  of  274.  One  of 
our  contemiKirari*-!  alleges  it  broailly  as  a  charge 
asrairmt  the  uorkiriff  of  the  Ui'fcrnt  Hill,  that  ho 
va^t  a  brnly  of  eon<*titu«'iitii  should  under  itA  ofN'ra- 
tion  have  Ihnmi  d'>prived  of  tlieir  voten  :  and  oo  far 
w«  an*  diiprt^ed  to  a^'rei.*  with  him,  but  not  when 
bo  f'Xt'-ndM  bin  grievance  to  the  fact  that  the  n-- 
vifiinff  !»arriHt«Tii'  court  hai  in  the  prcfient  instance 
di«fmnchiM*d  a  irn-at'-r  pmjiortion  of  Whii^n  than 
of  their  advi-nuirif*.  Tin*  law  of  r<'i'i«tntion  iM-inff 
the  name  f(»r  iNitii  partifs,  it  in  plain  thi>  hurplui* 
of  r**j<*ction  fhllinir  u|Hm  one  of  thi-ni  muiit  h.'ivi> 
been  produced  by  »<im<'thin{;  extrinnic  to  the  law, 
and  arininsr  (»ut  of  theditffn'iit  conduct  orcin'uui- 
BtAnceM  iif  the  JndividuaN  :  tli:it  notliint:  can  1h* 
mon*  obviout,  without  )n*\U]i  into  detaiU,  than  tii«* 
Dii)fchif\iiuH  Htructure  of  tho  law  it*H>lf,  in  the 
ffroHN  amount  of  tin*  din  franc  hi  Moment  which  it 


I  affcii:  in  the  rwovery  f.f  a  liebt  for  Crr.wn  or 
parish,  than  tLe  dn.ad  «f  A-^inj  <--ae*4  finitarv 
Mild  by  aa^:;o[i  :  sosH-ihin;  rr.izii:  be  ikaid  §t*T  this 
har?h  inuovaiion  up^-u  tb<=-  Uaajpr^  q(  a  finev  p«<^ple. 
The  oi;e<>;ioD  i.*  cot  whether  the  tax  »haU  be  pcud 
or  Un  u:.paid :  i:  u  mer»'ly  a  •ju«-<>t;<>o  of  puDC- 
:uality,  wiivcber  the  tax  <*hall  U*  paid  a  firv  veeka 
so«^ner  or  laU'r,  U-ir  it-*  ultimac*"  rw^v^-ry  i!i  well 
enouzh  »«curt^  already,  and  better  by  the  old  and 
acknowle<J2f.-d  law,  than  by  th:»  newtaz^^b-d  poli- 
tical pruce»!».  W-  a»k.  would  it  be  uv  ui^furtune 
to  tii*'  Suie.  if,  through  th**  crabUil  aid  i-bi^tni^ive 
intermix: Lire  of  fi-H*al  oMi^tiim«  with  {■•litical 
function*,  half  th-.-  kinzdom — as  tht>rv  in  no  ditB- 
culiy  in  ruppr.»^inff — wt-re  to  be  di^tranchued  on 
thf  »ame  d.iy,  and  that  day  six  muu;hs  a  diMulu- 
tiun  of  Farlianit-nt  w^r*-  tii  fio  desirable  '.  It  is 
cb-ar,  and  we  do  n**:  dt-ny.  tliat  «o:ue  tf*:  may  b^ 
n#-c*"'*»ary  t«»  prriv»f  ili**  omitinued  iK>««e*sion  of  a 
certain  clas^  of  i|ualitica:ion'» :  but  we  are  sore 
ttut  pn^tf  of  Li%'iiij  paid  a  man's  taxe^.  when  by 
a  hundre«l  trick*  nf  the  iax-*'*ditH.i«ir>.  the  faymcnt 
niii'ht  Im*  uio«t  innocently  and  uLavnidab!}  n^n  his 
partr  •lelay.il,  i^  m(*'»t  Lir^h.  mr.»t  ilbpidiT'.'d.  and 
unconiiitutiunal.  Why  «a«  ^ucb  a  tliii^  nerer 
thought  of  bvibrv  in  Kn gland  .'" 

That  extract  was  in  itself  a  much  bettor 
apci'ch  than  he  could  «lclirer.  It  came 
from  a  paper  which  was  the  present  organ 
of  the  Govcnimtnt,  and  he  hufietl  that  ill- 
nisters  would  attentively  learn  and  in- 
wardly dige^t  it.  If  they  did  so,  they 
might  rest  confidently  a:-!*ured  that  that 
paper  would  hear  thrni  uui  and  carry  them 
triumphantly  through  any  struggle  and 
difficulty  which  might  ensue  in  the  pa>sing 
of  the  Bill,  which  he  hoiM-d  to  have  the 
honour  of  introducing.  It  was  quite  time 
that  abuses  which  couhl  never  have  been 
contemplatoil  by  the  fnimers  4»f  the  Kefonn' 
Act,  and  which  di>ti;:uri-d  and  di.<*hunouritl 
that  measure,  hhould  Ih>  now  aholiihetl, 
and  that  «-lectMrti  uf  count  ied  and  tho.se  of 
iHinmgh.s  .sln»ubl  hr  placed  ujHin  the  >ame 
footing.  Why  should  not  lh»»  former  bf 
compelled  tii  p:iy  the  county  rales  again^-t 
a  certain  day,  if  the  pimr  rate*  und  u?- 
j»es*«'d  taxes  were  to  he  paid  against  a  cer- 
tain day  hy  the  ltttt»T  elu>:*  tif  voter''  i   He 


slif;ht«'«<t  criniin:iii(y  or  fault  on  thi'ir  pirt,  :\%  rt 
jranU  ihi-  i'M'n-i-M-  of  thi*ir  fraiichi>i> :  but  the 
truth  in,  that  a  \«ry  di-<pntabh*  |Miliry  has  Ihh-h 


lun  I'tftrti'd,  fXi>iMMlin;;Huo  inhabitants  of  a  kiuL'Ie  I  hoped   he  had  Kiiil  cni»ugh   to   induce  thr 
iMirout'h  ill  a  fiii-le  )«;ir  ;  .and  that  without  the  i  nohlc  Lord  at  the  h»ad  of  the  Ciovernmcnt. 

not  only  to  give  penni^ininn  for  the   intru- 

^     ^    ^    duction  of  thi"*  IWll.  hut  aUo  to  atfonl  bonio 

I'xhjbu.'d   ui   tli«-  framing  of  that  |Mirtion  of  the  I  ^*'»I"*   ^^^'^^    »'    would   ol-tain  tin-   .-upport   of 

RHi.nii  l;ill  which  s| libs  thi'  liiiiitatioiis  ti*  tlie  |  the  CiovemnH-nt.       If  tlhV  would  do  -o.  he 

enjoy ,„..nt  of  the  .l-.tiw.  fran.-h,....     It  .bn..  not  .  j^hould  lo.-k  with  confid-nce  t.»  the  ultimate 

bucce^H  of  the   measure.     It    was  in  the 
|MiWer  of  the   nohle    Li,rd   to  ;;.  t   the  Hill 


to  ui  that  any  natural  coniM>\ion  exi^tji  bi>. 
twe«-ii  a  nian'**  ri^ht  of  vntin:;  ami  hit  punctuality 
ill  payintf  tie*  Kni^'-.  or  pariM-liial  taxe-.  .\rc 
then-  no  iii<ant  »if  fnfi>rcin;r  the  d«ntandH  of  the 
tax-c('Mcct«ir.  but  by  makiiii;  ihf  di>|irivatton  of  a 
hifrli  iNilitif-al  tru^t  tin*  cfin«<M(U<>nr4>  of  any  del.iy, 
bowi'\<'r  fihort  or  una>ohiabl«>.  in  di*ehari;in:; 
tlwm  f  If  no  itiich  thini;  a«t  a  di^treno- warrant 
wen*   known  tu  th<'   law    of   Kiif;land.  or  if  th<* 


passed  if  he  pleaded.  It  wa-i  only  for  him 
to  threaten  to  re".i;;n.  iieemt  e\ont'"  had 
shown  that  any  measure  could  he  pas.4ed 
jiij't  at  the  pre-.int  ni«imeut.  IJe  knew 
that   many   of  the  pre-.i-nt    Mini^^ter^  had 


honest  prido  of  voting  were  a  murv  powerful  j  alruody,  when   ditfercutly  e^itUAtcd,   vot4.*d 
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for  this  measure  of  his.  Some  of  those 
who  were  now  Memhers  of  the  Government 
opposed  the  noble  Lord  for  opposing  this 
measure  on  a  bygone  occasion;  and  he 
hoped  that,  now  they  were  in  office,  they 
would  be  consistent  with  themselves, 
and  give  him  their  continued  support 
through  the  different  stages  of  the  Bill. 
At  all  events,  where  could  be  the  difficulty 
of  leaving  it  an  open  question  ?  It  was 
merely  a  question  of  Parliamentary  reform 
more  or  less,  of  extension  of  the  franchise 
more  or  less.  It  was,  in  fact,  a  matter 
not  of  principle  but  of  degree  ;  and  if  Go- 
vernment were  not  prepared  to  actively 
support  it,  they  might  at  least  leave  it  an 
open  question,  until  it  could  be  seen  in 
what  direction  public  opinion  bore.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  oy  moving — 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal 
so  much  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  Reign  of  William 
IV,,  entitled  'An  Act  to  Amend  the  Representa- 
tion of  the  People  in  England  and  Wales,'  as  makes 
the  right  to  Registration  in  Cities  and  Boroughs 
conditional  on  the  payment  of  Poor's  Rates  and 
Assessed  Taxes." 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  I  stated 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  at  the  commencement,  that  if  he  was 
desirous  of  laying  this  Bill  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  without  entering  into  a  dis- 
cussion upon  its  merits  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, 1  should  not  be  adverse  to  such  a 
course;  but  that  I  could  not  promise  him 
my  support  in  the  future  stages  of  the  Bill. 
My  hon.  Friend,  however,  thought  it  better 
to  have  the  discussion  on  the  subject  im- 
mediately, unless  I  could  promise  him  the 
support  of  the  Government  on  the  second 
reading;  and  in  the  absence  of  any  such 
engagement  on  my  part,  he  has  now  stated 
the  purport  of  the  Bill,  and  the  reasons  on 
which  he  grounds  his  introduction  of  this 
Motion.  In  meeting  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
must  be  permitted  to  state  what  he  does 
not  appear  to  have  at  all  clearly  appre- 
hended, namely,  the  ancient  law  and  con- 
stitution of  boroughs  in  this  country.  The 
hon.  Member  has  read  paragraphs,  stating 
that  it  was  entirely  a  new  principle  that 
was  introduced  by  the  Reform  Act,  and 
that  before  the  passing  of  that  measure 
nobody  ever  thought  that  the  payment  of 
rates  was  a  necessary  preliminary  to  the 
acquisition  or  exercise  of  a  vote.  He  is 
entirely  mistaken  upon  that  subject.  The 
ancient  right  of  voting  in  counties  was  the 
possession  of  certain  property,  and  any- 
body having  it  to  the  amount  of  405.  a 
year,  on  proving  that  he  possessed  it  as 


freehold,  was  considered  as  a  person  of 
sufficient  prpperty  to  afford  a  guarantee  to 
the  State  that  he  was  a  man  fit  to  be  en- 
trusted with  the  privilege  of  the  franchise. 
In  that  respect  th^  State  took  the  security 
it  thought  necesisary.  So,  too,  in  regard 
to  boroughs  where  there  was  a  common- 
law  right  of  voting — that  is  to  say,  in 
boroughs  where  there  were  no  particular 
charters  to  restrict  and  regulate  the  rigl\^ 
— the  right  was  vested  in  householders,  but 
with  this  qualification,  that  they  were  to 
be  householders  paying  scot  and  lot.  Th^ 
meaning  of  that  was,  that  they  were  per- 
sons liable  to  pay  and  paying  the  poor  rate. 
So  it  has  been  interpreted  by  the  courts 
of  justice.  Therefore,  as  with  regard  to 
county  voters,  there  was  a  security  of  theiir 
being  possessed  of  property,  so  too,  with 
regard  to  boroughs,  was  there  a  security 
not  only  that  they  should  inhabit  a  house 
as  regular  occupiers,  not  as  chaii^ce  lodgers, 
or  occasional  residents,  but  that  they  were 
persons  who,  by  their  payments  of  ra^es, 
were  certified  and  assured  to.  the  State  to 
bo  persons  fit,  according  to  the  opinion  of 
those  who  framed  the  laws  of  this  country, 
to  be  entrusted  with  the  exercise  of  a  voteu 
Therefore  the  principle  was  not  one  intro- 
duced and  acknowledged  for  the  first  tinae 
under  the  Reform  Act.  Whatever  tl\e 
Reform  Act  may  have  done  to  modify  o^ 
change  the  ancient  constitution  of  the 
country,  the  principle  that  occupiers  should 
pay  some  of  the  rates,  in  order  to  qualify 
them  for  the  exercise  of  votes,  was  the  old 
principle  transferred  from  the  ancient  con- 
stitution of  this  country  into  the  provisions 
of  the  Reform  Act.  The  Reform  Act  ex- 
tended very  much  the  right  of  voting  in 
this  country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  main- 
tains that  it  did  not  extend  it  as  much  as 
I  had  anticipated.  My  calculation  at  the 
time  was,  of  course,  formed  on  a  crude 
and  vague  estimate;  and  I  coidd  not  ex- 
pect that  that  estimate  would  be  b.ome  out 
with  critical  accuracy  in  its  details.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  has  himself  satisfactorily 
proved,  that  there  has  b.cen  a  very  gre^t 
extension  of  the  franchise  through  the 
operation  of  the  Reform  Act.  For  ex- 
ample, the  borough  of  Lambeth  formerly 
returned  no  Members  to  Parliament — the 
borough  of  Myylebone  formerly  returned 
no  Members  to  Parliament — neither  did 
the  borough  of  Finsbury  nor  the  Tower 
Hamlets;  and  with  regard  to  those  dif- 
ferent places  thus  admitted  for  the  first 
time  to  the  right  of  having  representatives, 
my  hon.  Friend  himself  calculates,  that  in 
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those  newly  constituted  metropolitan  bo- 
roughs, there  are  no  less  than  45,000 
persons  enjoying  the  right  of  voting  for 
Members  of  Parliament.  Surely  that  is 
in  itself  no  inconsiderable  extension  of  the 
elective  franchise.  But  there  was  also  an 
extension  of  the  franchise  to  a  great  many 
towns  which  never  before  enjoyed  the  right 
of  sending  Members  to  Parliament;  as,  for 
instance,  Manchester,  Leeds,  and  Birming- 
ham, where  the  right  of  voting  was  given 
to  10?.  householders;  and  Bath,  where 
hitherto  the  exercise  of  the  right  was 
limited  to  some  twenty,  twenty-three,  or 
twenty-five  persons.  To  all  those  places 
we  gave  the  right  of  sending  Members  to 
Parliament.  We  did  not  make  it  a  house- 
hold franchise^,  in  the  strict  scot  and  lot 
sense,  but  we  proposed  that  the  House 
should  be  of  the  value  of  10^  a  year;  and 
the  test  was  similar  to  the  old  test  of  scot 
and  lot,  for  wo  proposed  that  the  payment 
of  taxes  should  be  ascertained,  and  that 
the  assessed  taxes  and  the  poor  rate  should 
be  payable  by  the  man  seeking  to  be  quali- 
fiea  to  vote.  I  own  that,  in  my  opinion, 
that  was  a  wise  and  constitutional  provi- 
sion. It  was  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
ancient  law  of  this  country  for  entrusting 
the  right  to  vote  to  persons  holding  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  property.  It  was  wise,  I 
think,  to  ascertain  that  the  persons  to 
whom  you  grant  the  franchise,  are  men  of 
a  certain  amount  of  property;  not  but  that 
there  may  be  persons  with  no  property 
whatever  who  would  make  as  good  a  choice, 
but  because,  in  my  belief,  when  you  do 
grant  the  privilege  to  men  possessing  a 
certain  amount  of  property,  there  is  a  like- 
lihood that  you  will  have  a  better  election 
generally,  than  you  would  have  if  you  were 
to  make  the  suffrage  universal.  Now  I  do 
think  if  you  lay  down  the  qualification  that 
there  must  be  this  certain  amount  of  pro- 
perty, you  must  test  it  in  some  manner  or 
other,  and  give  some  practical  proof  that 
those  pretending  to  the  use  of  the  fran- 
chise do  really  possess  property,  and  do 
not  simply  inhabit  a  house,  but  that  they 
are  men  in  the  regular  payment  of  the 
rate  which  is  due  by  them  for  the  usual 
and  regularly  assessed  taxes  of  the  State, 
and  of  the  poor  rates  which  go  to  maintain 
the  poor  of  the  borough.  ^  It  seems  that 
there  is  now  mixed  up  with  those  payments 
a  certain  amount  of  county  rates,  such  as 
the  maintenance  of  gaols,  and  other  ex- 
penses of  a  similar  kind.  The  principle, 
however,  is  the  old  constitutional  one  of 
the  country.     I  own  I  think  that  if  you 


take  away  all  obligation  to  pay  rates  and 
taxes,  and  say  that  the  mere  occupation  of 
a  house  of  10/.  yearly  value  is  to  qualify 
a  man  to  vote,  it  would  be  difficult  to  re- 
sist the  argument  urged  by  many,  that 
such  mere  occupation  would  not  be  suffi- 
cient test  for  eligibility  to  vote,  but  that 
the  right  should  be  extended  very  much 
farther,  for  that  there  is  no  virtue  in  brick 
and  mortar  to  distinguish  between  regular 
fixed  residents  and  mere  casual  lodgers. 
But  when,  in  addition  to  this,  you  require 
that  there  shall  be  practical  proof  that 
they  are  solvent  men  and  regular  in  the 
payment  of  their  rates,  you  have  the  se- 
curity of  the  State  that  they  are  men  of 
credit  and  substance,  having  a  stake  in 
the  country  and  an  interest  in  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  law  and  the  constitution. 
The  hon.  Member  asserts  that  there  have 
been  many  omissions  of  persons  who  ought 
to  have  been  qualified;  and  he  has  stated, 
what  I  am  surprised  he  should  state  as  fa- 
vourable to  his  argument,  namely,  that 
after  persons  have  paid  the  rates  and  taxes 
for  others  at  the  time  of  their  registration, 
they  have  not  been  able  to  secure  the  votes 
of  such  persons  at  the  ensuing  election. 
In  that  respect  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  a  very  great  improvement  has  been 
introduced  on  the  old  constitution  of  the 
scot  and  lot  boroughs;  because,  as  we  said 
at  the  time,  if  you  require  in  the  scot  and 
lot  boroughs  that  no  man  should  vote  un- 
less he  pays  his  rate,  this  will  happen,  as 
it  frequently  has  happened,  that  a  few 
days  before  the  elections,  some  two  or 
three  hundred  voters  will  go  to  one  candi- 
date or  other,  and  say,  **  We  are  ready  to 
vote  for  you.  but  our  rates  must  be  paid.** 
The  principle  was  an  excellent  one;  but  it 
carried  that  taint  along  with  it,  that  it  had 
the  tendency  of  giving  rise  to  bribery,  and 
the  tendering  of  votes  to  whichever  party 
would  be  the  first  to  pay  the  rates.  We 
said,  *'  Alter  that,  and  have  a  registration 
to  take  place  at  a  fixed  time  of  the  year, 
and  not  at  the  time  of  the  election,  and 
there  will  not  then  l>e  this  sin  of  bribery, 
for  the  candidate  will  not  find  it  his  inter- 
est to  buy  the  voters  at  that  time.  There 
may  not  be  an  election  that  year;  or  if  the 
election  should  take  place  in  December  or 
January,  the  candidate  will  have  no  resfion 
to  be  quite  sure  that  the  man  whose  rates 
were  paid  for  him  in  July,  maybe  dispofWMl 
to  carry  his  gratitude  through  so  long  a 
period  as  the  whole  six  months.**  The 
non.  Member  proves  the  truth  of  our  anti- 
cipations, and  teUi  as  that  complaints  are 
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continually  made  that  persons  whose  rates 
have  been  paid  in  July  by  one  party,  cross 
over  and  vote  for  the  opposite  party  when 
the  election  comes  on.  Why,  Sir,  that  is 
the  very  consequence  we  expected;  but  I 
hope  that  it  will  serve  as  a  lesson  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  never  to  be  guilty  of  attempt- 
ing that  kind  of  hribery  again.  I  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  will 
give  all  Gentlemen  who  may  be  inclined  to 
do  so  the  benefit  of  his  advice  in  this  re- 
spect, and  exhort  them  thus  :  **  You  see  it 
is  no  use  your  trying  to  play  this  game. 
You  do  not  carry  the  voters  with  you  by 
paying  their  rates  for  them,  and  therefore 
I  would  advise  you  to  leave  it  to  such  of 
the  electors  themselves  as  are  willing  and 
able  to  pay.  Trust  to  their  politics,  whe- 
ther they  be  Whigs,  Tories,  or  Radicals, 
and,  trusting  to  your  own  merits,  take 
your  chances  to  get  their  votes  as  best  you 
may.**  But  there  was,  it  was  said,  a  de- 
fect, and  I  felt  it,  namely,  that  the  period 
of  registration  came  very  suddenly  after 
the  time  at  which  the  rates  which  were 
due,  should  he  paid  up,  and  that  electors 
from  being  away  from  their  town  or  ho- 
rough,  or  by  reason  of  any  o.ther  accidental 
circumstances,  were  left  out  of  the  regis- 
tration, when  really  it  was  not  so  much  by 
any  fault  of  their  own,  as  hecause  of  their 
not  having  notice  that  such  omission  was 
likely  to  take  place.  But  since  that  was 
complained  of,  an  alteration  has  heen  made 
in  the  law,  not  to  the  effect  that  a  longer 
period  should  he  granted,  as  I  suggested, 
but  that  due  notice  shall  be  given  to  all 
persons  that  the  payment  of  the  rates  will 
be  required  for  the  purpose  of  being  regis- 
tered. The  Act  6  and  7  Victoria,  c.  8, 
contains  this  provision  in  its  11th  section, 
and  enacts  that  the  overseers  of  every  pa- 
rish shall  give  notice  in  writing,  on  the 
20th  day  of  June,  that  nobody  can  be  ad- 
mitted on  any  list  of  voters  unless  he  shall 
have  paid,  on  or  before  the  20th  of  July, 
all  poor  rates  and  assessed  taxes  which 
may  have  become  payable  by  him  in  the 
course  of  twelve  calendar  months,  end- 
ing on  the  12th  of  April  previous.  If 
a  man  he  really  anxious  to  have  a  vote, 
and  willing  to  pay  his  usual  rates,  and  has 
sufficient  money  to  he  able  to  pay  them,  he 
has,  on  the  20th  of  June,  a  notice  posted 
up  in  his  borough  that  the  rates  accruing 
due  in  the  preceding  April  must  be  paid 
in  a  month  from  the  date  of  that  notice, 
for  that  otherwise  his  name  cannot  be  re- 
gistered as  a  voter.  This  is  quite  a  fair 
and  sufficient  notice  for  all  voters,  and  in- 
VOL.XC.    {SK} 


deed  I  must  maintain  that  a  man  really 
anxious  about  the  privilege  of  the  fran- 
chise, having  at  his  command  the  means 
of  paying,  living  in  a  10/.  house,  and  see- 
ing a  notice  posted  up  in  his  borough  for 
a  whole  month  before,  advertising  him  that 
if  he  does  not  pay  the  rates  within  a  month 
from  that  period,  he  will  be  struck  off — I 
say  that  a  man  thus  situated  is  utterly  in- 
excusable if  he  neglects  to  pay  in  time. 
If  he  is  solvent  and  able  to  pay,  he  ought 
to  pay;  but  if  he  is  not  able  to  pay,  if  he 
is  incapacitated  from  paying  the  rates  due 
on  the  10/.  house  which  he  occupies,  then 
I  say  he  has  no  right  to  claim  a  vote  in 
respect  of  that  house,  for  he  is  a  person 
likely  to  be  corrupted  by  the  payment  of 
his  rates  for  him  by  other  persons,  and  he 
ought  to  be  content  to  forego  his  vote.  I 
cannot  think  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  at  all  defensible  in  principle. 
So  far  from  the  Reform  Act  having  heen 
an  innovation,  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, which  would  go  to  repeal  some  of  the 
clauses  of  that  measure,  would  he  the 
gi'eatest  possible  innovation  on  the  consti- 
tution of  this  country.  Nothing  surely 
could  be  more  foreign  to  the  principles  of 
the  constitution,  than  to  declare  that  the 
payment  of  rates  of  all  kinds  without 
proof  of  any  possession  of  property,  should 
be  omitted  from  amongst  the  qualifications 
for  a  vote.  My  hon.  Friend  has  thought 
fit  to  enter  upon  this  discussion.  I  have 
stated  the  reasons  and  considerations 
which  appear  to  me  to  work  against  his 
Bill;  and  as  he  has  chosen  to  go  into  this 
disquisition,  I  have  only  to  state,  in  con- 
clusion, that  I  will  oppose  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill,  and  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  GISBORNE  was  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  He  hoped  that  it  would  ohtain  a 
first  and  second  reading;  for  he  warmly 
approved  of  the  principle  it  affirmed.  If 
an  occupier  of  a  10/.  house  was  a  defaulter 
in  his  taxes,  let  a  distress  he  levied  against 
his  property;  and  if  the  return  should  be 
nulla  bona,  then  let  him  he  by  all  means 
rejected  from  the  registry.  A  sufficient 
guarantee  would  be  thus  secured. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  observed,  that 
if  the  Bill  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  was 
to  be  rejected  on  the  ground  of  a  compari* 
son  between  the  corruption  that  existed 
before  the  Reform  Bill,  and  the  corruption 
that  now  exists,  or  a  comparison  of  the  num* 
hers  of  the  constituency  before  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  the  numbers  of  the  constituenoj 
now,  they  might  be  unahle  to  adduce  suffi- 
cient arguments  to  induce  the  House  to 
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pass  the  Bill.      But  the  question  was,  had 
the  avowed   objects  of    those  ratepaying 
clauses   been   really  no  more  in  practice 
than  they  were  informed  they  would  be? 
It  was  considered  that  the  only  object  of 
those  clauses  was  to  afford  a  test  of  the 
solfency  of  the  voters;  but  there  were  re- 
turns before  the  House  which  proved  that 
they  went  beyond  that,  and  that  they  de- 
prived one-half  of  many  constituencies  al- 
together of  their  franchise.    He  should  not 
trouble  the  House  with  many  details;  but 
he  would  refer  to  returns  from  St.  George's 
parish,  Westminster,  by  which  it  appeared 
that  399  persons  had   been   deprived  of 
their  franchise.     And  what  was  the  de- 
scription of  persons  who  were  so  deprived 
of  the  franchise  ?     And  what  was  the  de- 
scription   of   houses   occupied   by   them  ? 
The  houses  were  in  St.  George's  Square, 
and  Belgrave  Square,  and  Belgrave  Street, 
and  Great  George  Street.   The  noble  Lord 
had  stated,  that  it  was  an  ancient  principle 
of  the  constitution  that  the  rates  should  be 
paid;  but,  even  assuming  that  to  be  the 
case,  it  was  not  an  ancient  principle  of  the 
constitution  that  the  taxes  should  also  bo 
paid;  and  the  Act  required,  not  only  the 
rates,  but  the  assessed  taxes  to  be  paid. 
The  electors  were  subjected,  not  only  to 
the   proper   or    improper   performance   of 
their  duties  by  the  parochial  officers,  but 
they  were  also  subjected  to  the  proper  or 
improper  performance  of  their  duties  by  the 
Government  officers.     In  the  whole  of  the 
parish  to  which  ho  had  referred,  not  one 
person  was  disfranchised  for  n  on -payment 
of  rates,  but  the  whole  399  were  disfran- 
chised   for   non-payment   of    Government 
taxes.  That  was  a  proof  of  the  mischievous 
consequences  of  adding  to  the  old  (|ualiti- 
cation  of  rating  the  payment  of  assessed 
taxes.     There  were  100.000  qualified  per- 
sons in  the  metropolis  deprived   by  this 
clause,  and  the  obstructions  that  were  pro- 
duced by  this  clause,  of  their  votes,  includ- 
ing  people,    not    merely   occupying    10/. 
houses,  but  the  great  majority  of  whom  oc- 
cupied 40^  and  501.  houses.     With   that 
fact,  which  was  undeniable,  he  should  leave 
the  matter  to  the  House,  and  trusted  they 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  divide  on  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  PHILIP  HOWARD  remarked, 
that  if  the  persons  referred  to  did  not  pay 
their  rates  and  taxes,  and  if  they  did  not 
exercise  proper  dili^ifenro  in  doing  so,  it 
was  through  their  own  fault  they  were  dis- 
franchised. The  payment  of  the  poor  rates 
ke  conceived  to  bo  one  of  their  first  duties 


to  the  poor;  and  those  persons  who  com- 
posed the  constituencies  of  Great  Britain 
ought  to  be  ready  to  pay  them  cheerfully. 
It  would,  in  fact,  be  impossible  to  object  to 
universal  suffrage,  if  they  did  not  require 
from  the  persons  who  had  property  the 
payment  of  those  rates;  and  he  should  give 
a  decided  negative  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  HUME  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down,  that  it  was 
the  duty   of  every  man  to  pay  his   poor 
rates  and  taxes.     It  was  a  duty  which  he 
hoped  every  man  who  had  property  would 
perform;  but  the  law  should  provide  the 
means  by  which  those  taxes  could  be  col- 
lected in  a  manner  altogether  distinct  from 
the  elective  franchise.     He  would  remind 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  when  the  Reform  Bill  was  in- 
troduced,  a  proposition  was  made  to  ex- 
punge this  very  clause  from  the  Bill,  and 
on  the  occasion  a  very  strong  petition  was 
presented  from  the  city  of  Westminster  on 
the  subject,  showing  that  one  of  the  great- 
est abuses  of  which   the  electors  had   to 
complain  during  thepreceding  twentyyears, 
had  arisen  from  the  payment  of  scot  and 
lot,  and  predicting  that  it  would  be  a  great 
means   of  impeding  the  exercise  of  that 
power  which  was  intended  to  be  given  by 
the  Bill.     It  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord, 
when  he   introduced  it,   that  he  was  not 
about   to   give   a   fanciful   reform,  but   a 
House  of  Commons  to  represent  the  mass 
of  the  community.     It  was,  he  said,  his 
object   to   extend   their   franchises   so  as 
there  should  not  be  any  constituency  less 
than  3iX);  and  he  expressed  a  hope,  that, 
at  least,  the  constituencies  would  consist  of 
from  500  to  l.(XK)  electors:  and  the  noble 
Lord  certainly  surprised  him  by  the  state- 
ment which  he  now  made,  that  the  propo- 
sition of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  was 
I  a  violation  of  the  principle  of  the  consti- 
I  tution.    He  would  vote  for  this  proposition, 
because  the  noble  Lord  who  was  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  when  the  Reform  Bill 
wan  passed  (Earl  Grey),  had  made  use  of 
this  very  important  phrase  when  introduc- 
ing that  question,  on  the  3rd  of  October, 
1831.     He  said— 

"  I  believe  the  prc»ent  measure  to  be  a  niescure 
of  justice,  sound  polio j,  peace,  and  coDciliatioo. 
I  believe  that  on  its  acceptance  or  rejection  de- 
pend, on  the  one  hand,  peace,  tran<|uilIitT.  and 
prosperity :  on  the  other,  that  sUte  of  politieal 
'  dissatisfaction  and  disctmient,  the  continuance  of 
whidi  threatens  all  those  disastrous  con««<}uence« 
which  must  arise  when  ill-feeling  is  engendered 
in  the  people  towards  the  Goremmeat  of  tb# 
coaDti7.'* 
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The  noble  Earl,  therefore,  urged  the  mea- 
sure on  the  understanding  that  it  would 
give  Batisfaction  to  the  people  of  England, 
and  remove  dissatisfaction.  But  what  was 
the  case  now  ?  He  believed  that  only 
twelve  males  of  twenty-one  years  of  age  in 
every  hundred  in  this  country  had  the 
elective  franchise.  In  Ireland  there  were 
a  great  many  less.  Was  it  possible  to 
believe  that  these  men,  thus  deprived  of 
the  franchise,  would  be  satisfied  ?  It  was 
plain  that  numbers  were  deprived  of  a 
portion  of  those  advantages  which  it  was 
intended  they  should  have  by  the  Reform 
Act,  owing  to  the  operation  of  these  clauses. 
To  remove  them  would  be  an  act  of  justice, 
would  be  the  means  of  extending  the  fran- 
chise, and  of  giving  greater  security  in  the 
election  of  representatives.  If  the  noble 
Lord  resisted  the  proposal  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  consti- 
tution, he  could  not  understand  why  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  were  not  entitled  to 
call  on  the  noble  Lord  to  see  that  each  bo- 
rough had  a  constituency  of  at  least  300 
electors.  lie  had  in  his  hand  a  list  of  35 
boroughs,  in  each  of  which  there  were  less 
than  300  electors  at  this  moment,  the 
numbers  being,  in  some  250,  in  some  180, 
and  in  others  100.  Now,  every  man  who 
was  disfranchised,  he  said,  was  a  slave  ; 
and  every  man  who  was  not  qualified  to 
vote  for  a  representative  in  Parliament 
was  in  the  condition  of  having  a  master 
over  him  whose  orders  he  must  obey  at  any 
rate.  Being  desirous  to  conciliate  and 
keep  the  peace  of  this  country,  ho  should 
vote  for  the  Bill,  because  it  would  tend  to 
increase  the  number  of  electors,  and  to  re- 
move those  impediments  to  the  acquire- 
ment of  the  franchise  which  were  most 
inconvenient  to  the  mass  of  the  people. 

Sir  benjamin  HALL  called  the  at- 
tention  of  the  House  to  returns  showing  the 
number  of  persons  disfranchised  in  Maryle- 
bone  for  non-])ayment  of  rates  and  taxes ; 
and  from  which  it  was  to  be  inferred  that  the 
total  number  disfranchised  for  non-payment 
of  the  assessed  taxes  amounted  to  1,033, 
and  for  non-payment  of  parish  rates  339. 
Persons  were  often  disfranchised  by  the 
wilful  carelessness  of  those  persons  who 
were  appointed  to  collect  those  assessed 
taxes  ;  and  he  would  give  one  instance  in 
which  the  election  of  a  borough  was  all  but 
turned  by  the  negligence  of  the  collectors. 
It  had  occurred  to  himself.  In  the  year 
1834  he  found  that  the  assessed-tax  col< 
lector  in  the  borough  which  he  had  the 
honour  then  to  represent — Monmouth — did 


not  call  for  payment  of  the  taxes  on  those 
persons  who  were  likely  to  vote  for  him; 
and  this  fact  coming  to  his  knowledge,  he 
called  at  the  office  in  London,  and  insisted 
that  the  collector  should  call  on  those  per- 
sons. The  result  was,  that  four  of  them 
were  put  on  the  register.  He  happened  to 
be  in  Italy  at  the  time  of  the  election,  and 
he  found,  to  his  surprise,  that  he  was  re- 
turned to  Parliament  by  a  majority  of 
four ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  owing  to  the 
circumstance  of  his  making  the  tax-collec- 
tor do  his  duty  that  he  obtained  the  seat ; 
for  if  he  had  not  compelled  him  to  do  hia 
duty,  another  Member  would  have  been  re- 
turned to  Parliament  for  the  borough.  The 
present  law  gave  the  assessed-tax  collec- 
tors great  power  to  exercise  favour  towards 
those  parties  who  entertained  opinions  si- 
milar to  those  which  the  tax-collectors 
themselves  were  supposed  to  hold.  If  the 
noble  Lord  were  resolved  to  persevere  in 
his  determination  to  oppose  the  Bill,  and 
if  the  Bill  were  not  carried,  he  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
did  hope  the  Government  would  take  the 
matter  into  their  serious  consideration. 
He  trusted  that  at  leas^  they  would  give 
more  ample  time  to  parties  to  pay  the 
rates;  that  they  would  put  back  to  a  more 
distant  period  the  time  for  the  collection  of 
the  rates  ;  and  that  they  would  not  allow 
the  collectors  to  have  that  great  power 
which  they  had  at  present. 

Mil.  T.  P'EYNCOURT  was  of  opinion 
that  the  collector  should  be  obliged  to  call 
on  the  individual  who  owed  the  tax,  and 
that  he  should  not  have  to  seek  out  the 
collector.  The  collector  should  be  bound 
to  make  a  demand  on  the  taxpayer,  and 
if  he  did  not  call  on  him  the  law  should  be 
that  the  party  who  was  to  pay  the  assessed 
taxes  should  not  lose  his  vote.  It  was  an- 
ticipated at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill  that  the  constituency  would 
receive  a  very  material  addition,  amounting, 
as  had  been  stated,  to  somewiiere  about 
half  a  million  ;  and  he  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
had  admitted  that  the  number  had  fallen 
short  of  that.  He  believed  the  increase 
of  the  constituency  was  two  hundred  thou- 
sand short  of  that ;  while  the  population, 
which  in  1831  amounted  to  16,000,000, 
was  now  somewhere  about  18,000,000.  It 
appeared,  therefore,  that  while  the  popu- 
lation had  materially  increased,  the  con- 
stituency was  very  materially  short  of  the 
number  specified.  His  noble  Friend  had 
talked  a  great  deal  of  constitutional  prac- 
tice, and  of  the  unconstitutionAl  nature  of 
P2 
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hiB  hon.  Friend's  Motion,  and  seemed  to 
think  that  the  payment  of  scot  and  lot  form- 
ed a  part  of  the  ancient  constitution  of  the 
conntrj ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  restored 
the  right  of  voting  on  payment  of  scot  and 
lot,  and  treated  householders  paying  scot 
and  lot  as  substantial  voters,  the  noble 
Lord  should  have  his  support.  That  was 
the  proposition  he  had  the  honour  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Bill;  and  he  thought  if  there 
was  anything  unconstitutional  in  the  Re- 
form Bill,  it  was  the  introduction  of  that 
clause  which  made  it  necessary  for  the 
electors  to  pay  the  King's  taxes  in  addition 
to  the  scot  and  lot  payment.  That  was 
quite  a  new  principle  to  the  constitution  of 
this  country  ;  it  was  a  matter  of  novel  in- 
troduction that  the  payment  of  the  King's 
taxes  should  form  part  of  the  franchise  of 
this  country.  It  was  necessary  to  give 
a  substantial  franchise  to  the  electoral 
body;  but  that  was  impossible  as  long  as 
they  made  the  payment  of  the  assessed 
taxes  an  element  of  that  franchise.  He 
hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  be  able  to  propose,  next  year,  some 
scheme  by  which  they  might  get  rid  of  the 
assessed  taxes  altogether;  and  what  then 
was  to  become  of  this  important  element  of 
the  franchise,  according  to  the  opinion  of 
the  noble  Lord  ?  On  the  whole,  he  trusted 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  persevered  in  his 
objection  to  the  Bill,  he  would  see  the  ne- 
cessity of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  make  it 
imperative  on  the  collector  to  call  for  pay- 
ment at  the  house  of  the  individual  who 
owed  this  tax. 

Captain  PECHELL  said,  that  it  was 
clear,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  people  must  take  this  case 
into  their  hands,  as  they  could  not  look 
for  the  assistance  of  the  Government.  He 
confessed  that  he  was  grievously  disappoint- 
ed at  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  when 
there  was  such  a  large  mass  of  the  people 
so  much  discontented  with  the  present 
state  of  the  representative  system  in  this 
country.  The  lorgc  meetings  which  had 
been  recently  held  in  so  many  populous 
places,  showed  the  state  of  public  feeling 
as  to  the  failure  of  the  Reform  Bill.  If  the 
Motion  was  pressed  to  a  division,  he  should 
give  it  his  cordial  support;  and,  above  all, 
as  ho  had  been  entrusted  with  a  petition 
from  his  constituents,  which  demanded,  in 
strong  language,  the  repeal  of  the  hateful 
ratcpayin((  d  luses  of  the  Reform  Act. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  said,  if  the  noble  Lord 
intoodcdy  at  some  future  time,  to  oppose 


the  Bill  with  the  whole  itreDgth  of  the 
Government,  he  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  do  so  at  once,  instead  of  wast- 
ing so  much  public  time,  and  at  the  same 
time  exciting  expectations  which  he  did 
not  mean  to  fulfil.  The  noble  Lord,  how- 
ever, had  that  night  shown  great  valour  in 
opposing  the  Bill,  but  he  did  not  ibow 
much  discretion  or  wisdom  in  the  coarse  he 
had  taken.  He  would  appeal  to  the  House 
as  to  whether  there  ever  was  a  case  on 
which  the  arguments  were  so  completely 
on  one  side.  The  noble  Lord  had  alto- 
gether failed  in  showing  that  the  proposed 
measure  of  his  (Mr.  Wakley's)  honourable 
Culleague  was  of  an  unjust  or  unconstita- 
tional  character.  The  case,  as  stated  bj 
his  hon.  Friend,  had  not  even  been  tonch- 
ed  upon  by  the  noble  Lord.  It  was  very 
remarkable  that  there  was  nothing  like 
the  ratepaying  clause  in  connexion  with 
county  voters.  Why  should  the  poor 
voters  in  towns  be  put  under  such  restric- 
tions, when  the  county  voters  were  altoge- 
ther exempted  from  everything  of  the 
kind?  Again,  Scotch  Members  were  not 
required  to  show  any  qualification  before 
they  took  their  seats  in  that  House;  while 
a  10^  householder  could  not  be  placed  on 
the  register  until  he  had  shown  that  be 
had  paid  his  rates.  A  man  who  inherited 
a  landed  property  in  a  county,  or  a  cler- 
gyman who  had  been  inducted  to  a  living, 
could  at  once  be  placed  on  the  county  re- 
gister; while  a  person  claiming  to  vote  tot 
a  borough,  must  have  resided  and  paid 
rates  in  it  for  upwards  of  twelve  months 
before  his  name  could  appear  on  the  regis- 
ter. In  the  counties,  also,  the  50{.  ten- 
ants at  will  were,  for  the  most  part,  the 
mere  serfs  of  the  landlords,  and  often  did 
not  know  the  name  of  the  candidate 
they  were  to  vote  for,  until  they  re- 
ceived directions  to  go  up  to  the  poll. 
It  was  a  mere  pretence  to  say  that 
the  people  had  a  10/.  franchise  con- 
ferred on  them,  when  such  a  trick  was 
played  as  to  place  the  restrictions  on  it 
which  were  miposed  by  the  ratepaying 
clauses.  It  was  not  always  the  poor  that 
were  affected  by  these  clauses,  for  at  one 
time  the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of  England* 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Tam worth,  were  disfranchised  for  not 
having  paid  their  rates  within  due  time. 

Sir  G.  grey  entirelv  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken,  thai 
it  was  very  desirable  that  the  decision  of 
the  House  should  now  bo  taken  on  the 
Bill  proposed,  because  the  hon.  OentleauHi 
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the  Member  for  Finsburj  had  stated  its 
objects  so  clearly,  that  if  they  had  the 
Bill  before  them,  they  would  know  no  more 
about  it.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  had  complained  of  the 
extraordinary  silence  of  the  Treasury 
Bench;  and  a  strange  complaint  it  was 
after  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend,  who 
had  so  clearly  stated  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment, holding  out  no  hope  whatever  of 
their  being  able  to  support  it  at  any  stage, 
that  it  was  quite  unnecessary  for  any  other 
Member  of  the  Government  to  address  the 
House  on  the  subject.  At  the  same  time 
the  hon.  Member  expressed  no  surprise, 
unlike  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton,  who 
had  been  greatly  disappointed  by  the 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend,  of  which  he  had 
heard  only  a  small  portion.  Having  listen- 
ed to  the  speeches  which  had  been  deliver- 
ed in  favour  of  the  proposed  measure,  he 
could  not  but  think  that  many  of  the  ar- 
guments adduced  were  very  wide  of  the 
question;  and  that  some  of  them  might 
have  been  urged,  and  were,  indeed,  urged, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster 
brought  forward  this  measure  for  facilita- 
ting the  operation  of  the  franchise,  by  ex- 
tending the  period  for  the  payment  of  the 
taxes  to  avoid  the  accidental  disfranchise- 
ments which  had  occurred.  The  theme  of 
many  of  the  speeches  embraced  a  question 
not  now  before  the  House.  The  Member 
for  Montrose  had  used  an  argument  that 
seemed  to  go  far  beyond  the  question.  He 
complained  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  had  held  out  an  ex- 
pectation, when  he  introduced  the  Reform 
Bill,  that  a  large  increase  would  take 
place  in  the  number  of  voters,  and  that 
he  (the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose)  and 
others  had  been  much  disappointed  at  the 
non-realization  of  that  expectation.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  said  that 
not  more  than  twelve  in  every  hundred 
capable  of  exercising  the  franchise  had  a 
vote ;  but  he  would  ask  if  the  present  Bill, 
which  merely  went  to  repeal  the  ratepaying 
clauses,  would  be  a  remedy  for  that  evil  ? 
Did  his  hon.  Friend  believe  that  the  repeal 
of  these  clauses  would  double  the  voters  in 
the  metropolis  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  Wakley)  had  gone  to  a  very 
indefinite  extent,  and  had  asserted  that 
the  Reform  Bill  had  utterly  failed  to  answer 
the  expectation  which  he,  in  common  with 
many  others,  had  entertained  at  the  time 
of  its  passing.  It  should  be  recollected, 
however,  that  a  very  large  increase  in  the 
constituencies  of  the  coontrj  had  taken 


place  through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
Reform  Act,  not  only  in  the  metropolis,  but 
in  Manchester,  Birmingham,  Sheffield,  the 
manufacturing  districts  of  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire,  and  other  populous  boroughs  and 
districts ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  a  proper 
mode  of  speaking  to  say  that  that  mea- 
sure had  disappointed  the  expectations  of 
the  people.  It  had  been  stated,  however, 
by  his  noble  Friend,  that  he,  and  the  others 
who  introduced  the  Reform  Bill,  thought  it 
desirable  to  adhere  to  the  principle  that 
the  payment  of  rates  ought  to  be  a  condi- 
tion, and  it  was  accordingly  embodied  in 
the  measure.  On  that  occasion,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  presented  a  petition 
against  the  scot  and  lot  franchise,  showing 
that  the  greatest  abuse  had  been  committed 
by  candidates  paying  the  rates  before  an 
election.  That  statement  was  well  found- 
ed. It  ought  to  be  recollected,  that  the 
grievance  which  was  found  to  exist  in  the 
working  of  the  original  clause,  had  been 
corrected ;  and  it  might  also  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  the  measure  proposed  to  be  in- 
troduced, did  not  rest  on  any  alleged  cor- 
ruption. His  noble  Friend,  in  replying  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone,  had  alluded  to  the  alteration  which 
had  been  made  in  the  law,  by  which  over- 
seers were  compelled  to  give  notice  to 
voters  of  the  payment  of  their  rates,  in 
order  that  those  persons  who  were  able  or 
willing  to  pay  the  rates  might  do  so  in 
time.  Reference  had  been  made  during 
the  discussion,  to  the  difference  which  ex- 
isted between  county  and  borough  voters  ; 
but  his  noble  Friend  had  shown  that  that 
distinction  had  not  been  created  by  the 
Reform  Bill.  Previous  to  that  time  forty- 
shilling  freeholds  were  recognised  as  evi- 
dence of  the  possession  of  property,  and  no 
other  test  was  deemed  necessary.  But 
there  was  another  difference  besides  this. 
There  was  no  such  thing  as  a  102.  fran- 
chise in  counties,  although  many  thought 
there  ought  to  be ;  but  if  it  were  contended 
that  the  county  and  borough  franchise 
should  be  assimilated,  the  House  must  be 
prepared  to  go  far  beyond  what  was  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Bill  now  sought  to  be 
introduced. 

Sir  C.  NAPIER  was  glad  to  find  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  suc- 
ceeded in  unsealing  the  lips  of  some  of  the 
Ministers;  and  he  wished  that  he  had  the 
power  of  unsealing  the  lips  of  some  other 
hon.  Members.  There  was  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Greenwich:  he  (Sir  C.  Napier) 
would  like  to  know  what  he  would  say  to 
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his  constituents  when  he  met  them.  There 
was  also  the  Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr. 
Hawes),  who  held  the  office  of  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies ;  there  was  also 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  who 
held  an  office  in  the  Ordnance  Department. 
He  should  like  to  know  the  opinion  of  these 
Gentlemen  at  the  present  moment.  [An 
Hon.  Member:  Not  to-night.]  Oh,  yes  ; 
to-night.  An  election  was  coming  on,  and 
it  was  necessary  that  the  constituents  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  should  know  on  what 
ground  they  stood.  He  had  always  un- 
derstood, so  far  as  his  limited  knowledge 
went,  that  one  object  of  the  clauses  ob- 
jected to,  was  to  induce  people  to  pay  their 
rates  and  taxes  with  greater  facility  than 
before ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  that  ob- 
ject had  succeeded.  It  had  been  found 
that  people  had  not  paid  up  their  rates  and 
dues  any  readier  than  before  ;  but  as  the 
law  possessed  the  power  of  compelling 
payment,  he  did  not  see  the  necessity  of 
giving  an  additional  stimulus  to  the  pay- 
ment of  taxes  by  visiting  non-payment 
with  disfranchisement.  His  own  opinion 
was,  that  the  repeal  of  the  ratepaying 
clauses  would  tend  to  practically  extend 
the  franchise  ;  and  such  being  his  opinion, 
he  should  vote  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  only  two  points  of  opposition  to 
urge  to  the  proposed  measure.  The  first 
was,  that-])revious  to  the  passing  of  the 
Beform  Bill  the  franchise  was  that  of  scot 
and  lot ;  and  the  second  reason  was,  thnt 
40«.  freeholds  afforded  a  great  security  that 
property  was  possessed  by  the  holders,  lie 
was  really  surprised  to  hear  th<»  noble  Lord 
introduce  the  scot  and  lot  franchise  as  an 
argument,  for  he  must  have  known  that 
only  a  very  small  portion  of  the  constituen- 
cies which  existed  previous  to  the  Reform 
Bill  were  made  up  of  scot  and  lot  voters. 
Ho  should  very  much  doubt  if  the  n<>hle 
Lord  could  prove  that  any  one  of  the  towns 
in  schedule  A  had  a  scot  and  lot  voter,  or 
that  schedule  H  was  in  different  circum- 
stances. In  fact,  that  class  of  voters  was 
exceedingly  linjitfd,  and  ahnnst  confined  to 
large  and  populous  t(»\vnH.  The  nobh> 
Lord  had  forgot tcMi  one  important  class  of 
voters,  the  freemen  and  burgesses,  who 
were  not  called  upon  to  pay  rates  or  taxes 
as  a  condition  of  their  voting.  Now,  it 
appeared  most  extraordinary  that  the  noble 
Lord,  in  introducing  his  Reform  Bill  and 
defending  it  now,  should  consent  to  allow 
a  large  class  of  freemen  and  burgesses  to 


have  votes  itithout  any  sort  of  qualifieatioii 
whatever,  with  the  exception  of  that  of 
continued  residence  for  twelve  months. 
It  so  happened  that  he  (Mr.  Williamsl 
was  possessed  of  each  of  the  three  kinds  of 
franchises  he  had  specified.  He  was  a  voter 
in  virtue  of  being  a  householder,  and  as  a 
qualification  for  the  exercise  of  that  vote 
he  was  compelled  to  pay  rates  and  taxes 
i  within  a  certain  time.  He  had  also  the 
honour  of  being  one  of  the  noble  Lord's 
constituents  as  a  liveryman  of  the  city  of 
London.  In  connexion  with  that  vote  he 
held  no  property,  and  yet  he  was  a  con- 
stituent of  the  noble  Lord,  and  one  of  his 
supporters;  but  really,  looking  at  his  back- 
ward movement  on  the  question  of  the 
franchise,  he  believed  that  were  it  not  for 
the  good  he  had  done  in  former  days,  he 
should  be  inclined  to  oppose  him  on  the 
next  occasion.  Among  his  (Mr.  Williams's) 
own  constituents  were  six  hundred  freemen 
— honest  freemen — from  whom  no  qnalifi- 
cation  was  asked  save  that  of  having  re- 
sided in  the  borough  for  twelve  months. 
Amongst  these  voters  were  men  of  large 
property;  but  the  generality  of  them  were 
not  in  the  same  circumstances  as  the  10^ 
voters,  and  yet  by  the  operation  of  the 
clauses  in  question  an  obligation  was  laid 
in  a  most  inconsistent  manner  upon  the 
richer  portion,  and  an  exception  made  in 
favour  of  the  poorer.  In  the  borough  in 
which  he  resided,  there  were  at  the  present 
moment  on  the  register  2,814  household- 
ers, many  of  them  holding  large  property, 
who  were  disqualified  through  the  operation 
of  the  clauses  which  formed  the  subject  of 
discussi<m.  Now,  this  had  not  arisen  from 
inability  or  unwillingness  to  pay  the  taxes, 
but  frcmi  oversight.  A  gentleman  came 
to  him  lately — a  man  possessed  of  great 
wealth,  and  the  occupier  of  a  house  worth 
perhaps  .000/.  a  year — complaining  that  in 
consequence  of  his  having  mislaid  a  paper 
which  had  l>een  left  at  his  house  by  a  tax- 
gatherer,  he  had  overliMiked  the  nayment 
of  his  tax«»s,  and  had  just  receivca  intima- 
tion that  he  would  be  prosecuted  in  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  if  he  did  not  make 
the  payment  within  a  fortnight.  Now  that 
gentleman  never  was  applied  to  for  pay- 
ment before.  He  wrote  to  the  Chief  Com- 
nji>sioner  of  Stamps,  complaining  of  what 
he  thought  to  be  neglig«»nce  tm  the  part  of 
the  collector;  and  to  his  letter  he  received 
a  pithy  and  dry  answer,  stating  that  the 
collector  had  no  business  to  call  for  pay- 
ment, and  that  if  he  left  the  paper  it  was 
all  that  he  was  required  to  do — it  wu  the 
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business  of  those  owing  the  taxes  to  call 
upon  the  collector  and  pay  the  money. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  charged  my  noble  Friend  with 
making  a  backward  movement.  Now,  if 
my  noble  Friend  had  been  guilty  of  a 
backward  movement,  he  should  not  have 
had  my  support;  but  it  is  because  in  my 
opinion  he  is  taking  a  firm  stand  upon  that 
great  measure  of  reform  of  which  he  is 
himself  the  father,  that  he  meets  my  sup- 
port; and  I  think  that  all  those  Gentlemen 
who  were  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  1830  and  1832,  and  who  can  re- 
member also  that  the  country  was  appealed 
to  on  **  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing 
but  the  Bill,"  and  that  the  clause  objected 
to  is  identically  the  same  with  that  upon 
which  the  country  was  appealed  to,  are 
bound  in  honour  and  consistency  to  support 
my  noble  Friend  on  the  present  occasion 
in  rejecting  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  B.  ESCOTT  said,  that  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  to  the  country  relative 
to  **  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing 
but  the  Bill,"  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
present  question.  The  question  at  issue 
was  this,  whether  the  respectable  middle 
classes  of  England  should  have  a  clear 
stage  and  a  fair  opportunity  of  returning 
Members  to  represent  them  in  Parliament, 
uninfluenced  by  corrupt  motives.  For 
himself  he  should  vote  in  favour  of  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill.  He  believed  the 
existing  law  was  exceedingly  productive  of 
corrupt  practices  at  elections.  He  believed 
that  there  were  whole  boroughs  which  were 
entirely  swayed  by  the  corrupt  payment  of 
the  rates.  This  was  one  of  the  worst  kinds 
of  bribery — it  was  a  mixture  between  cha- 
rity and  bribery,  so  closely  combined  that 
it  was  difficult  to  distinguish  between  the 
two.  Under  the  pretence  of  charity,  coals 
and  candles  were  distributed  in  some  quar- 
ters; but  the  real  object  was  to  ensure  the 
return  of  Members  to  Parliament.  He 
(Mr.  Escott)  believed  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  the  first  to  condemn  any  such  prac- 
tice, because  he  did  that  noble  Lord  the 
credit  to  believe  that  he  wished  a  pure  re- 
presentation of  the  people.  He  believed 
that  the  Bill  which  that  noble  Lord  intro- 
duced the  Session  before  last  was  one 
which  would  have  a  material  effect  in  pre- 
venting that  effect.  He  was  sorry  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  deem  it  his  duty  to  op- 
pose the  proposed  measure,  as  the  efl^ect  of 
that  opposition  would  no  doubt  be  to  secare 
it«  defeat  in  the  present  Session. 


Colonel  WOOD  was  satisfied  the  hon. 
Member  was  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
there  was  ahy  corruption  of  the  kind  hfe 
had  referred  to  going  on  in  the  borough 
towns  of  Middlesex.  He  believed  the  hon. 
GentlemaU  could  not  give  a  single  instance 
of  the  corrupt  payment  of  rates  and  taxes. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  38  j  Noei 
58:  Majority  20. 

Lisi  of  the  Ayes. 


Barnard,  E.  G. 
Blake,  M  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bright,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Collins,  W. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
D'Eyncourt,  rt.  hon.  C. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncannon,  Visct. 
Escott,  B. 
Fielden,  J. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Marsland,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  6. 


Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Roebuck,  J.  £. 
Scott,  R. 
Thornely,  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Villiers,  hon.  0. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  fi. 
Williams,  W. 
Torke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Buncombe,  T. 
Evans,  Sh-  De  L. 


List  of  the  Noes, 


Acland,  T.  D. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Arundel    and    Siurey, 

Earl  of 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Bentiuck,  Lord  G. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Forbes.  W. 
Fox,  C.  R. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Ilarcourt,  G.  G. 
Hawes,  B. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
llervey,  Lord  A. 
Hobhou8e,rt.  hon.  Sir  J, 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen, 
Macaulay,  rt.  hon.  T.  B. 


Mainwaring,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  C. 
0* Conor  Don 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Ponhill,  F. 
Rich,  H. 
Russell,  Lord  J 
Rutherfurd,  rt.  hon.  A, 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Spooner,  R.  ^ 

Stuart,  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyso,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLE  ttS. 

Hill,  Lord  Maroua 
Tufnell,  H. 


JUVENILE  OFFENDERS. 
Sib  JOHN  P  AKINGTON  rose  to  moTe 
for  leaye  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  mora 
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speedy  trial  and  puDishment  of  juTenile  of- 
fenders. The  subject  might  be  divided  into 
three  distinct  branches.  The  first  was  that 
frightful  state  of  ignorance  of  every  duty 
towards  God  and  man,  which  must  strike 
erery  one  at  all  conversant  with  the  condi- 
tion of  criminals  in  this  country  as  being 
their  peculiar  characteristic.  The  second 
was  the  present  mode  of  trying  and  con- 
yicting  juvenile  offenders  in  this  country, 
with  all  its  attendant  evils  of  previous 
contamination  and  subsequent  ruin.  And 
the  third,  which,  although  he  had  ranked 
it  last,  was  probably  the  roost  important 
of  all,  and  which  was  certainly  the  most 
difficult,  was,  how  they  were  to  dispose 
of  juvenile  offenders  after  their  convic- 
tion, so  as  to  inflict  a  proper  punish- 
ment fur  the  offence  committed,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  keep  in  view  the  great  object 
of  the  reformation  of  the  offender.  That 
was  not  a  proper  occasion  upon  which  to 
enter  into  the  subject  of  national  education; 
but  he  should  nevertheless  say  that  he  held 
a  strong  opinion  upon  the  subject — an 
opinion  which  he  had  formed  from  his  ex- 
perience in  courts  of  justice  —that  the 
want  of  a  better  education  in  this  country 
was  one  of  the  most  fruitful  sources  of 
crime,  and  that  some  extensive  system  of 
education  throughout  the  country  would 
be  found  to  be  a  great  means  of  its  dimi- 
nution. Some  progress  had  been  already 
made  with  the  question  to  which  ho  was 
alluding;  but  the  question  of  how  they  could 
deal  with  juvenile  offenders  after  conviction 
was  one  which  could  only  be  dealt  with 
successfully  in  the  manner  in  which,  he  was 
happy  to  say,  it  had  been  taken  up  by  the 
Government  of  the  day.  lie  returned  his 
thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  the 
attention  which  he  had  given  to  the  subject; 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  give  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  if  suc- 
cessful in  the  task  he  had  undertaken  (he 
well  knew  the  difficulties  attending  it,  but 
if  successful),  he  would  have  conferred 
upon  the  country  as  great  a  service  as  had 
ever  been  rendered  by  any  Minister  holding 
the  situation  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
held.  He  should  now  confine  himself  to 
the  second  of  tlie  divi.nions  of  the  subject 
which  he  had  mentioned;  and  he  should 
say  that  whatever  might  be  the  services 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  if  suc- 
cessful in  his  endeavours,  should  render, 
his  success  wouhl  be  incomplete  —  any 
good  which  he  might  seek  to  achieve 
would  be  incomplete — unless  th<?  mode  of 
trying  juvenile  offenders  should  be  totally 


altered — ^unless  he  should  get  rid  of  the 
evils  attendant  upon  the  system  of  im- 
prisonment before  trial.  Therefore  it  was 
that  with  regard  to  the  second  branch  of 
his  subject,  namely,  the  present  mode  of 
trying  juvenile  offenders,  he  would  stale 
to  the  House  that  the  Bill  which  he  then 
sought  to  introduce,  had  for  its  object  the 
substitution,  in  certain  cases,  and  under 
certain  limitations,  of  a  power  of  summary 
conviction  instead  of  the  trial  by  jury. 
Great  as  was  the  value  which  was  in  tms 
country  attached  to  the  trial  by  jury,  there 
was  a  class  of  cases  in  which  by  its  aboli- 
tion the  evils  attendant  upon  the  previous 
imprisonment  would  be  aroided — efils 
which  in  those  cases  were  so  great  as  to 
do  away  completely  with  the  advantage 
which  the  trial  by  jury  gave.  He  would 
not  detain  the  House  by  going  into  the 
question  at  any  considerable  length,  but  he 
would  beg  to  mention  a  few  cases  that  had 
come  under  his  own  observation  in  the 
county  of  Worcester.  In  November  last  a 
boy,  fourteen  years  of  years  of  age,  was 
committed  for  trial  at  the  January  ses- 
sions for  stealing  twopence  ;  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  he  was  obliged  to  re- 
main in  prison  for  seven  weeks  before  he 
could  be  tried.  In  another  instance  a  girl, 
twelve  years  of  age,  was  committed  for 
stealing  one  quart  of  milk,  the  highest 
value  of  which  was  no  more  than  2J.;  and 
the  consequence  was  that  she  had  to  un- 
dergo a  long  inipri.Honment,  during  which 
she  was  exposed  to  the  corrupting  society 
of  the  most  abandoned  ]>ersons.  Neither 
must  it  be  supposed  that  only  a  small  class 
of  criminals  were  involved  in  this  question. 
Some  idea  of  the  numWr  of  juvenile  of- 
fenders committed  to  prison  throughout  the 
kingdom  might  be  formed  from  the  fact 
stated  in  the  petition  from  Liverpool,  pre- 
sented in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
the  other  evening  by  Lord  Brougham,  that 
out  of  50,000  persons  committed  to  prison, 
no  less  than  5,000,  or  1 0  per  cent,  were 
under  seventeen  years  of  age.  In  Worces- 
ter, he  found  the  proportion  of  juvenile  of- 
fenders  fluctuate  very  much.  In  1845  the 
prisoners  under  sixteen  years  of  age  were 
between  one-sixth  and  one-soventh  of  the 
wh(»le  number  of  per^u^ns  committe<l.  In 
urging  the  necessity  of  the  change  in  the 
law  which  he  advocated,  he  should  make 
some  allusion  to  the  weight  of  authority  by 
whieh  he  was  supported.  He  would  not 
dwell  on  the  fact,  that  in  the  last  few  years 
men  of  great  weight  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  had  pressed  forward  the  i 
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sity  of  a  change  ;  but  he  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  other  authorities 
that  must  be  of  the  highest  weight  with  the 
House.  The  first  of  these  was  the  report 
of  the  inspectors  of  prisons  for  1846.  In 
their  report  for  the  home  district  for  last 
year,  they  stated,  in  allusion  to  this  sub- 
ject, that — 

"  There  is,  however,  another  cause  of  the  of- 
fences of  youth  which  most  powerfully  contributes 
to  strengthen  the  vicious  propensities  which  they 
derive  from  every  other  source.  We  refer  to  the 
corruption  produced  by  imprisonment.  It  is  pain- 
ful to  reflect  that  the  remedy  provided  by  law  for 
the  correction  of  the  offender,  should  only  tend  to 
render  him  more  criminal.  Of  many  children 
whom  we  have  seen  in  prison,  we  hesitate  not  to 
afiArm  that  absolute  impunity  would  have  been 
ikr  less  mischievous  than  the  effects  of  their  con- 
finement." 

He  could  also  appeal,  he  believed,  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  below  him  (Sir  Robert 
Peel),  who  was  a  member  of  the  Committee 
of  Inquiry  into  County  Expenditure  of 
1834;  the  Committee  divided  itself  into 
four  sub-committees,  one  of  which,  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  subject  of  cri- 
minal prosecutions,  was  presided  over  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth.  That  sub-committee  presented 
an  elaborate  report,  at  the  end  of  which 
they  stated — 

"  We  have  reserved  for  the  conclusion  of  our 
report  an  earnest  recommendation  to  Government 
and  to  Parliament  to  take  into  their  early  consider- 
ation the  practicability  of  establishing  some  tri- 
bunal for  the  speedy  trial  of  young  offenders 
charged  with  comparatively  light  offences.  The 
present  process  of  the  law  is  too  cumbrous  and 
too  dilatory  in  regard  to  cases  of  this  description, 
and  neither  gives  adequate  protection  to  innocence, 
nor  insures  a  duly  regulated  punishment  to  guilt. 
The  committal  to  prison  for  trial  involves  fre- 
quently a  period  of  confinement  longer  than  that 
which  follows  actual  conviction,  and  a  stigma 
upon  character  not  justified  by  the  moral  quality 
of  the  offence  with  which  a  young  person  is  charged. 
It  has  also  in  many  cases  a  much  greater  tendency 
to  overcome  his  repugnance  to  crime  by  familiar- 
ising him  with  the  society  of  a  gaol,  than  to  deter 
him  from  the  commission  of  it  by  the  actual  expe- 
rience of  the  penalty  of  imprisonment.  The  ob- 
ject to  be  achieved  is  to  establish  a  tribunal  to 
which  immediate  appeal  can  be  made,  and  which 
can  award  the  species  of  punishment  which  may 
be  most  suitable  to  the  nature  of  the  offence,  and 
the  character  and  habits  of  the  offender,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  devise  those  checks  against 
abuse,  and  those  securities  for  the  deliberate  and 
impartial  hearing  of  each  case,  which  are  the 
more  necessary  in  proportion  as  the  process  is 
summary,  .ind  as  the  public  attention  is  less  called 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  court." 

He  endeavoured  to  frame  his  Bill  in  the 
closest  accordance  with  the  principles  thus 
laid  down  in  that  report;  and  as  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  chairman  of  the  sub-com- 


mittee, it  was  to  be  presumed  that  he  was 
a  party  to  the  sentiments  put  forward  by 
them.  The  ne.xt  authority  to  which  he 
would  refer,  would,  he  trusted,  secure  for 
him  the  support  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  It 
was  the  Report  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Commissioners  in  1837.  The  noble  Lord 
was  then  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  referred  at  the  time 
in  favourable  terms  to  the  report  on  this 
very  question,  and  said  that  he  had  his 
doubts  whether  the  present  state  of  the  law 
was  satisfactory  and  beneficial.  In  the 
year  to  which  he  alluded,  the  Commis- 
sioners made  a  special  report,  in  which 
they  bore  out,  as  strongly  as  language 
could  bear  out,  the  view  which  he  was  now 
endeavouring  to  impress  upon  the  House. 
He  would  beg  to  read  a  rather  lengthened 
extract  from  that  report.     They  said — 

"  But  admitting  it  not  to  be  desirable  in  general 
to  withdraw  any  class  of  oflfenders  from  the  an- 
cient and  popular  tribunal,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  choice,  in  this  instance,  lies  be- 
tween two  evils  ;  and  the  practical  question  is, 
whether  the  advantage  gained  by  the  diminution 
of  imprisonment  for  safe  custody,  in  the  case  of 
young  persons,  is  not  cheaply  purchased  by  a  sa- 
crifice of  the  benefit  to  be  derived  by  themselves 
and  the  public  from  their  trial  by  a  jury.  Con- 
sidering the  simplicity  of  the  offences  in  question, 
and  the  trivial  nature  of  the  circumstances  on 
which  they  generally  depend,  we  can  discover  no 
great  or  peculiar  advantage  to  the  offender  or  the 
public  in  investigating  them  by  a  jury ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  both  the  offenders  and  the  public 
derive  an  important  and  undeniable  advantage  by 
the  adoption  of  a  course  with  which  a  trial  by 
jury  is  inconsistent.  Under  such  circumstances, 
it  appears  to  us  that  a  departure  from  the  general 
and  constitutional  course  is  fully  justifiable.  But 
with  respect  to  petty  thefts,  where  they  consti- 
tute larceny,  the  magistrate  has  now  no  power  to 
discharge  the  offender  and  punish  him  summarily, 
but  is  bound  by  law  to  send  the  case  for  adjudica- 
tion to  another  tribunal.  However  small  the 
value  of  the  article  stolen,  if  the  offender  is  above 
seven  years  of  age,  and  if  his  offence  is  a  felony, 
he  must  be  committed  to  take  his  trial  at  the  as- 
sizes or  sessions.  He  must  remain  for  weeks  or 
perhaps  months  in  prison,  without  being  subject 
to  compulsory  discipline;  and  though  his  guilt 
may  be  so  clear  as  not  to  be  denied  even  by  him- 
self, the  whole  nuichinery  of  an  indictment,  a 
grand  jury,  and  a  petty  jury  must  be  applied  to 
investigate  the  facts  before  he  can  be  punished  for 
his  crime.  While  it  is  obvious  that  the  adoption 
of  this  course  in  the  case  of  young  offenders  is,  in 
various  ways,  productive  of  positive  evils,  espe- 
cially in  the  destruction  of  morals  incident  to  im- 
prisonment before  trial,  there  are  no  advantages 
to  counterbalance  them.  The  formality  of  a  so- 
lemn trial  adapted  to  crimes  of  magnitude,  when 
applied  to  such  cases,  derogates  from  the  diToitj 
of  a  superior  court  of  justice,  and  has  not  the 
effect  of  deterring  from  transgressions  of  the  law ; 
for  the  ilightness  of  the  oflfonoe,  and  the  youth  of 
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the  offender,  usnallj  render  him  more  an  object  I  tem.     Thej  were  conrinced  that  the  most 
of  compassion  than  a  fit  subject  of  punUhment;  I  g^l„^^^    ^^^^    ^f     diminishing    jayenila 

f?^^^,A*l^A^7^^"„°!L"i!^l^!"^^^  he  the  entrusting  to  magis. 


him  altogether,  they  recommend  him  to  mercy  on  , 
account  of  his  youth,  and  the  sentence  passed 
upon  him  by  the  court  is  little  more  than  nominal. 
In  trivial  f<<louies,  therefore,  committed  without 
any  collateral  ciroumHtances  of  aggravation,  a 
solemn  trial  by  a  jury  cannot,  we  think,  be  of  use 
in  the  way  of  example  ;  and  as  to  the  reformation 
of  the  offender,  the  direct  tendency  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, by  subjectincr  him  to  the  demoralization 
of  a  prison,  is  the  reverse  ;  so  that  neither  of  the 
two  great  objects  of  penal  laws,  namely,  the  pre- 
Tention  of  crime  and  the  reformation  of  the  cri- 
minal, is  accomplished  by  the  present  mode  of 
trying  very  young  persons  for  trivial  offences. 
For  the  above  reasons,  .ind  after  a  full  considera- 
tion of  the  evidence  which  has  been  given  upon 
this  subject  by  practical  men  on  various  occasions, 
and  particularly  the  opinions  expressed  by  I.,ord 
Whanicliffe,.  Mr.  Sergeant  I/Oyly,  Mr.  Gawler, 
and  Mr.  Alderman  Harmer,  in  the  appendix  to 
our  second  report  on  the  criminal  law,  and  of  Sir 
Frederick  Adair  Roe  and  Mr.  Mayne,  in  the  ap- 
pendix to  this  H'port,  wo  are  convinced  that  the 
most  salutary  mode  of  diminishing  juvenile  crime 
would  be  by  entrusting  to  magistrates,  within 
certain  limits  and  restrictions,  the  discretionary 
powers  which  we  have  suggested  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  report." 

It  might,  however,  he  said  that  this  report 
was  made  ten  years  ago,  and  that  the 
yiewB  of  the  eommissionors  mijfht  have 
changed  since  then.  \l(}  had  not  been  ahle 
to  communicate  with  all  the  commission- 
ers; hut  he  had  communicated  witli  some 
of  them,  and  he  could  tell  the  House  that 
these  gentlemen  retained  the  opinion  which 
they  then  expres.sed  as  stron/i^ly  as  they 


trates  the  power,  within  certain  limits,  of 
summarily  punishing  javenile  offenders. 
He  would  wish  to  remind  the  House  what 
was  the  practice  followed  under  the  present 
law.  Why,  that  magistrates  were  so  im* 
pressed  with  the  disadrautage,  and,  he 
might  say,  cruelty,  of  sending  those  in- 
fants to  gaol  for  long  periods  hefore  their 
trial,  that  many  of  them  felt  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  refuse  receiving  informations, 
though  if  they  could  deal  summarily  with 
the  cases,  they  would  not  suffer  the  of- 
fenders to  escape.  On  the  other  hand, 
other  magistrates,  entertaining  a  more 
strict  sense  of  duty,  felt  bound  to  commit 
these  young  offenders  for  trial.  He  need 
not  point  out  to  the  House  the  incon* 
yenience  which  must  result  from  the  in- 
equality thus  produced  where  inequality 
ought  not  to  exist,  and  of  the  extremely 
bad  moral  effect  of  humane  magistrates 
appearing  to  hold  out  an  impunity  for 
crime.  But  this  kind  of  humanity  was  not 
confined  to  magistrates.  There  were  others, 
acting  in  a  judicial  capacity,  who  acted  in 
the  same  manner;  and  within  the  last  few 
weeks  they  had  the  case  of  a  judge  sen- 
tencing a  young  offender,  convicted  before 
him  of  felony,  to  imprisonment  for  one 
hour.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  report,  pre> 
pared  by  a  very  able  lawyer,  Mr.  Mi  tthew 
D.  Hill,  for  the  Law  Amendment  Society, 


The 


did  ten  years  ago,  and  that  they  still  in  which  he  de»cribe<l  an  arrangement  in- 
thought  another  plan  ought  to  bo  substi- 
tuted for  the  existini;  mode  of  treating 
juvenile  offenders.  He  could  also  tell  the 
House  that  he  was  empowered  to  support 
his  Motion  by  another  authority  which  was 
deservedly  of  great  weight  in  that  House. 
He  alluded  to  Sir  Edward  Ryan.  Though 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Criminal  Law  Com- 
mission, Sir  Edwanl  Ryan  was  not  con- 
nected with  it  in  IS37;  but  still  he  had 
great   exp<»ri(?nc(»    as  a  lawyer,   and  had, 

during    the    tirno    ho    was    chief   justice  I  .  - 

in    Itulirt.    introduced    a    .similar    f^y^i^iu\^^^'^^^^*rxh0i^xiTyH^^o(^^^^ru^^^^ 
.1  .^i  .  1111  I  tho  parties.      IIh*  n'Hult*  of  ihi<  treatment,  up  to 

there  with    great    success   and   h&d    now    oc-tob^-r  la.t.  w.n.  a.  fulhm.:  1 1 ;J  convict,  had 
given  hmi  (Sir  J.    rakinirton)  pemiis.mon  i  Imh-i,  «.»  d^'livf-rod  up.     Of  th.»».  f..rtT-f..ur  w«»rc 

*  *  "  n»fonnt'd,  forty  n'lap«»»l,  an«l  i»f  twriitr-nin*  the 
comluct  wa«  douhtful.  Tho  majority  of  them* 
twfiity-ninp.  tht-n*  wa^  reason  t«i  f^ar  had  r»»la|wr<I. 
But  all  harintr  left  thfir  ma^trr-*,  and  many  harin^ 
h'ft  th«*  town,  nothing  certain  wa«  known  of  thrm. 
Thi-*  fxiHTiment.  which,  at  all  f\«»nt^,  i*  inoKp'n- 
•ivi*.  may  be  called  Mtiiifartory.  when  it  ts  c«>n- 
friden'il.  that  from  the  momvni  the  youn^;  otTcnder 
ItfAvrs  the  lar  the  court  haa  no  Icfal  control  either 
over  him  or  orer  hit  guardiao,  who,  of  eottfte,  aeu 
gratvttouily.** 


troduced  at  the  Birmingham  sessions, 
report  statcHl,  that — 

"  liy  an  arrangement  which  han  been  in  opera- 
tion at  the  Hinntn^rham  *e«'»ion^,  fn>m  the  be- 
pinnin^r  of  the  y«»ar  1**41.  younj:  eonvicts,  who 
arc  not  hartloned  in  orime.  arr,  aft«T  trial,  de- 
livered to  the  care  of  their  employers  or  parents, 
as  the  c.1^  may  be.  Thev»  pfr».on««  enter  into  an 
enpijjement  to  su[>erint«'nd  the  conduot  of  their 

•  young  wanli*,  and  to  fiimi«h  th«»m  with  the  opp<T* 
tunity  of  eamine.  or  as«.i<tinjr  to  ««.-»m.  their  liveli- 
hood.    Both  jHiardians  and  wanin  an>  vii»iti*<l  from 

'  time  to  time  by  ono  of  the  «u|»*Ti«'r  offlri'rs  of  po- 


to  state  \m  entire  concurrence  in  hi.s 
views.  In  the  report  of  1837.  the  com- 
missi<mers  stato  that  th<*y  disapprove  of 
magistrates  n<>t  having  powor  to  treat  the 
cases  of  juviMiile  oHondrrH  in  a  summary 
manner;  and  they  add,  that  neither  of  the 
two  great  object.s  of  criminal  law,  the  prc- 
▼ention  of  crime  and  the  reformation  of  the 
eriminal,  wm  secured  by  the  existing  bjs- 


437 


Jutenile 


{Feb.  23} 


Offenders. 


438 


It  was  not  for  him  to  say  anything  of  the 
propriety  of  such  a  course;  but  if  the 
judges  of  tlie  land  felt  it  necessary  to  adopt 
such  modes  of  evading  the  law,  it  was,  he 
thought,  clear  that  great  danger  existed  of 
the  worst  results  accruing  from  the  feeling 
extending  abroad,  that  crime  might  be 
committed  by  young  persons  with  impunity. 
He  thought  they  ought  to  shape  the  law  so 
that  the  danger  of  contamination  during 
imprisonment  would  be  made  as  light  as 
possible;  and  he  also  thought  that  good 
would  result  from  young  offenders  being 
taught  to  feel  that  their  crimes  would  be 
followed  by  immediate  punishment.  It 
was  said  by  many  persons  who  had  spe- 
cially considered  the  subject,  that  they 
ought  to  give  the  right  of  trial  at  petty 
sessions  by  small  juries.  He  would  not  be 
a  party  to  any  such  change  ;  but,  he 
thought,  if  any  alteration  were  made,  they 
should  substitute  summary  jurisdiction  for 
trial  by  jury;  and  that,  in  cases  where  the 
larceny  did  not  exceed  40^.,  the  prisoner 
should  be  Hable  to  trial  at  petty  sessions, 
before  two  magistrates,  who  should  have 
power  to  imprison  for  periods  not  exceed- 
ing six  months.  He  was  also  for  giving  a 
power  of  appeal  to  quarter-sessions,  and 
likewise  for  giving  the  magistrates  a  power 
to  send  the  parties  for  trial  before  a  jury 
at  quarter-sessions,  in  the  usual  course, 
when  they  should  think  proper.  There  was 
only  one  other  point  to  which  he  would  re- 
fer. He  thouglit  it  would  be  desirable  for 
magistrates  to  have,  also,  the  power  of  im- 
posing a  fine  in  lieu  of  imprisonment. 
This,  he  confessed,  would  involve  the  in- 
troduction of  a  new  principle ;  but  still,  if 
adopted,  it  would  save  many  of  the  juve- 
nile offenders  from  being  sent  to  prison  at 
all,  while  thoy  would  also  be  thus  able 
more  effectually  to  touch  the  parents,  who, 
in  four  cases  out  of  five,  were  the  really 
guilty  parties.  Having  thus  stated  the 
outline  of  his  plan,  he  would  only  further 
state  his  conviction  that  some  such  change 
in  the  law  as  he  now  proposed  was  de- 
manded alike  by  justice,  by  mercy,  and 
by  sound  policy.  He  must  express  a  most 
earnest  hope  that  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  only  allow  him  to  in- 
troduce his  Bill,  but  that,  when  introduced, 
they  would  give  it  the  fullest  and  the  best 
consideration,  and  that  they  would  feel 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  it  was 
thought  by  almost  all  who  had  reflected  on 
this  subject  that  such  a  measure  ought  to 
receive  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  rose  for  the  pur- 


pose of  giving  his  rery  willing  consent  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
without  committing  himself,  which  it  could 
not  be  expected  he  should,  at  the  present 
moment,  to  the  precise  measure  to  be  in- 
troduced. After  the  attention  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  to  the  subject, 
it  would  not  be  just  to  deny  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  his  own  experience  be- 
fore the  House,  and  offering  his  sugges- 
tions in  the  shape  of  the  Bill  which  they 
would  have  to  discuss.  He  was  not  aware 
that  there  was  any  subject  of  greater  itn- 
portance  which  could  come  before  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the 
question  had  already  engaged  the  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and,  in 
providing  a  remedy  for  the  evil,  he  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  they  would  derive  much 
assistance  from  the  consideration  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  to  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who,  he  thought,  deserved  much 
credit  for  bringing  the  subject  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
that  the  principal  cause  of  these  juvenile 
delinquencies  prevailing  to  such  an  extent, 
was  the  gross  ignorance  in  which  the  of- 
fenders were  reared.  But  whose  fault  was 
that?  Why,  it  was  the  fault  of  those  who 
complained  most  of  it.  It  was  the  fault 
of  that  religious  bigotry  which  prevented 
the  inculcation  of  sound,  moral,  and  useful 
learning.  He  would  wish  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  instead  of  looking  only  to  the 
question  of  punishment,  had  directed  his 
attention  to  the  means  of  prevention.  He 
should  say  that  he  did  not  join  in  the 
opinion  which  the  hon.  Member  had  ex- 
pressed, of  the  great  improvement  that 
had  taken  place  in  the  education  of  the 
people.  All  those  who  refused  to  assist 
in  introducing  a  general  system  of  educa- 
tion, whereby  the  people  might  be  better 
informed  upon  their  duties  to  society,  were 
undoubtedly  the  cause  of  the  evils  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  so  feelingly  lamented. 
At  the  same  time,  it  was  to  him  a  matter 
of  the  deepest  astonishment  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  have  allowed  the  reports 
of  the  Criminal  Law  Commissioners  to  re- 
main unnoticed  now  for  ten  years.  He 
blamed  the  successive  Governments  for  not 
paying  attention  to  those  documents ;  ju- 
venile delinquency  had  therefore  gone  on 
increasing  yearly,  without  any  efficient 
steps  being  taken  to  prevent  it.  The  time, 
however,  was  now  como  for  a  change ;  the 
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Uw  in  iU  present  state  was  a  reproacb  to 
tlie  eonntrj,  and  it  was  the  dutj  of  tbe 
Goremment  not  to  allow  it  to  remain. 
The  hon.  Baronet  desenred  thanks  for 
bringing  this  question  forward;  but  he  was 
beginning  at  the  wrong  end.  A  general 
sjstem  of  secular  education  should  have 
been  introduced  in  the  first  instance ;  and 
aoj  Government  that  took  that  step,  would 
receive  the  thanks  of  the  country. 

Mb.  SHAW  congratulated  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet upon  the  able  and  clear  manner  in 
which  he  had  introduced  this  important 
aabject ;  and  begged  to  offer  one  sugges- 
tion with  regardto  a  material  feature  in 
tbe  Bill.  It  was  proposed  to  giro  to  ju- 
Tenile  offenders  the  right  of  appeal  to 
qnarter-sessions.  If  this  principle  were 
conceded,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  thought  it  should 
be  accompanied  with  an  option  to  the  pre- 
siding magistrates  whether  thej  would  try 
the  case  or  not.  He  feared  the  right  of 
appeal  would  not  be  found  to  work  well  in 

Eractice;  for  his  experience  led  him  to  he- 
eve  that  the  multiplication  of  appeals 
more  frequently  led  to  litigation  than  to 
justice.  Besides,  who  was  to  adrise  the 
juvenile  criminal  whether  he  should  appeal 
or  not  ?  Without  advice,  ho  did  not  see 
how  a  sound  discretion  could  be  exercised. 
In  Ireland,  it  had  been  found  necessary, 
in  order  to  prevent  litigation,  to  require 
the  professional  party  representing  a  cri- 
minal to  make  an  affidavit  that  ho  was  of 
opinion  there  were  grounds  for  an  appeal. 
CoLO.VEL  T.  WOOD  expressed  his  satis- 
faction  at  the  introduction  of  this  subject. 
He  regretted,  however,  that  the  proposed 
Bill  appeared  to  affect  only  one  part  of 
this  difficult  question,  and  that  greater  ad- 
vances were  not  mode  in  the  way  of  sum- 
mary jurisdiction.  Great  alterations  were 
required  in  the  mode  of  treating  juvenile 
offenders  after  conviction.  Education  alone 
was  not  sufficient  for  their  reformation. 
He  suggested  that  penitentiaries  should  be 
built  at  the  expense  of  the  country  to  se- 
cure this  object,  as  far  as  it  was  possible. 
Four  or  five  would  be  sufficient.  When  a 
child  had  been  found  guilty  of  an  offence, 
either  by  summary  conviction  or  after  trial, 
he  should  be  immediately  transferred  to 
one  of  these  penitentiaries,  and  the  cost  of 
his  maintenance  bo  recoverable  from  the 
county  where  the  offence  was  committed ; 
and  the  county  should  have  the  power  of 
recovering  from  the  child *s  parents  the 
cost  of  his  maintenance,  because  in  many 
cases  they  encouraged  him  to  crime.  Cer- 
iaiolj,  where  there  was  a  possibility  of  it. 


parents  ahofuld  be  made  to  fed  die 
bility  of  training  their  childrea  to 
but  running  in  tbe  streets. 
Leave  given. 


LAW  OF  MORTMAIN. 

LoBD  J.  MANNERS  moved  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  alter  and  amend  the 
laws  relating  to  the  dispoaition  of  property 
for  pious  and  charitable  pnrposea.  Last 
year,  the  House  was  kind  enough  to  aDow 
him  to  bring  in  a  Bill  with  a  similar  in- 
tent; but  when  it  came  to  the  second  read- 
ing, many  hon.  Members  imagined  it  did 
not  sufficiently  guard  against  the  solicita- 
tion that  might  be  urged  npon  the  death- 
beds of  languishing  persons ;  and  also  that 
it  did  not  take  sufficient  care  to  prevent  a 
great  increase  of  land  being  tied  up  in 
mortmain.  He  had  endeavoured  to  meet 
these  two  objections  in  the  present  BiD. 
He  proposed  to  require  that  all  wills  or 
deeds  containing  bequests  or  grants  of 
landed  property  for  charitable  purpoeea, 
should  be  signed  three  months  before  the 
death  of  the  testator;  also,  that  when  soeh 
bequests  or  grants  had  been  made,  the 
property  shoidd  not  go  as  land  to  the  cha- 
rity, but  that  it  should  be  sdd,  and  the 
proceeds  devoted  to  the  purposes  of  the 
charity.  These  were  the  two  main  prori- 
sions  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  further  proposed 
that  small  portions  of  land,  intended  as 
sites  for  churches,  chapels,  and  schools, 
should  be  exempt  from  the  necessity  of 
being  sold.  He  did  not  think  the  present 
was  a  time  to  apologise  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  a  Bill.  The  Motion  which 
had  just  been  granted  (Sir  J.  Pskington*s), 
amply  proved  that  the  State  had  not  done 
its  duty  in  educating  and  instructing  the 
people,  and  that  very  great  reliance  must 
be  placed  upon  private  efforts  to  effect  that 
most  important  object.  The  present  Bill, 
he  believed,  would,  to  a  certain  extent, 
fulfil  that  purpose;  and  therefore  he  hoped 
the  House  would  assent  to  the  Motion. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  reUining 
all  the  objections  which,  in  former  years, 
he  had  expressed  to  many  of  the  provisions 
and  the  general  object  of  the  Bill,  he  did 
not,  on  the  present  occasion,  intend  to 
divide  the  House  sgainnt  its  introduction. 
He  regarded  the  improvements  as  not  in- 
considerable, yet  they  were  far  from  suffi- 
cient to  mitigate  his  general  repugnance  to 
the  measure.  At  the  same  time,  the  House 
having  permitted  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
still  more  objectionable  in  former  timet, 
and  having  consented  to  take  the 
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sion  and  division  in  a  subsequent  stage  of 
the  measure,  he  was  not  unwilling  to  adopt 
that  course  in  the  present  instance  also; 
but  he  desired,  even  in  giving  leave  to  in- 
troduce the  Bill,  to  express  as  strongly  as 
he  could  his  general  objection  to  the  mea- 
sure. When  the  noble  Lord  said,  in  refer- 
ence to  a  speech  which  had  been  delivered 
on  the  last  Motion,  that  the  State  had  not 
done  its  duty  in  the  education  of  the  peo- 
ple, he  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  asked,  what  was 
the  tendency  of  this  Bill  to  supply  that 
omission  ?  As  far  as  he  understood  the 
Bill  brought  forward  in  former  years,  there 
was  no  provision  whatever  by  which  the 
liberality  of  a  dying  Christian  might  be 
directed  to  the  maintenance  of  a  school  or 
any  other  place  of  education.  There  was 
little  connexion  between  bequests  which 
might  be  made  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  and  objects  which  any  Member  might 
desire  in  respect  to  Christian  education. 
He  held  that  Christian  liberality  should  be 
exercised  in  a  nian*s  lifetime  in  respect  to 
property  of  which  he  held  the  personal  en- 
joyment; that  he  should  deny  himself,  and 
not  deprive  his  heirs,  who  might  have 
looked  forward  for  years  to  succession  after 
his  death.  If  an  individual  wished  to  de- 
prive his  heir  of  his  fortune,  he  should  do 
it  without  the  prospect  of  immediate  death, 
when  in  the  full  vigour  of  life,  and  in  the 
full  exercise  of  his  reason.  He  did  not 
feel  called  upon  at  that  moment  to  do  more 
than  express  his  continued  objection  to  the 
Bill.  He  trusted  that  an  ample  opportunity 
would  be  given  of  considering  the  subject, 
and  discussing  it,  on  some  future  day,  in  a 
manner  commensurate  to  its  importance. 

Sir  G.  grey  was  glad  his  hon.  Friend 
did  not  feel  it  necessary  to  divide  the 
House  upon  the  Motion  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce this  Bill;  but,  without  prejudicing 
the  discussion  that  would  take  place  on  it 
hereafter,  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  must  express 
his  apprehensions  that  the  alterations  which 
the  noble  Lord  intended  to  introduce  into 
the  measure,  were  not  sufficiently  extensive 
to  induce  him  to  hope  he  should  be  enabled 
to  support  it  upon  the  second  reading.  As 
to  the  exception  in  favour  of  laud  be- 
queathed for  sites  for  churches  and  schools, 
he  would  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  ex- 
tensive alterations  had  been  made  in  the 
law,  by  which  the  object  he  had  in  view 
was  already  practically  attained. 

Leave  given. 

THE  ROYAL  ARSENAL,  WOOLWICH. 

Mr.  T.  DUNC0MB£  rose  to  moYe— 


"  For  a  Copy  of  the  Evidence  taken  before  the 
Court  of  Inquiry,  instituted  in  the  month  of  April, 

1845,  by  the  Board  of  Ordnance,  at  the  Royal 
Arsenal,  Woolwich,  to  investigate  Charges  pre- 
ferred by  Daniel  Toner  against  William  Jones, 
deputy  storekeeper,  together  with  a  Copy  of  the 
Charges  and  the  Report  thereon  ;  also,  a  Copy  of 
the  Charge  preferred  and  the  Evidence  given 
against  Daniel  Tonor,  late  a  labourer  in  the  Royal 
Arsenal,  Woolwich,  by  Mr.  Reed,  a  clerk  in  the 
storekeeper's  department,  before  Lord  Bloomfteld, 
Colonel  Blayney,  and  Mr.  Cheetham,  in  August, 

1846,  with  their  Report  thereon." 

His  object  in  moving  for  these  papers,  for 
withholding  of  which  he  could  see  no  good 
reason,  was  twofold.  In  the  first  place, 
he  wanted  to  show  the  mode  in  which  the 
moral  treatment  of  convicts  at  Woolwich 
was  conducted;  and  these  papers,  he  be- 
lieved, would  show,  as  those  convicts  had 
on  several  occasions  told  him,  that  in  one 
hour  they  had  committed  more  robberies 
for  the  officers  and  clerks  of  the  Royal  Ar- 
senal than  they  had  ever  committed  in 
their  whole  lives  before;  and  that  instead  of 
being  likely  to  be  reclaimed  there,  they 
were  only  encouraged  in  their  evil  prac- 
tices. On  a  former  occasion  he  had  moved 
for  an  inquiry  into  the  treatment  of  the 
convicts  generally  in  the  hulks  at  Wool- 
wich. That,  however,  had  been  refused, 
and  he  was  now  compelled  to  make  the 
present  Motion  in  order  to  get  at  a  part  of 
that  information.  His  second  object  in 
moving  for  these  papers  was  to  show  the 
abuses  that  took  place  in  that  department 
of  the  Ordnance  at  Woolwich;  and  he  cer- 
tainly could  not  understand  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  refuse  those  papers,  un- 
less for  the  purpose  of  screening  some  of 
the  delinquencies  of  that  department.  Da- 
niel Toner  had  been  the  chief  prosecutor 
against  one  of  the  officers  in  that  depart- 
ment, and  having  succeeded  in  proving  all 
his  charges,  that  officer  had  been  dis- 
missed. From  that  period  Toner  and  all 
those  who  gave  evidence  against  their  su- 
perior officers,  became  marked  men,  and 
were  made  the  subjects  of  persecution; 
whilst  several  of  the  officers  against  whom 
the  charges  had  been  proved,  had  been 
promoted.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
grant  these  papers;  for  there  was,  in  his 
opinion,  nothing  more  important  than  that 
such  a  class  of  witnesses  should  be  pro- 
tected when  they  dared  to  expose  a  gene- 
ral system  of  fraud  and  pilfering  being 
carried  on  in  a  public  department  of  the 
State.  It  was  his  intention,  should  he  ob- 
tain those  papers,  to  take  ulterior  proceed- 
ings upon  them;  but  what  those  proceed- 
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logs  would  be,  he  was  not  at  that  moment 
prepared  to  say. 

Colonel  ANSON  said,  his  objection  to 
furnish  the  first  class  of  papers  moved  for, 
which  related  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Junes,  the 
deputy  storekeeper,  rested  entirely  upon 
public  grounds.  The  facts  of  the  case  were 
not  at  all  such  as  had  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  taken  the  trouble  to  haye  read  the 
papers  which  he  had  brought  down  to  the 
House  on  purpose  to  show  hira,  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  seen  how  unnecessary 
it  was  to  have  troubled  the  House  with  his 
statement,  or  to  have  proposed  to  put 
the  country  to  tho  expense  of  printing 
those  documents;  for  there  were  not  to  be 
found  ten  words  in  the  inquiry  into  Mr. 
Jones's  case  which  bore  at  all  upon  the 
treatment  of  convicts  in  tho  arsenal  at 
Woolwich.  No  objection  had  been  found 
with  Toner  for  making  the  charges  which 
he  had  made  against  Jones  :  those  charges 
had  been  found  to  be  correct — Jones  had 
been  punished  in  consequence,  and  there 
was  an  end  to  the  matter.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection, however,  to  give  the  evidence  in 
Toner's  case.  It  was  not  very  likely  that 
Toner,  who,  immediately  he  entered  the 
arsenal,  pulled  out  his  pocket-book  and 
commenced  taking  notes,  with  the  view  of 
informing  against  his  superior  officers,  and 
who  had  so  continued  to  spy  until  he  found 
something  of  which  he  could  lay  hold, 
should  meet  with  very  much  sympathy 
from  those  towards  whom  he  so  acteti. 
Accordingly,  when  Toner  infringed  tho 
rules  of  the  arsenal,  and,  after  being  warn- 
ed, repeated  the  offence,  his  conduct  was 
reported,  and  he  was  eventually  dismissed. 
Upon  the  decision  which  the  court  came 
to,  he  thought  no  reflection  could  be  cast, 
although  he  did  not  mean  to  say  but  it 
wouM  have  been  better  had  Toner  hoen 
present  before  his  judges.  He  believed, 
howrevcr,  that  tho  decision  was  a  perfectly 
just  one;  and  had  he  been  a  member  of  the 
court  he  should  have  concurred  in  their 
views.  The  charge  against  Jones  for 
bavin !X  appmpriiited  some  wood  or  shav- 
ings belonging  to  the  arsenal,  had  certainly 
been  prov<?d;  hut  he  had  been  many  years 
a  meritorious  officer  of  that  establishment, 
and  had  since  received  a  very  handsome 
appointment  in  a  private  establishment, 
which  wa-*  sufficiont  to  prove  the  respei^ta- 
bility  of  his  charact<T. 

Mk.  HUMK  had  taken  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  to  investigate  tho  matter,  and  he 
believed  that  his  hon.  Friend's  statement 


respecting  Toner  was  substantially  eorrect. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  Attorney  General 
whether  this  man  ought  not  to  have  beea 
heard  in  his  own  defence  ?  He  had  ex- 
posed a  system  of  pilfering — he  would  not 
call  it  robbery — which  had  been  going  on 
at  the  dockyards;  and  upon  his  evidenee 
the  deputy  storekeeper  had  been  convicted 
and  ordered  to  pay  217 L,  on  account  of 
stores  which  had  been  improperly  appro- 
priated. He  was,  therefore,  surprised  to 
hear  the  gallant  Officer,  as  the  head  of  a 
department,  express  such  an  opinion  as 
the  gallant  Officer  had  expressed  respecting 
this  man's  conduct.  If  he  were  at  the 
head  of  a  department,  he  should  wish  that 
every  man  in  it  should  observe  the  other; 
and  he  should  think  the  department  very 
wrong  for  punishing  them  for  it.  With 
regard  to  the  first  papers,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  to  what  extent  they  would  be 
necessary  for  his  hon.  Friend's  purpose. 
He  (Mr.  Hume)  had  sent  down  to  Wool- 
wich to  ascertain  the  facts;  and  he  was 
able  to  say,  that  no  man  was  worse  treated 
than  Toner.  If  the  general  system  of  pil- 
fering that  prevailed  was  not  put  an  end 
to,  the  public  stores  could  not  be  protected, 
and  they  might  as  well  shut  the  doors. 
He  hoped  a  commission  would  be  issued 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  administration  of 
the  department. 

Caittaix  BOLDERO  said,  that  when  he 
was  in  the  Ordnance  Department,  Toner 
visited  him,  and  told  him  a  long  tale  of  his 
grievances,  and  asked  his  opinion  of  the 
case;  and  he  told  him  to  go  back  to  Wool- 
wich, to  his  department,  and  if  the  annoy- 
ance he  complained  of  continued,  he  might 
lay  the  ease  before  the  Master  General  of 
the  Ordnance.  He  said,  he  fearetl  he 
should  be  mule  toil  of  his  day*s  pay;  and  in 
two  days  afttT,  he  told  the  authi»rity  at 
Woolwich,  that  in  his  opinion  the  man 
ought  not  to  lose  his  pay  for  his  absence 
on  that  occasion.  He  stated  that,  to  show 
that  there  was  no  bad  feeling  against  To- 
ner. With  respect  to  his  dismissal,  he 
could  not  give  any  particulars,  as  the  dia- 
mis'^al  was  not  his  act. 

Mu.T.  l>i:N('OMnK  replitd.  he  wan  sur- 
prised to  bee  ^uch  tendemos  fur  Mr.  Jones, 
on  the  part  of  those  in  iH>wer,  though  he 
had  been  fourteen  years  engaged  in  prac- 
tices complained  of;  while  poor  Toner  hod 
no  pity  shown  him,  but  was  left  to  Rtane. 
It  wus  a  nn-ifortune  that  there  were  not 
many  more  T«»ner»  in  the  p;iblic  service,  to 
show  up  the  delinquenei<'S  o(  their  superior 
officers.    Ue  should  not  bo  sattsficd  until 
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a  public  inquiry  had  taken  place  into  the 
subject.  It  was  for  that  purpose  he  wanted 
the  papers  in  question;  and,  if  he  stood 
alone,  he  would  press  his  Motion  on  the 
House. 

The  House  divided,  the  numbers  being — 
Ayes  11,  Noes  20;  but  there  being  only 
31  Members  present,  the  House  stood  ad- 
journed at  Eleven  o'clock. 

[No  lists,  in  consequence  of  the  adjourn- 
ment, were  published  of  the  division.] 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  February  24,  1847. 

MiNUTBS.]    Public  Bills.— 1°  Pious  and  Charitable  Pur- 
poses. 
V  Roman  Catholic  Relief;  Markets  and  Fairs  Clauses; 
Commissioners  Clauses;    Gas    Works   Clauses;    Water 
Works  Clauses. 
3**  and  passed  :— Labouring  Poor  (Ireland). 

Petitiovs  Prksbnted.  by  Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe,  from 
Leeds,  for  Alteration  of  Law  respecting  the  Registration 
of  Voters.— By  Mr.  S.  O'Brien,  from  Guardians  of  the 
Carrick  on  Suir  Union,  for  Repeal  of  the  Union  with 
Ireland. — IJy  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  from  Leeds,  for  the 
Adoption  of  Univerial  Suffrage. — By  several  Hon.  Mem- 
bers, from  a  great  many  places,  for  and  against  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Relief  Bill.  — By  Mr.  Hrolherton,  from 
Bodmin,  against  the  Use  of  Grain  in  Breweries  and  Dis- 
tilleries.— By  Sir  J.  Johnstone,  from  Scarborough,  and 
Mr.  J.  Round,  from  Maldon,  for  Reduction  of  the  Light- 
house Dues. — By  Mr.  Wawn,  f^om  South  Shields,  against 
Repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws.— By  Mr.  Newdegate, 
from  Poor  Law  Union  of  Nuneaton,  for  an  Efficient 
Poor  Law  (Ireland). — By  Mr.  Bright,  and  other  Hon. 
Members,  from  several  places,  for  Repeal  or  Alteration 
of  Poor  Removul  Act. — By  Colonel  Vemer,  firom  Relief 
Committee  of  Taghmon,  in  Favour  of  the  Railways  (Ire- 
land) Bill. — By  Sir  C.  Coote,  from  Guardians  of  Mount 
Mel  lick  Union,  for  the  Formation  of  .Seed  Corn  Depdts 
(Ireland). — By  Mr.  Paeke,  from  Guardians  of  the  Hinck- 
ley Union,  and  Mr.  E.  Vorke.  from  Guardianx  of  the 
Cambridge  Union,  for  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  SetUe- 
roent. 

LABOURING  POOR  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  expressed  a  hope 
that  he  might  be  allowed  to  move  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  Labouring  Poor  (Ireland) 
Bill,  although  it  was  not  in  the  list  of  busi- 
ness for  the  dav. 

Mr.  W.  S."  O'BRIEN  expressed  his 
regret  that  the  Amendments  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  promised  to  introduce 
into  the  Bill  in  Committee,  for  confirming 
and  sustaining  voluntary  agreements  be- 
tween landlords  and  tenants,  had  not  been 
adopted,  lie  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  a  paragraph 
which  had  appeared  in  the  Sligo  Champion 
newspaper,  and  which  alleged  that  gross 
jobbing  was  going  on  in  Ireland  in  con- 
nexion with  the  staff  of  the  Board  of 
Works.  It  was  stated  that,  whilst  famine 
was  advancing  with  rapid  strides,  and  the 
poor  were  receiving  only  8d.  per  day  for 


their  labour,  the  most  extravagant  expen- 
diture was  lavished  upon  persons  who  were 
not  distressed.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  a  fact,  that  in  large  districts  in 
Ireland  the  rate  of  wages  for  the  destitute 
poor  was  not  more  than  Sd.  a  day  ?  It 
must  be  obvious  that,  for  the  support  of  a 
family  considerably  less  numerous  than 
families  generally  were  in  Ireland,  such  a 
sum  as  85.  per  day  was  utterly  inadequate, 
and  that,  under  such  circumstances,  the 
people  must  bo  perishing  by  degrees. 
There  was  another  point  to  which  he  was 
desirous  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  was,  the 
propriety  of  converting  useless  barracks 
into  workhouses. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  wished,  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  replied,  to  put  a 
question  upon  another  subject.  He  had 
understood  from  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  that  no  ono  of 
the  Bills  connected  with  the  present  dis- 
tress in  Ireland  should  receive  the  sanction 
of  the  House  till  all  three  of  them  were 
equally  ready ;  that  they  were  all  to  pro- 
ceed pari  passu,  and  not  to  receive  the 
final  sanction  of  the  House  till  the  Poor 
Law  Bill  for  Ireland  had  been  disposed  of. 
He  wished  to  know  if  that  understanding 
were  to  be  adhered  to  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  misunderstood  the  declaration 
of  his  noble  Friend.  It  was  intended  that 
the  Labouring  Poor  Bill  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  immediately,  and  that  the  two 
other  measures,  the  Landed  Estates  Im- 
provement, and  the  New  Poor  Law  Bill, 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  proceed  pari 
passu  through  the  House,  and  be  sent 
together  to  the  other  House.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick,  he  must,  in  the  first  place,  state 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  fallen  into  an 
error  in  saying  the  Government  had  pledged 
itself  to  adopt  the  Amendment  to  the  BiU 
before  the  House  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to.  The  Government  had  never 
given  such  a  pledge,  and  on  the  whole  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  not  be 
advisable  to  adopt  it.  With  respect  to 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  alleged  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Sligo, 
he  had  not  seen  the  statement  in  the  news- 
papers; but  be  was  rather  incredulous  of 
these  accounts  of  the  jobbing  of  the  Board 
of  Works,  and  of  the  immense  expense  of 
its  staff  of  management.  Former  state- 
ments to  the  same  effect  had,  on  inquiry, 
turned  oat  altogether  erroneouB.   He  knew 
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there  did  ezut  in  Ireland  an  impreMion! 
that  the  expense  of  the  machinenr  of  the 
Board  of  Works  was  rerj  great,  hearing 
a  iBTge  proportion  to  the  whole  amount  of 
lands  spent  in  relief,  and  ahsorhing  a  great 
deal  of  that  monej.     But  there  nerer  was 
an  idea  more  erroneous.     The  fact   was  . 
this :  in  no  case  had  the  expense  of  super-  | 
intendence   and    management    under   the 
Board  of  Works,  including  3  per  cent  as 
the  charge  for  implements,  exceeded  10  : 
per  cent  on  the  entire  charge ;  this  would  j 
De  considered  bj  no  means  an  extraragant  • 
charge  in  the  case  of  works  conducted  in  j 
the  most  economical  manner  hj  private  i 
indiriduals.    Uc  had  no  means  of  entering  ' 
into  the  particular  case  stated  by  the  hon.  | 
Member,  but  he  was  altogether  incredulous  t 
as  to  these  charges ;  he  knew  the  utmost  | 
efforts  were  always  made  by  the  Board  of  i 
Works  to  watch  that  branch  of  their  expen- 1 
diture,  and  he  beliered  those  efforts  had  . 
been  thoroughly  successful.     There  could 
be  no  better  proof  of  this  than  the  fact  | 
that,  exclusive  of  the  3  per  cent  for  imple- 
ments, the  expense  had  in   no  case  ex- . 
ceeded  7  per  cent  on  the  whole  outlay;  I 
while  he  had  seen  it  stated  that  the  ex-  j 
pense  of   the    supenrison    of    the  board  j 
amounted  to  as  much  as  30  and  even  40  j 
per  cent  on  the  funds.     With  regard  to 
placing  public  buildings,  such  as  barracks,  | 
at  the  disposal  of  boards  of  guardians  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  relief  of  the  ! 
poor,  he  believed  in  some  cases  this  had 
been  done ;  but  he  would  inform  himself  j 
more  particularly  on  the  subject.  j 

Mb.  SUAW  had  understood  the  arrange-  . 
ment  with  respect  to  the  Irish  Bills  to  be 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  it; 
hut  he  thought  the  Bill  for  constituting 
hoards  of  guardians  in  Ireland  was  to  go '. 
along  with  the  permanent  Poor  Law  Bill.  \ 
With  reference  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's observations  on  the  Board  of  W^orks,  ; 
he  thought  much  unjust  imputation  had  | 
been  cast  upon  it.    In  such  vast  operations  ; 
it  was  quite  impossible  everything  could  be 
done  in   perfect  order   and  a  completely 
systematic   manner.       The   board   had   a 
Tery  difficult  task,  and  discharged  its  duty  . 
as  well  as  could  be   expected  under  the 
circumstances.     lie  took  that  opportunity  | 
of  making  one  remark,   not  immediately . 
connected  with  the  Bill  before  them.     He  | 
must  repeat  the  warning   he  had  before 
Tontureu   to   give,  against   suddenly   dis- 
charging the  immense  number  of  persons  ; 
at  present  employed  on  public  works.     He  | 
hau  received  seTeral  letters  from  Irelaad 


expressing  much  alarm  on  this  sabjeei. 
He  was  not  opposed  to  the  prtncqile  of 
gradually  disemploying  these  persons,  and 
restoring  them  to  the  cultivation  of  the 
land ;  but  to  do  so  suddenly  would  cause 
the  greatest  possible  inconvenience  and 
danger.  From  his  own  experience  on  a 
rehef  committee,  he  knew  that  if  the  worfca 
were  suddenly  stopped,  the  pe<mle  would 
not  know  what  to  do ;  they  could  not  all 
be  thrown  upon  the  soup-kitchens  for  sup- 
port, though  there  would  be  no  other  means 
to  resort  to. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  the  letter  of  in- 
structions  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  pointed 
out  the  views  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  transition  should  take 
place.  The  letter  contained  express  in- 
structions against  suddenly  discharging 
large  numbers  of  people.  It  was  intended, 
as  soon  as  it  could  be  done  consbtently  with 
those  considerations  that  necessarily  en- 
tered into  this  question,  to  discontinue  the 
public  works  ;  but  there  was  no  intention 
of  doing  so  simultaneously  throughout  the 
country. 

Mr.  HENLEY  was  aware  of  the  im- 
pression existing,  both  in  this  country  and 
in  Ireland,  of  the  great  expense  of  the  staff 
of  the  Board  of  Works.  The  sUtement  of 
the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
precisely  that  given  in  the  printed  reports 
and  papers  before  the  House  ;  hut  the  im- 
perfect figures  given  in  those  papers  did 
not  justify  the  statement  made  by  the 
board,  that  the  whole  expense  did  not  ex- 
ceed 7  per  cent,  exclusive  of  the  charge 
for  implements.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
very  satisfactory  to  the  public  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to  give  the 
past  expenses  of  the  board  in  the  form  of 
monthly  returns,  distinguishing  the  money 
actually  paid  in  relief,  and  the  amount  of 
the  expenses  of  the  board.  There  would 
then  be  no  difficulty  in  judging  whether 
these  reports  were  well  founded  or  not. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  had  no  objection 
to  lay  before  the  House  the  fullest  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.  Would  the  hon. 
Gentleman  move  for  the  return  in  the  form 
he  wished,  or  would  he  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  HENLEY  would  rather  leave  it  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  he  had  not 
alluded  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick,  as  to  the  low  amount  of 
wages  paid  on  some  of  the  Government 
worki— -no  more  than  8d.  per  day.    It 
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was  impossible  a  man  and  his  family  could 
subsist  upon  tbat,  and  the  consequence 
was,  the  people  were  forced  to  come  on  the 
othfer  modes  of  relief.  He  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  this  point  into  consi- 
deration, and  inquire  what  the  wages  were, 
and  see  that  they  were  enough  for  the 
people's  support. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  felt  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  reminding  him  of  the 
point ;  the  fact  was,  the  Government  had 
endeavoured  to  introduce  as  far  as  possible 
the  system  of  paying  by  task-work  ;  and 
he  was  prepared  to  say,  so  far  from  the 
wages  being  only  Sd.  a  day,  some  men 
earned  as  much  as  Is,  2d.;  of  course, 
there  might  be  cases  in  which  men  being 
indolent,  or  not  working  properly,  might 
not  earn  more  than  Sd. ;  but,  in  general, 
the  wages  paid  were  much  more. 

Mr.  J.  OTONNELL  believed  that  in 
some  cases  the  people  were  so  weak  that 
task-work  became  inapplicable  to  them. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

CONVICTS  AT  WOOLWICH. 
Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  wished  the  right 
hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  would  allow  him  to  ask  a 
question  relative  to  the  returns  for  a  copy 
of  a  report  made  by  the  superintendent  of 
convicts,  to  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
respecting  the  treatment  of  convicts  in  the 
hulks  at  Woolwich,  moved  for  by  the  Un- 
der Secretary  (Sir  W.  Somerville).  He 
wished  to  know  whether  that  report  was 
made  in  consequence  of  the  statement  he 
had  made  in  that  House,  respecting  the 
treatment  of  the  convicts  at  Woolwich, 
about  a  month  since.  He  hoped,  when 
the  return  was  laid  on  the  Table,  that  it 
would  be  accompanied  by  a  copy  of  the 
letter  addressed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  G.  Grey)  to  the  superintendent  of  con- 
victs, on  which  the  report  was  founded. 
He  also  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  if  he  had  observed  that  a  coroner's 
inquest  was  recently  held  at  Woolwich  on 
two  unfortunate  convicts,  and  that  the  co- 
roner and  Mr.  Bossy  stepped  out  of  their 
way  at  that  inquest  to  investigate  certain 
charges  which  he  had  thought  it  his  duty 
to  make  in  his  place  in  Parliament  against 
the  surgeon  of  that  establishment.  In  the 
middle  of  this  investigation,  Mr.  Carttar, 
the  coroner  for  West  Kent,  suddenly,  as 
he  was  informed,  called  for  Mr.  Bossy, 
and  put  certain  questions  to  him  as  to  his 
treatment  of  some  prisoners  who  had  died 
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on  board  the  hulks.  One  of  the  jurymen, 
as  he  understood  from  persons  who  were 
present,  asked  if  the  jury  were  to  inquire 
into  the  case  of  death  before  them,  or  into 
past  cases,  and  Mr.  Carttar  then  stated  he 
was  in  the  House  of  Commons  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  made  certain 
charges  against  the  surgeon  of  the  estab- 
lishment— that  he  felt  these  charges  were 
false-T-and  that  his  great  object  was  to  call 
and  acquit  Dr.  Bossy,  if  he  could.  There 
was  then  a  sort  of  mock  trial  between  Mr. 
Carttar  and  Mr.  Bossy — the  latter  being 
the  only  witness  called.  Now,  not  to  saj 
anything  of  the  irregularity  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  to  pass  over  the  turning  of 
a  coroner's  inquest  into  a  court  of  investi- 
gation of  charges  made  in  that  House,  he 
would  just  say — and  he  would  say  it  ad- 
visedly— that  Mr.  Carttar  was  the  last 
person  in  the  world  whom  he  would  wish 
to  appoint  as  investigator  or  judge,  if  he 
wanted  a  fair  and  honest  investigation,  and 
that  Mr.  Bossy  was  the  very  last  person  he 
would  call  upon  as  a  witness  to  inquire  in- 
to charges  made  against  himself.  He  had  re- 
ceived several  communicatious  lately,  from 
which  he  understood  that  complaints  were 
made  against  him  for  only  half-stating  his 
case  as  to  the  cruelty  with  which  these 
unfortunate  men  were  treated.  He  was 
shocked  to  find  that  on  the  Saturday  after 
his  speech,  Mr.  Capper — **  young  Mr. 
Capper"  as  he  was  called  on  board  the 
hulks — who  was  a  grocer  in  the  Strand — 
went  down  to  Woolwich,  and  persecuted, 
and  bullied,  and  intimidated  those  unfor- 
tunate convicts  who  had,  as  Mr.  Capper 
thought,  given  him  (Mr.  Duncombe)  the  in- 
formation he  had  laid  before  the  House. 
Mr.  Capper  stripped  some  of  them  and  took 
away  their  pencils  and  papers,  and  on 
Saturday  last  visited  them  again,  and  acted 
in  the  same  way.  As  to  the  investigation 
before  the  coroner's  inquest,  he  could  only 
say  he  had  never  heard  of  some  of  the 
people  alluded  to  there,  and  had  never 
mentioned  the  names  of  others;  but  passing 
over  the  irregularity  that  had  been  com- 
mitted, he  thought  it  due  to  himself  to  Bay 
he  was  prepared  to  prove  all  and  even  more 
than  he  had  stated  as  to  the  treatment  of 
the  convicts,  if  the  House  would  give  him 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  or  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  him  a  commission  to  in- 
vestigate the  matter  fairly  and  impartially. 
He  wished  to  know  if  the  Secretary  of 
State  would  lay  on  the  Table,  along  with 
those  returns,  his  instructions  to  the  super- 
intendent, and  immediately  put  the  House 

Q 


451 


Boman  Catholie 


{COMMONS} 


BttitfMl. 


40 


in  poflsession  of  the  annual  report  of  the 
superintendent  of  the  conricts  at  Wool- 
wich, as  he  had  the  power  to  do,  and  as  he 
ought  to  have  done.  Under  the  Act,  the 
superintendent's  report  should  he  made 
half  yearly  to  the  Uome  Office,  and  annu- 
ally to  Parliament  immediately  after  it 
had  assembled.  He  would  like  to  see  it  as 
soon  as  possible.  It  ought  to  have  been 
laid  before  the  House  some  time  ago. 

Sir  G.  grey   begged   to  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  day  after  the  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  treatment  of  convicts  at 
Woolwich  took  place  in  the  House,  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  address  a  letter  to  Mr.  Cap- 
per,   inclosing  him   one    of  the   morning 
papers  which  contained  a  report  of  some 
statements  said  to  have  been  made  by  an 
hon.  Member  of  the  House,  and  calling  on 
him,  under  the  authority  of  the  Act,  to 
furnish  him  with  a  full  report  respecting  all 
the  statements  contained  in  the  paper,  so 
far  as  he  could  investigate  them.     He  had 
since  received  a  report  in  compliance  with 
that  letter,  and  wishing  to  put  the  House 
in  possession  of  it,  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  had  made  the  Motion  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  referred.     As  to  the  annual 
report  presented  by  Mr.  Capper,  he  had 
ascertained  it  had  not  been  presented  to  the 
House.     He  was  sorry  the  hon.  Member 
had  made  the  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  him    respecting  Mr.   Carttar.     The 
hon.  Member  appeared  better  informed  as 
to  what  had  taken  place  at  the  inquest  than 
he  was,  as  he  had  no  information  on  the 
subject  except  from  the  public  papers.     It 
occurred  to    him,   on    reading  those    ac- 
counts, that  Mr.  Carttar  had  exercised  a 
wise  discretion — after  the  statements  which 
had  been  made  respecting  the  treatment 
of  the  convicts — in  calling  on  some  of  the 
most  eminent  medical  men  in  London  to 
give  evidence  with  respect  to  the  course  of 
treatment  which  had   been  adopted,  and 
to   sift  the  circumstances    which  had  at- 
tended the  death  of  those  convicts.     As  to 
the  general  character  and  conduct  of  Mr. 
Carttar,  he  had  no  information.     The  hon. 
Member  might  or  might  not  bo  justified 
in  speaking  of  him  as  he  had  done;  but  he 
(Sir  G.  Grey)  had  no  authority  to  investi- 
gate the  charges  preferred  against  him  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

ROMAN  TATIIOLIC  RELIKF  BILL. 
Mr.  WATSON  moved  the  Seccmd  Read- 
ing of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  He 
had  not,  on  introducing  the  Bill,  made  any 
statement  of  its  contents,  or  given  any  ex- 
planation of  tho  principles  on  nrhlon  bo 


asked  the  House  to  allow  H  to  ptss;  and 
it  was,  therefore,  now  incumbent  on  liim 
to  detail  the  provisions  of  the  measure,  and 
to  define  the  reasons  why  he  trusted  tko 
second  reading  would  be  acceded  to.     The 
only  circumstance  which  could  have  indnced 
him  to  pause  in  the  course  he  was  taking 
was,  the  presenting  that  day  of  thai  Terjr 
awful  petition  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham   (Mr.   Spooner).     It  was  an 
imposing  document ;  but  it  was  gratifying 
to  know  that  the  clamour  raised  by  parliea 
in   Birmingham,   and  so  expressed,   was 
against  one  thing  which  was  not  in  the 
Bill — that  was  to  say,  against  the  Roman 
Catholic  bishops  being  permitted  to  take 
their  titles  from  the  sees  of  the  Protestant 
bishops ;  and  this  fact  might  be  some  con* 
solation  to  the  petitioners.     The  principle 
on  which  he  called  upon  the  House  to  pass 
the  Bill  was  very  sound  and  clear ;  it  was 
that  no  man  should  be  subject  to  penal  lawi 
for  the  exercise  of  his  religion  ;  this  was  a 
broad  and  an   intelligible  principle  ;  and 
the  only  question  was,  were  the  enactments 
he  proposed  to  repeal,  properly  penal  enact- 
ments, affecting  their  fellow-subjects  in  the 
exercise  of  their  religion  ?     The  history  of 
these  penal  enactments,  of  their  mitiga- 
tion, and,  in  some  cases,  of  their  repeal, 
was  very  curious ;  and  it  would  be  an  in- 
structive inquiry  for  the  historian  to  eluci- 
date the  causes  of  the  introduction  of  the 
penal  laws  against  Roman  Catholics  and 
Dissenters,  and  to  explain  the  slight  g^unds 
which  were  considered  to  justify  such  le- 
gislation.    Sometimes   it  was  because  a 
Minister  wished  to  flatter  a  Sovereign,  and 
at  other  times  it  was  because  the  Sovereign 
had  in  view  some  sinister  purpose,  that 
these  measures  were  passed.     The  penal 
enactments,  he  sought  now  to  repeal,  com- 
menced with  the  Reformation,  and  ended 
with   the   Revolution.      So   early  as   the 
reign  of  Edward  VI.,  there  existed  some 
of  these  enactments ;  but  the  period  most 
fruitful  of  such  laws,  was  the  reign  of  Eliza- 
beth.    From  the  death  of  Queen  Mary  to 
the  close  of  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth, 
the  Ministers  of  that  day  seemed  to  have 
vied  with  each  other  who  should  most  dis- 
tinguish himself  in  passing  vexatious  and 
annoying  penal  laws  against  their  Roman 
Catholic  subjects.   Bad  as  these  laws  were, 
the  courts  of  justice  seemed  to  have  car- 
ried them  out  in  a  spirit  well  worthy  of 
those  by  whom  they  had  been  introduced. 
The  reign  of  James  I.  did  not  fall  far  short, 
in  this  particular,  of  that  of  Elizabeth.    In 
tho  gloomy  times  of  the  Puritans,  many 
otlieni  of  ihoie  laws  were  paaied;  aad  in 
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that  most  wicked  reign,  the  reign  of  Charles 
II.,  under  pretence  of  the  fear  of  a  Popish 
successor  to  the  throne,  further  penal  laws 
were  again  brought  forward ;  and  then 
they  came  to  the  Revolution,  when  another 
series  of  enactments  were  added,  which 
were  called  the  **  Relief  Acts."  One  of 
the  Relief  Acts  was  passed  in  the  reign 
of  William  III.;  another  in  the  reign  of 
George  II.;  and  another  in  that  of  George 

III.  These  Acts  were  restricted  by  such 
conditions,  that  they  did  not  effect  the 
object  in  view ;  and  there  were  some 
clauses  introduced  which,  so  far  from  ope- 
rating as  a  relief  to  the  Roman  Catholics, 
pressed  on  them  with  still  greater  strin- 
gency on  account  of  the  exercise  of  their 
religion.  They  all  recollected  the  his- 
tory of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act, 
which  ended  in  the  Statute  of  10  George 

IV.  That  Act  had  the  effect  of  re- 
moving certain  disabilities  from  Roman 
Catholics.  It  admitted  them  into  Parlia- 
ment; but  there  were  several  mysterious 
privisoes  accompanying  these  privileges, 
which  had  been  called  "the  safeguards  of 
the  Established  Church.'*  The  penal  laws 
still  remained;  the  Act  of  1829  removed 
disabilities,  but  it  affected  the  penal  laws 
only  on  certain  conditions.  They  then 
came  down  to  the  present  reign ;  and  to 
this  reign  belonged  the  glory  of  having  got 
rid  of  these  penal  enactments.  In  1844, 
a  measure  was  passed,  first  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  then  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, introduced  to  accomplish  that  object. 
Prior  to  that  Act  in  1843,  he  had  in  that 
House  given  notice  of  a  measure  of  the  same 
nature,  proposing  to  repeal  the  various  penal 
Acts  of  Parliament  affecting  persons  on 
account  of  the  exercise  of  their  religion ; 
but  the  first  law  by  which  they  had  re- 
moved some  of  those  enactments,  was  the 
Statute  7th  <k  8th  Victoria,  passed  in 
the  year  1844.  In  the  year  1846,  another 
Act  was  passed  to  remove  some  remaining 
disabilities  against  Roman  Catholics  and 
Dissenters:  and  here  he  must  say  he  should 
be  paying  a  very  bad  compliment  to  the 
House  and  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R.  Peel),  if  he  did  not  acknowledge  the 
great  assistance  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  Government  in  effacing 
those  laws  from  the  Statute-book.  He 
(Mr.  Watson)  had  then  been  in  communi- 
cation with  several  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject;  and  he  was  well 
aware  of  the  great  difficulties  with  which 
they  had  to  contend,  and  the  enormous 
prejudices  they  had  to  overcome  in  carry- 


ing out  their  object.  It  was  with  the  very 
greatest  pleasure  he  had  heard  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Homo' Department 
state,  at  the  time,  his  opinions  in  regard  to 
the  principles  on  which  constitutional  tole- 
ration was  established,  and  declare  that, 
so  far  as  in  his  power  lay,  he  would  seek 
the  repeal  of  every  penal  enactment  inter- 
fering with  persons  in  the  exercise  of  their 
religion.  There  were  very  serious  difficul- 
ties presented  to  the  proposed  legislation 
there  and  in  the  other  House ;  and,  plain 
and  simple  in  principle  as  was  the  Bill  which 
he  now  moved  should  be  read  a  second 
time,  he  had  no  doubt  they  would  again 
hear  expressed  many  doubts  of  the  wisaom 
of  passing  such  a  measure.  They  might 
judge  of  the  obstacles  to  their  course  by 
the  petition  presented  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham.  They  might  be  astonished 
that  any  great  number  of  persons  in  this 
country  should,  at  this  time  of  day,  because 
an  Emancipation  Act  had  been  passed  in 
1829,  ask  that  House  to  go  no  further,  and 
to  permit  those  penal  laws  to  remain  which 
inflicted  death  and  punishments  of  the 
severest  character  for  crimes  and  offences 
altogether  ideal.  The  history  of  the  past 
furnished  them  a  lesson,  and  showed  them 
how  inexpedient  it  was  to  pass  laws  unne- 
cessarily affecting  any  class  of  their  felloW- 
subjccts,  more  particularly  on  the  subject 
of  religion.  The  day  would  come  when  all 
wise  persons  would  be  agreed  upon  repeal- 
ing such  laws ;  but  then  there  was  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  surmounting  the  pre- 
judices they  had  fostered.  Without  further 
preface,  he  would  proceed  to  explain  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House.  When  he  pressed 
this  question  on  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature, in  1845,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  submitted  it  to  several  gentle- 
men of  the  highest  eminence  in  the  law — Sir 
E.  Ryan,  late  Chief  Justice  in  India,  the  *ate 
Mr.  V.  Richards,  Mr.  Bellenden  Kerr,  and 
Mr.  Starkie — all  conversant  in  the  statute 
law  of  this  country — to  report  on  the  penal 
laws  affecting  religion.  The  result  was 
one  of  the  most  valuable  reports  on  the  sub- 
ject ever  submitted  to  Parliament.  These 
gentlemen  investigated  the  whole  subject, 
examined  the  clauses  of  the  penal  laws, 
traced  the  causes  in  which  they  had  origi- 
nated, and  inquired  how  far  it  was  wise 
and  discreet  to  repeal  that  body  of  laws. 
The  Commissioners  were  wholly  uncon- 
nected with  the  political  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, merely  looking  at  the  Statute-book 
as  lawyers,  and  reporting  upon  the  effect 
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of  particular  laws ;  and  they  strongly  re- 
commended that  all  the  penal  laws  still  in 
existence,  and  passed  prior  to  the  reign  of 
George  IV. »  should  be  repealed.  They  made 
some  exceptions  as  regarded  the  restric- 
tions of  the  Act  of  1829;  they  said  this 
measure  was  of  a  political  nature,  and, 
as  it  then  underwent  much  considera- 
tion, and  had  only  been  passed  thir- 
teen or  fourteen  years  before,  they  did 
not  deem  it  prudent  or  respectful,  on  that 

?oint,  to  offer  any  advice  to  the  Ministry, 
'he  first  Act  of  Parliament  which  he 
asked  to  be  repealed,  was  the  Statute  of 
the  1st  of  Elizabeth,  c.  1.  This  Act  pro- 
vided, that  if  any  person  should  deny,  by 
word,  writing,  or  otherwise,  the  supremacy 
of  the  King,  his  power,  authority,  and 
pre-eminence,  in  any  part  of  the  kingdom, 
for  the  first  offence,  such  person  should  be 
liable  to  imprisonment  or  forfeiture;  for 
the  second  offence,  to  the  penalty  of  pre- 
munire;  and  for  the  third  offence,  as  high 
treason,  to  death.  They  found  that  Act, 
shortly  after  it  was  passed,  carried  out  in 
this  way:  An  old  doctrinal  book  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  church  had  been  said  by  a 
person  to  be  a  good  book;  and,  in  the  10th 
or  11th  year  of  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  this 
person  was  convicted  at  Winchester  before 
Chief  Baron  Manwood,  under  this  Act,  and 
imprisoned.  He  was  called  up  two  years 
afterwards  by  the  same  Chief  Baron  then 
on  his  circuit,  and,  having  answered  that 
he  was  still  of  the  same  opinion,  he  was 
again  found  guilty,  and  sentenced  to  the 
penalty  of  premunire.  He  was  brought 
up  a  third  time,  and  for  the  third  offence 
he  was  sentenced  to  death,  and,  the  judges 
having  approved  the  sentence,  he  was  exe- 
cuted. The  Acts  of  1844  and  of  1846 
had  repealed  that  enactment  to  a  certain 
extent.  The  penalties  introduced  into  that 
law,  such  as  forfeiture  of  goods,  the  penalty 
of  premunire,  and  punishment  by  death, 
were  all  repealed;  but  the  offence,  as  there 
defined,  still  existed,  and  persons  guilty  of 
committing  the  uffoneis  as  it  was  still  con- 
sidered, wore  liable  to  be  indicted  and 
punished  according  to  the  common  law, 
and  imprisoned  fur  a  misdemeanour.  By 
the  common  law  of  England,  an  offence 
prohibited  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  no 

Sunishnient  prescribed  by  that  Act,  was  in- 
ictable  and  punishable  as  a  misdemeanour. 
The  law  was  perfectly  clear  in  tliat  respect; 
and  thus,  as  the  Act  of  Elizabeth  now  stood, 
and  as  affected  by  the  Acts  of  1844  and 
1846,  the  party  guilty  of  an  offence  under 
the  1st  of  Elizabeth  was  still  liable  to  indict- 


ment and  imprisonment.  The  hon.  Baronet 
below  him  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  would  arg^e 
that  the  supremacy  depended  on  that  Act 
of  Parliament.  The  matter  had  been  dis- 
cussed in  the  other  House  of  Parliament; 
and  on  that  occasion  Lord  Lyndhurst,  in  a 
most  able  and  conclusive  speech,  prored 
beyond  all  doubt  to  every  man  open  to  c<m- 
viction,  that  this  Act  did  not  establish  the 
supremacy,  and  that  the  supremacy  did  not 
depend  on  that  Act.  The  supremacy  of 
the  Crown  of  England  depended  on  the 
common  law  of  England.  In  a  case  which 
every  lawyer  was  familiar  with  (Cowdraj's 
case  reported  by  Lord  Coke),  the  authority 
of  Lord  Coke  was  added  to  that  of  the 
judges,  that  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown 
was  part  and  parcel  of  the  common  law, 
and  that  the  King  of  this  country  was 
always  supreme  in  matters  ecdesiasticaL 
Lord  Coke  says — 

*'  By  the  ancient  laws  of  the  realm,  thb  king- 
dom of  England  is  an  absolute  empire  and  mo- 
narchy, consisting  of  one  head,  which  it  the  King ; 
and  of  a  body  consisting  of  several  members,  which 
the  law  dividcth  into  two  parts,  the  clergy  and 
laity,  both  of  them,  next  and  immediatdj  under 
God,  subject  and  obedient  to  the  head." 

There  was,  in  corroboration,  the*  anthoritj 
of  that  most  excellent  lawyer  and  estimable 
Christian  judge,  Sir  MatUiew  Hale,  whose 
name  was  never  to  be  mentioned,  here  or 
elsewhere,  without  respect.  Sir  M.  Hale, 
in  his  history  of  the  conmion  law,  declared 
that— 

•*  The  supremacy  of  the  Crown,  in  matters  ec- 
clesiastical, is  a  most  indubitable  right  of  the 
Crown,  as  appeareth  by  records  of  unquestionable 
truth  and  authority." 

Sir  M.  Hale  investigated  the  laws  of  this 
country  with  an  accuracy  never  exceeded 
before  or  since.  He  was  pre-eminently  a 
Christian  judge,  and  most  careful  in  ques- 
tions of  a  religious  nature;  and«  as  Lord 
Coke  before  him,  laid  it  down  that  the  su- 
premacy of  tho  Crown  was  indissolublj 
dependent  on  the  common  law.  By  the 
Sutute  of  the  16th  of  Richard  II.,  c.  5. 
the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  was  expressly 
recognized;  the  supremacy  was  not  then 
originated  or  created,  but  admitted.  Two 
Acts  of  Parliament,  passed  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  VIII.,  c.  21,  and  c.  24,  were  de- 
claratory of  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown» 
setting  forth  that,  "  by  sundry  and  authen- 
tic histories  and  chronicles,  it  was  manifestly 
declared  and  expressed  tho  Sovereign  was 
the  supreme  head  of  the  Church.*'  It  was, 
therefore,  doubtless  that  the  supremacy  did 
not  rest  on  the  Statute  of  Klizabeth  which 
he  sought  to  repeal;  but  that  it  was  d»* 
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pendent  on  the  common  law,  confirmed 
and  declared  by  the  Acts  of  Henry  VI II. 
and  Richard  II.  That  being  so,  why 
was  that  Act  of  Elizabeth  passed?  It 
was  to  prevent  the  exercise  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion.  Every  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, in  matters  of  doctrine,  and  when 
considering  the  rights  of  the  Church,  main- 
tained the  Pope  to  be  the  spiritual  head  of 
their  Church;  but  they  did  not  pretend 
that  in  matters  ecclesiastical,  and  as  re> 
garded  the  constitution  of  England,  he 
possessed,  or  ought  to  possess,  supreme 
power.  The  Statute  was  passed  only  to 
create  the  offence,  which  consisted  in 
acknowledging  the  Pope  as  having  autho- 
rity in  spiritual  and  doctrinal  matters. 
The  Commissioners  appointed  by  the  late 
Government  suggested  the  repeal  of  this 
Act,  and  gave  very  satisfactory  reasons 
why  that  should  be  done.  They  pointed 
out  the  inutility  and  injustice  of  attaching 
penalties  to  persons  for  the  exercise  and 
maintenance  of  the  ritual  and  doctrine  of 
their  own  faith ;  and  they  submitted  an  opin- 
ion  that  the  provisions  to  which  reference 
had  been  made,  in  the  1st  of  Elizabeth, 
c.  I,  ought  to  be  repealed.  He  thought 
he  had  now  offered  very  conclusive  rea- 
sons why  this  Act  of  Parliament  should  no 
longer  remain  on  the  Statute-book.  The 
Commissioners  had  referred  to  several 
other  of  the  penal  laws.  There  was  one 
law  forbidding  a  bull  to  be  sent  over  to  a 
Roman  Catholic  bishop;  he  would  ask 
what  danger  there  was  to  the  Protestant 
constitution  of  England,  if  the  Pope  should 
send  over  a  bull  or  command  to  every  Ro- 
man Catholic  subject  here  ?  Another  Act 
was  passed,  respecting  the  form  of  prayer; 
and  this  was  suggested  to  be  repealed. 
The  absurdity  of  continuing  such  a  law  as 
affecting  Roman  Catholics,  had  been  pointed 
out  repeatedly;  the  object  when  it  had 
been  passed  was  to  preserve,  what  was  very 
desirable,  uniformity  of  worship;  and  the 
enactment  was  then  justified  by  the  attacks 
made  both  by  Rome  and  Geneva  on  the 
form  of  prayers  in  the  Church  of  England. 
The  25th  of  Charies  II.  was  the  Recusant 
Act;  and  there  was  another  penal  law  also 
passed  in  the  reign  of  the  same  monarch. 
There  was  also  the  Act  of  the  8th  of  William 
III.,  c.  24.  The  last  Act  had  not  been  no- 
ticed by  the  Commissioners,  and  he  believed 
that  he  had  omitted  to  mention  it  in  the  Bill 
submitted  to  them;  but,  as  purely  a  penal 
enactment,  he  proposed  to  have  it  repealed. 
The  3l8t  of  George  III.,  c.  32,  was  one  of 
the  Relief  Acts.     The  purpose  was  to  give 


relief;  but,  as  the  conditions  which  were 
imposed,  could  not  be  complied  with,  no 
relief  was  given.  He  proposed  to  repeal 
those  restrictive  conditions,  and  to  give 
the  relief  as  intended  by  that  Act.  He 
now  came  to  the  only  debatable  part  of  the 
Bill — the  mode  in  which  he  sought  to  deal 
with  the  10th  George  IV.  He  knew  that 
many  persons,  and,  among  others,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  looked  upon 
that  as  a  law  of  the  Medcs  and  Persians — 
one  which  ought  never  to  be  altered.  It 
was  passed  as  a  Bill  which  was  to  remain 
to  all  eternity  on  the  Statute-book,  how- 
ever much  the  opinions  of  mankind  might 
change.  However  the  policy  of  the  coun- 
try might  vary,  this  measure  was  to  remain 
untouched.  It  might  become  necessary  to 
amend  or  repeal  other  laws;  but  they  were 
forbidden,  through  all  time,  to  meddle  with 
this  standing  safeguard.  He,  however, 
desired  to  repeal  some  of  the  clauses  in 
that  Act.  Some  qualification  of  the  Bill 
in  its  present  state  might  be  necessary, 
but  that  would  be  for  consideration  in 
Committee.  One  of  these  clauses  had  re- 
ference to  the  prohibition  of  certain  cere- 
monies. No  one  would  deny  it  was  very 
oft'ensive  to  the  public  to  see  a  religious 
procession,  either  of  Catholics,  Protestants, 
Jews,  or  Hindoos,  passing  through  the 
streets  of  any  town  in  this  country;  but 
he  did  object  to  the  restrictions  placed 
upon  the  liberty  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
to  comply  with  the  ordinances  of  their  re- 
ligion in  funerals,  or  in  proceeding  to 
places  of  burial.  Some  limitation,  he  ac- 
knowledged, must  be  put  upon  the  clause, 
if  it  was  allowed  to  stand  at  all.  He  did  not 
think  any  ceremonial  in  the  public  streets 
should  be  legalized;  but  he  certainly  was 
of  opinion  that  the  law  might  be  altered 
advantageously.  He  did  not  believe  it  was 
desirable  that  public  processions  should  be 
seen  here,  as  on  the  Continent;  but  that 
was  a  question  for  the  Committee.  The 
principle  of  the  Act  was  not  involved  in 
the  alteration  he  suggested.  The  last 
clause  of  the  Bill  referred  to  the  regular 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  Rome.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  Relief  Act  of  1829  affecting 
the  secular  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Rome; 
it  applied  only  to  the  regular  clergy.  This 
was  supposed  to  be  one  of  the  safeguards. 
Ho  had  taken  some  trouble  to  discover  the 
hidden  moaning  of  that  word;  and  he 
doubted  if  it  were  applicable  as  a  definition 
of  some  of  the  superfluous  clauses  of  the 
measure  of  1829.  The  constitution  must 
stand  on  a  verv  sandy  foundation,  and  the 
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ProiesUnt  Establishment,  for  which  he  had  I 
the  greatest  respect,  be  in  great  need  of 
protection,  if  those  small  safeguards  were  j 
required.     The  Bill  forbade  some  of  the ' 
ministers  of  the  Church  of  Rome  to  act  as  | 
parochial  clergy,  or  to  administer  to  the  | 
spiritual  wants  of  their  people.     How,  or  ' 
in  what  manner,  they  could  be  a  safeguard 
to  the  constitution,  he  could  not  conceive; 
yet  all  persons  who  were  bound  by  mo- ' 
nastic  vows,  and  Jesuits  and  other  religious  ! 
bodies,  wore  subject,  by  law,  to  be  banished  ' 
for  life  for  being  in  this  country.    The  law  j 
on  that  subject,  as  laid  down  in  the  10th  of 
George  IV.,  was  declared  to  be  for  "the  gra- 
dual suppression  of  Jesuits  and  other  mem- 
bers of  monastic  orders,  bound  by  religious 
TOWS.  * '  And  it  provided  that  tho^e  who  were 
in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  at  the  time  of 
passing  the  Act  might  remain,  and  that  | 
those   who  were   abroad   under   monastic  | 
TOWS,  being  British-bom  subjects,   would ' 
have  the  liberty  to  return  to  this  country 
within  a  period  of  six  months,  and  might 
remain  and  practise  tbeir  religious  duties; 
bat  it  was  only  those  of  the  regular  clergy 
who  came  into  the  country  within  a  period 
of  six  months  that  were  allowed  to  be  in 
this  country.     With  regard  to  all  others, ; 
the  law  was,  that  any  person  who  came 
from  abroad  into  this  country,  whether  a  i 
subject  or  a  foreign  regular,  or  any  person  ' 
bound  by  monastic  vows,  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  was  subject  to  be  indicteil  and 

Sunished  by  banishment  for  life;  and  after 
anishment,  if  found  in  this  country,  they 
were  liable  to  be  transported  for  life.  Now,  i 
it  was  a  curious  fact  that  banishment  was  [ 
a  punishment  unknown  either  to  the  com- 1 
mon  or  statute  law  of  this  country.     It ; 
was  formerly   known  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land,  where   the   practice  was  to   banish 
parties  from  that  kingdom;  but  it  was  not 
a    punishment    recognized    in    England.  . 
Now,  by  this  enactment  many  pious  men,  | 
and  ni(Mi  of  science  and  letters  too,  such,  ! 
for  example,  as  might  be  found  among  the 
Jesuits,  were  liable  to   be  banishcnl   fnmi 
this  kingdom.     He  knew  what  ideas  the 
word  **  Jesuit'*   carried  along  with  it  to  i 
many  persons  in   this  country;  he  knew  j 
the   alann  which  the  existence  of  such  a  > 
body  was  calculated   to   create   in   many 
quartern;  and  iiow,  as  on  the  hustings  at  • 
Birmingiiam,  it  had  tin*  etfect  of  frighten- 1 
ing  old  liulies.     But  the  House  must  nut 
allow  itself  to  bo  carried   away  by  such  | 
fancies  as  these.     Jesuits  had,  no  doubt,  ; 
done  some  harm,  but  they  had  also  done 
some  good  in  the  world.     They  had  aver 


been  the  confttant  loarce  of  amiojUMe  to 
foreign  Governments,  and  absolute  Gorom- 
ments  had  ever  exhibited  great  feur  of  the 
Jesuits  and  other  monastic  bodies;  but  he 
did  not  know  of  any  free  GoTemment 
where  the  presence  of  the  Jesuits  had  been 
productive  of  the  least  harm.  In  EngUnd 
it  was  well  known  that  oar  Cathcdic  fellow* 
subjects  were  educated  at  Jesoit  colleges  ; 
and  yet  no  one  ever  entertained  the  ide^ 
of  danger  from  such  a  euneamstanee;  for 
every  Member  of  that  House  knew  that 
they  were  aceostomed  to  meet  Romma  Ca- 
tholics as  well  informed  and  as  well  taaght 
as  any  persons  among  their  Protestant 
brethren.  There  were  among  the  classes 
excluded  by  the  Act  many  learned  persons 
who  spent  their  time  in  literary  oecapations, 
in  the  researches  of  history,  soeh  as  the 
Benedictines;  and  there  were  also  many  who 
came  to  this  country,  who  spent  their  days 
in  works  of  charity,  and  in  the  exercise  of 
their  religion.  The  law  said  these  persons 
must  be  sent  to  foreign  countries;  bat  the 
fact  must  be  known  that  those  persons  were 
in  this  country,  and  that  they  formed  a  very 
numerous  class.  Many  of  them  woold  be 
found  amongst  the  parochial  clergy  in  Ire- 
land, and  were  the  spiritual  advisers  of  a 
large  body  of  our  fellow- subjects;  and  he 
only  asked  the  repeal  of  the  present  enact- 
ment to  enable  them  to  remain  in  the  coun- 
try without  any  breach  of  law.  The  hon. 
Baronet  below  him  (Sir  R.  Inglis) would  say 
that  it  acted  as  a  safeguard;  but  he  could 
not  see  how.  He  had  studied  the  Act  of 
1829,  and  he  had  read  the  speech  of  the  right 
lion.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  on  that  sabject; 
and  he  trusted  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  forgive  him  for  saying — he  meant 
nothing  ofl^ensive  by  the  remark — that  he 
could  not  collect  from  that  speech  any  rea- 
son why  this  banishment  clause  was  re- 
tained. It  had  been  renaarked  at  the 
time  by  a  noble  Lord  still  a  Member  of 
that  House,  that  the  clause  respecting 
the  regular  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
was  a  piece  of  legislation  worthy  of  Rus- 
sia. He  asked  the  House  to  look  at  the 
reasons  which  he  had  laid  before  them 
for  the  repeal  of  the  various  enactments  to 
which  he  had  drawn  their  attention;  and 
ho  was  satisfied  they  could  come  to  no  other 
conclusion  than  that  it  was  high  time  they 
were  repealed.  An  argument  had  been 
used  of  this  kind — that  these  enactments 
had  become  obsolete,  and  therefore  we 
shouhl  let  them  alone;  but  he  thought  they 
ought  not  to  expose  persons  to  the  danger 
of  vioUting  erinunal  laws  whiek  they  aughi 
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not  be  aware  were  in  force,  and  then  im- 
pose upon  them  the  necessity  of  coming  to 
that  House  for  protection  by  means  of  in- 
demnity; and  the  House  knew  that  Indem- 
nity Acts  bad  from  time  to  time  been 
pasted.  It  was  most  unwise  to  leave  cri- 
minal laws  in  force,  at  the  enforcement 
of  which  all  persons  would  revolt.  If 
it  was  the  feeling  of  the  age  in  which 
we  lived  to  consider  these  laws  obso- 
lete, and  such  as  ought  not  to  be  put  in 
force,  then  they  ought  at  once  to  be  re- 
pealed. He  did  not  ask  this  as  a  conces- 
sion to  Roman  Catholics,  but  a  concession 
to  Protestants.  Do  not  let  it  attach  as  a 
disgrace  to  Protestants,  who  professed 
greater  liberality  in  matters  of  religion 
than  their  Roman  Catholic  brethren,  and 
who  asserted  the  freedom  of  every  man  to 
the  honest  expression  of  his  religious  sen- 
timents-^o  not  let  it  attach  to  them  as  a 
disgrace,  that  they  permitted  enactments 
such  as  these  to  remain  on  the  Statute- 
book.  He  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  BiU. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  commenced  his  address 
to  the  House  with  something  like  an  attack 
upon  his  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis's)  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Spooner); 
a  Gentleman  who,  he  was  happy  to  say, 
was  a  strenuous  supporter  of  that  cause  to 
which  he  (Sir  R.  II.  Inglis)  was  most  sin- 
cerely devoted  ;  and  one  of  the  men  whom 
he  was  glad  to  see  prepared  to  give  their 
decided  opposition  to  this  Bill.  The  attack 
upon  his  hon.  Friend  was  on  account  of 
his  having  presented  a  petition  from  his 
constituents  at  Birmingham  against  the 
Bill  now  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  Their 
defence,  if  it  were  needful  to  make  one, 
was  a  very  simple  one.  They  complained 
of  a  clause  in  this  Bill,  which,  it  now  ap- 
peared, was  not  in  such  Bill;  but  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
brought  in  the  Bill,  had  by  inserting  it  on 
former  occasions  in  other  Sessions,  deemed 
to  be  necessary,  and  the  omission  of  which 
in  the  present  year  he  had  not  announced. 
The  petitioners,  therefore,  gave  him  credit 
for  acting  this  year  on  his  principles  of  last 
year.  He  therefore  held  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  no  grounds  for  at- 
tacking the  constituents  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham.  The  petition  in  question 
bad  been  courteously  described  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  be  an  emanation 
from  '*  the  old  women  of  Birmingham ;" 
and  he  had  said  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
b6«n  induced  to  present  it  becauae  he  would 


have  to  meet  those  ''  old  women"  on  the 
hustings;  but  the  hustings  was  not  a  place 
where   **  old  women*'  generally  appeared. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  great  as 
he  was  as  a  lawyer — and  he  believed  all  men 
admitted  him  to  be  a  man  of  great  emi- 
nence at  the  bar — had  yet  not  been,  he 
would  venture  to  say,  quite  so  successful 
as  an  historian  ;  he  had  been  misled  by 
the  attractive   alliteration  of  '*  Reforma- 
tion**  and   *'  Revolution.**     He  said  the 
penal  laws  arose  at  the  Reformation,  and 
terminated   at    the   Revolution  ;    but   he 
thought  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's memory  might   have  been   sup- 
plied with  the  cases  of  statutes  of  more  re- 
cent date  if  he  had  carefully  studied  this 
subject.     Some  of  the  most  offensive  pe- 
nal   statutes  which  were   passed   against 
the  Roman    Catholics    of   Ireland,    were 
passed  long  after  the  period  of  the  Revolu- 
tion.    Although  it  had  not  been  admitted 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  yet  it  was  a  fact  that 
during  the    last    Session   of    Parliament 
many  of  the  laws  of  which  he  complained 
had   been  abolished    totidem  verbis  by  a 
Bill  which  had  been  introduced  under  the 
advice   of  the   chief  law   adviser  of  the 
Crown.     He  alluded    to    the   1st  Elisa- 
beth, cap.   1,  and  to  the  1 3th  of  Elisa- 
beth, cap.  2,    which  were,    in   his    opin- 
ion,   substantially    repealed    by    the    9th 
and  10th  Victoria.      But  even  admitting 
that  the  celebrated  Act  of  the  1st  of  Eli- 
sabeth, cap.  1,  had  not  been  repealed  bj 
the  Act  of  last  Session,  he  held  that  the 
hon.   and  learned  Member  was  quite  in- 
consistent with  himself  in  those  magnificent 
and   magniloquent   expressions  which   he 
had  used  when  he  asked  the  House  to  pass 
this  measure,  not  as  a  concession  to  Roman 
Catholics,  but  to  Protestants.     If  it  were 
true  that  in  matters  ecclesiastical,  by  the 
common  law  of  England,  the  Sovereign  of 
these  realms  were  supreme,  he  maintained 
that  whatever  the  force  of  the  Statute  of 
Elizabeth  might  be,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  leave  open,  by  this  BiU, 
the  whole  of  his  Protestant  fellow-subjects 
to  the  consequences  of  oifending  against  it; 
whilst  the  Bill  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
would  protect  all  Roman  Catholics  from  all 
manner  of  penalties.     By  this  Bill  it  was 
proposed  that,  as  far  only  as  regarded  Ro- 
man Catholics,  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of 
Elizabeth   should  be  repealed.     So  that 
whilst  the  Roman   Catholics,  whom  the 
hon.   and  learned   Gentleman  had  taken 
under  his  especial  care  and  protection. 
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would  be  saved  from  the  penalties  of  that 
law,  Protestants  would  still  he  liable  to  the 
punishment  for  an  infringement  of  the 
common  law.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  been  compelled  to  go  back  to 
the  early  period  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  a  single  instance  in 
which  there  had  been  any  punishment  in- 
flicted in  respect  of  an  infringement  of 
these  penal  laws  on  the  part  of  Roman 
Catholics.  And  that  famous  case  which 
had  been  tried  at  Winchester,  might  per- 
haps have  been  supplied  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  that  city  (Mr.  B . 
Escott),  whose  name  also  appeared  upon  the 
back  of  this  Bill.  If  there  could  be  any 
doubt  as  to  the  infrequency  of  such  cases, 
surely  the  research  of  those  two  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  would  hare  enabled 
them  to  have  produced  more  recent  in- 
stances in  which  the  vigour  and  the  rigour 
and  vengeance  of  the  law  had  been  exer- 
cised upon  Roman  Catholics  on  account  of 
infringements  of  the  ktws  of  Elizabeth. 
He  apprehended  that  in  point  of  fact  there 
had  been  no  such  instance.  He  did  not 
presume  to  deny  that  there  had  been, 
because  he  had  not  the  same  means  of 
research  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kinsale  (Mr.  Watson),  or  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Winches- 
ter (Mr.  Escott) ;  but  he  apprehended  that 
there  had  been  no  single  instance  of  a  pen- 
alty inflicted  for  a  violation  of  the  laws  in 
question  since  the  time  of  the  sentence 
pronounced  by  Chief  Baron  Manwood,  two 
hundred  and  fifty  years  ago.  When  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then  said  thai 
he  wished  to  repeal  the  1  st  of  Elizabeth, 
and  that  such  a  law  ought  not  to  remain 
any  longer  upon  the  Statute-book,  he  must 
repeat  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
that  his  own  measure  proposed  to  give  relief 
only  to  a  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects— the  Roman  Catholics,  whilst  the  law 
remained  in  full  force  against  another — 
the  Protestants.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  greatly  depreciated  the 
value  of  those  securities  to  the  Established 
Church,  which  were  connected  with  the 
Emancipation  Act.  He,  for  one,  did  not 
regard  those  securities  as  of  any  great 
value;  but  still  they  were  tendered  and  ac- 
cepted as  valuable  by  the  great  body  of 
the  people.  [Mr.  Goulbcrn  :  Hear!] 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goul- 
bum)  acknowledged,  he  believed,  that  in 
that  statement  he  was  not  incorrect.  On  a 
former  occasion  he  had  risen  with  more  dis- 


advantage to  oppose  the  measure,  became 
he  was  of  course  unaware  of  the  then  future 
decision.  But  now  he  called  on  the  House 
to  confirm  the  decision  which  they  had 
come  to  on  this  subject  in  the  last  Session. 
He  did  not  ask  them  merely  to  act  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Act  of  1829;  but  he  did 
ask  them  to  act  in  accordance  with  their 
recorded  votes  of  the  Session  of  1846,  in 
which  this  Bill  was  defeated  by  a  majority 
of  120  to  80.  All  the  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government,  who  at  that 
time  were  present  in  the  House,  and  some 
of  whom  he  then  saw  before  him,  voted 
with  the  majority  upon  that  occasion. 
With  regard  to  what  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  deprecia- 
tion of  the  securities  in  question,  as  not  being 
any  real  securities,  he  doubted  whether 
there  were  at  this  moment  in  Christian  En- 
rope  a  country  in  which  such  seonrities 
were  not  taken  and  enforced.  He  would 
ask  the  House  whether  this  were  a  time 
in  which  it  was  fitting  that  there  should 
be  introduced  into  the  country  such  mea- 
sures as  these,  which  professed  to  take 
under  their  especial  care  the  practising  of 
religious  rites  by  Jesuits,  and  other  orders 
of  the  Church  of  Rome  ?  He  believed  that 
there  was  no  country  into  which  Jesuits  were 
admitted  without  some  notice  on  the  part  of 
the  civil  Executive  of  their  numbers,  resi- 
dence, and  general  subjugation  to  the  au- 
thority of  the  time  and  place.  The  measure 
— he  would  not  say  the  compromise — of 
1829,  was  admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, then  the  leader  of  the  House,  who  in* 
t reduced  it,  to  be  the  result  of  considerable 
discussion  and  reflection;  and  in  the  course 
of  a  speech  which  he  made  in  support  of 
it,  he  used  the  expression  that  '*  he  did 
not  mean  to  fritter  away  the  security  which 
these  clauses  gave  to  the  institutions  of  this 
land.**  He  called  upon  the  House,  then, 
not  to  "fritter  away**  such  securities,  im- 
perfect as  they  were,  but  to  retain  this 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive,  little 
as  it  had  been  acted  upon  since  the  period 
when  it  was  first  granted.  He  said,  '*  little 
as  it  had  been  acted  upon,**  because  he 
knew,  that  though  Sir  Frankland  Lewis 
had  said,  at  that  time,  that  there  were  only 
two  Jesuit  institutions  in  this  country, 
Stonyhurst  and  Clongowes,  the  number  had 
greatly  increased  since  then.  And  when  he 
tried  by  a  Motion  at  a  subsequent  period  to 
produce  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  an  ex- 
act return  of  the  number  of  Jesuits  in  this 
country,  together  with  their  residences,  kc^ 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Morpeth),  now  First 
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Commissioner  of  Woods  and  Forests,  but 
then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  answer 
to  such  Motion,  said,  that  the  Government 
had  not  provided  itself  with  the.  means  of 
obtaining  the  information  which  he  re- 
quired. He  would,  therefore,  say,  that  in- 
stead of  repealing  the  security  which  the 
law  at  present  provided  against  Jesuits, 
and  the  monastic  orders  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  they  ought  rather  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Government  in  enforcing  the 
law  against  the  members  of  those  religious 
orders  whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  admit  into  this  country 
without  let  or  hindrance — without  even  the 
small  restriction  which  was  imposed  by  the 
present  law.  The  Act  of  1829  provided,  as 
was  said  by  Sir  F.  Lewis,  **  ample  security  ** 
against  the  increase  of  Jesuits  in  the  Uni- 
ted Kingdom.  Now,  he  asked,  whether  the 
**  ample  security''  which  had  been  pro- 
vided had  been  found  to  be  sufficient  ? 
He  asked  the  House  to  make  no  further 
concessions,  by  which  a  more  easy  access 
might  be  given  to  Jesuits  and  members  of 
other  religious  orders  coming  into  this  coun- 
try and  performing  their  religious  rites.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  more  consistent 
with  the  duty  of  the  Legislature,  and  more 
consistent  certainly  with  the  spirit  of  that 
great  compact  which  was  entered  into  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  what  was  called 
the  **  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill,** 
to  render  it  more  difficult,  and  he  wished 
he  could  say  quite  impossible,  for  the  order 
of  Jesuits,  to  exist  in  this  country.  It 
was  certainly  understood  at  that  time  that 
no  monastic  orders  should  be  permitted  to 
be  formed  or  exist  in  this  country  without 
the  sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  time  being ;  and  that  the  Jesuits, 
as  a  body,  were  to  be  gradually  extinguish- 
ed, and  no  British  subject  was  to  be  per- 
mitted to  enter  into  their  community.  He 
admitted  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
was  less  objectionable  than  it  was  in  some 
respects  in  the  Session  of  1846.  It  was 
less  objectionable,  inasmuch  as  it  certainly 
did  not  contain  that  provision  for  the  as- 
sumption by  Roman  Catholics  —  of  the 
bishop  of  Armagh,  for  instance — of  the  title 
of  the  Protestant  Primate  of  all  Ireland. 
It  did  not  permit  a  Roman  Catholic  bishop 
to  call  himself  **  Bishop  of  London,**  even  if 
the  succession  had  not  been  interrupted  in 
England,  nor  did  it  permit  him  to  call  him- 
self *•  Archbishop  of  Canterbury.**  Some 
concession  had,  therefore,  been  made  in 
the  present  Bill  to  the  public  feeling  in 
this  country  on  this  subject.     But  it  wai 


obnoxious  in  other  respects.  Even  its 
framer  must  admit  that  one  of  the  most 
important  provisions  in  the  Bill  could  be 
altered  advantageously.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said,  that  it  could 
be  altered  in  Committee ;  but  he  held  that 
it  involved  a  great  principle,  and  that  they 
should  not,  therefore,  leave  it  to  take  its 
chance  in  Committee.  The  subject  he  re- 
ferred to  was  this :  one  of  the  enactments 
proposed  to  be  repealed  was  that  which  de- 
clared— 

*'  That  if  any  Roman  Catholic  ecclesiastic,  or 
any  member  of  any  of  the  orders,  communities, 
or  societies,  hereinafter  mentioned,  shall,  after 
the  commencement  of  this  Act,  exercise  any  of 
the  rites  or  ceremonies  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion,  or  wear  the  habit  of  his  order,  save  with- 
in the  usual  places  of  worship  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic religion,  or  in  private  houses,  he  shall  for- 
feit 50/." 

This  part  of  the  Bill,  which,  by  repealing 
the  enactment  he  had  read,  went  to  le- 
galize processions,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said  might  be  altered.  Ho  (Sir 
R.  Inglis)  considered  this  a  principle,  and 
he  objected  to  it  on  principle.  He  said, 
that  if,  in  Ireland,  ecclesiastics  and  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church  were  pro- 
hibited from  walking  in  procession,  you 
ought  not  to  give  to  the  members  of  a 
hostile  church  a  privilege  which  was  de- 
nied to  those  of  the  Established  Church; 
and,  although  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said,  he  would  limit  the  phraseology  of 
the  Bill  so  that  it  might  apply  only  to  fune- 
rals, and  to  those  of  even  all  religions,  Hin- 
dooism  and  Mahomedanism — he  (Sir  R.  In- 
glis) did  not  know  whether  those  for  whose 
benefit  his  Bill  was  intended,  would  thank 
him  for  the  comparison  —  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  know,  that  in 
these  processions  the  crucifix  would  be 
carried  ;  and  he  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  whether  he  were  pre- 
pared for  such  scenes  as  would  certainly 
arise  if  such  processions  were  permitted  ? 
That  very  morning  he  had  read  an  instance 
in  which  a  Roman  Catholic  ecclesiastic  had 
addressed  a  converted  Portuguese,  and  re- 
quired him  to  adore  the  crucifix;  and  when 
the  man  refused  to  take  off  his  hat,  had 
knocked  his  hat  off.  He  asked  whether  such 
scenes  could  be  tolerated  in  this  country  or 
in  any  other  country  enjoying  the  most  li- 
beral legislatures  ?  He  knew  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nell),  who  understood  these  matters  better 
than  any  other  individual,  not  excepting  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kinsale  him- 
self,  had  said  he  could  never  suppose  such 
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acts  would  occur  in  any  this  country;  but  un- 
less these  things  were  prohibited,  they  must 
be  left  to  the  individual  discretion  of  the 
priest  himself;  and  we  might  hare  exactly 
such  scenes  as  he  had  stated  in  our  own  coun- 
try, arising  from  the  obtrusive  production 
of  the  sacred  Emblem,  which  might  stir  up 
objection  and  resistance  on  the  part  of  the 
great  majority  of  our  population,  who,  he 
believed,   were   still   uncorrupted,  to  the 
Church  of  Rome,  and  that  they  held  as  the 
high  privilege  of  this  country  their  con- 
neiion  with  the  pure  Protestant  Church. 
Such  scenes,  therefore,  he  should  depre- 
cate.    England  was  almost  the  only  coun- 
tiT  in  which  the  Jesuits  would  be  admitted 
without  being  under  the  control  of  the 
State;  if  there  were  any  exception,  it  was 
that  country  which  no  man   in  England 
would  admit  was  a  proper  example  for  us 
to  follow,  he  meant  Belgium.     In  France, 
where  there  were  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  call  liberal  institutions, 
no  Jesuit  would  be  so  admitted;  and  if  a 
proposition  were  made  for  removing  this 
restriction,  would  not  the  most  liberal,  or 
the  least  liberal.  Member  of  the  Chamber 
of  Deputies  speak  against  the  abolition  of 
such  a  provision  ?     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  referred  to  an  Act,  the  9th 
and  10th  of  Victoria,  which  he  (Sir  R. 
Inglis)  regretted  had  passed,  to  repeal  the 
laws  against  the  introduction  of  bulls  and 
rescripts,  and  other  articles  of  the  Church 
of  Rome.     He  regretted  that  those  laws 
had  been  repealed;  he  happened  to  be  ab- 
sent from  Parliament  at  that  time,  and  he 
was  not  cognizant  of  the  fact  that  such  an 
Act  had  passed  until  he  read  it  in  his  in- 
quiries respecting  the  present  Bill.      He 
expressed  his  unfeigned  regret  that  those 
by  whom  that  Act  had  been  introduced, 
should  have  felt  themselves  at  liberty  to 
propose  the  repeal  of  the  penalties  for  the 
mtroduction   of  bulls  and   rescripts  from 
Rome.     There  was  but  one  country  in  Eu- 
rope in  which  the  Pope  could  issue  his  bulls 
without  the  previous  sanction  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government;  in  all  other  States,  whe- 
ther the  Government  were  despotic  or  of  a 
liberal  form,  the  previous  sanction  of  the 
Executive  was  necessary  before  a  bull  from 
Rome  could  be  introduced  into  a  foreign 
country.     The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  thus  already  been  a  party  to  a  mea- 
sure   by   which    this   security  was  with- 
drawn.     He   (Sir   R.    H.    Inglis)  should 
himself  have  objected  to  the  withdrawal 
of  a  security  which  other  countries  de- 
rived  from    the    prior  sanction  of   their 
own  Government  to  tho  introdaciion  of 


Papal  bulls.  There  were  other  leenrities 
which  he  recollected  the  hon.  Member  fw 
Winchester  (Mr.  B.  Escott)  had  last  year 
called  **  the  securities  of  the  dark  ages.'* 
Those  securities  the  present  Bill  prc^oeed 
to  remove.  He  remembered  telling  the  hon. 
Member,  that  when  the  Act  of  1829  was 
introduced,  it  was  expressly  stated  that  the 
remaining  securities  were  retained  for  the 
protection  of  the  Protestant  religion.  Whe> 
ther  Parliament  would,  after  so  bnef  aa 
interval,  repeal  all  those  secoritiee,  the  re- 
sult of  the  division  that  day  would  show. 
He  called  upon  the  House  to  confirm  its 
decision  of  last  year,  and  continue  those 
securities  to  the  Protestant  Chureh  and  the 
established  religion  of  this  country  which 
were  left  in  1829,  tendered  as  they  were 
by  the  advocates  of  that  measure  as  seca- 
rities,  and  so  accepted  by  its  opponents. 
With  these  feelings,  he  should  more  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Mr.  B.  ESCOTT   said,  when   a   Bill 
having  the  same  object  as  that  now  before 
the  House  was  introduced  last  Session,  he 
had  asked,  as  pointedly  as  he  could,  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  to  state  as  distinctly  as  possible 
what  was  the  principle  on  which  he  opposed 
the   Bill,  and  whether  he   opposed  it  for 
the  sake  of  conferring  additional  security 
on  the  Church  as  established  in  the  United 
Kingdom.     His  hon.  Friend  did  not  then 
ground  his  opposition  to  the  Bill  on  the 
reason  that    the    penalties  sought   to   be 
abolished  were  necessary  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Established  Church,  nor  had 
he  done  so  now.     The  hon.   Member  for 
Birmingham  had  presented  a  petition,  and 
those  who  signed  it  undoubtedly  said  that 
the  maintenance  of  those  penalties  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  maintenance  of  the  Pro- 
testant Establishment.  But  his  hon.  Friend 
said  no  such  thing.     He  said    he  stood 
forward  in  the  maintenance  of  the  same 
great  cause  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  was  the  consistent  advocate. 
Now  what  was  that  cause  ?     He  wanted  to 
know  what  was  the  great  cause  to  be  sup- 
ported by  the  maintenance  of  pains  and  pen- 
alties on  account  of  religion.    He  wanted  to 
know  what  was  the  practical  good  which 
accrued  to  the  country  from  maintaining 
them.     What  did  they  do  ?     They  did  not 

Prevent  conversions  to  that  which  his  hon. 
'riend  called,  with  no  very  choice  phrase, 
a  hostile  Church;  for  these  were  going  on 
every  day;  you  could  not  take  up  a  newiu 
paper  without  readbg  of  them.  They  did 
not  raiee  aa j  tmut  by  wUeh  new 
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rics  could  be  erected,  or  the  pastoral  desti- 
tution, of  the  existence  of  which  they  often 
heard  so  much,  remedied.  Did  they  make 
a  single  man  wiser,  more  just,  more  pious, 
or  a  better  subject  of  the  Crown  ?  If  not, 
why  should  they  be  maintained  ?  He  would 
tell  them  why.  They  were  retained  for 
nothing  else  than  to  gratify  a  certain  bad 
spirit  and  malignity  of  disposition,  which 
existed  sometimes  in  the  very  best  men, 
and  which  was  never  gratified  except  when 
they  had  the  opportunity  of  teasing  their 
fellow-creatures.  He  read  that  morning 
the  speech  of  a  very  famous  man — Crom- 
well— in  which  he  reproached  a  Parlia- 
ment which  did  not  answer  his  purpose. 
Amongst  the  most  grievous  charges  he 
brought  against  its  leading  Members,  the 
one  on  which  he  seemed  to  lay  most  stress 
was,  that  they  never  could  rest  quiet  in 
their  beds  unless  they  had  some  opportunity 
of  tormenting  their  fellow-creatures  in  mat- 
ters of  religion.  His  phrase  was,  that  there 
were  some  men  who  never  could  be  peaceful 
and  happy  themselves  unless  they  could 
put  their  fingers  on  other  men*s  consciences 
to  pinch  them  there.  At  this  moment,  go 
where  you  would  among  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church —  Dissenters — Catho- 
lics— amongst  any  single  body  of  the  peo- 
ple— he  ventured  to  say  you  would  not  find 
a  man  in  one  company  who  would  stand  up 
to  defend  those  penalties.  Well,  then, 
why  were  they  to  be  maintained  ?  His 
hon.  Friend  said  it  was  part  of  the  com- 
j)act  entered  into  in  the  year  1829  that  there 
should  be  certain  securities  for  the  Estab- 
lished Church  provided,  which  they  were 
bound  in  1847  not  to  touch  ;  but  he 
wanted  his  hon.  Friend  to  show  how 
these  laws  were  any  security  at  all.  If  it 
could  be  shown  that  they  were  really  secu- 
rities, well  and  good;  but  let  him  not  be 
told  that  a  law  passed  in  1829  could  not 
be  altered  in  1847.  What  had  they  been 
about  ?  They  had  been  altering  laws  passed 
in  1829  for  the  benefit  and  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  people;  and  had  they  not  done 
so,  had  they  told  the  country  that  those 
laws  could  not  be  altered  because  they 
were  passed  more  recently  than  1829, 
they  would  have  gone  back  to  their  consti- 
tuents in  the  summer  with  very  different 
faces  than  they  might  now  put  on.  The 
Act  of  1829  was  a  great  act  of  grace, 
toleration,  and  justice.  Why  should  they 
not  endeavour  to  find  out  something  better 
in  the  Act  than  the  remnant  of  persecution 
it  left  behind?  He  praised  the  Act  of 
1829  for  the  good  it  did,  not  for  the  little 
evil  it  left  standing.     The  objects  of  this 


Bill  were  to  perfect  that  good  work — ^to 
cure  the  Act  of  its  imperfections.  When 
they  listened  to  the  prayers  of  those  who 
sought  relief  by  this  Bill,  it  did  seem  very 
extraordinary  that  in  such  a  day  as  this, 
in  such  a  state  of  Europe  as  this,  such  s 
Bill  should  be  resisted  by  any  large  or  re- 
spectable portion  of  the  House.  It  had 
always  seemed  to  him  very  astonishing 
that  any  able  statesman  should  seek  to 
degrade  for  one  moment  in  the  eyes  of  his 
countrymen  the  professors  of  the  faith  of 
the  greater  part  of  Europe.  He  could  not 
understand  on  what  political  grounds,  or 
grounds  of  justice  and  expediency,  that 
was  a  proper  course.  But  still  more  did  it 
seem  to  him  extraordinary,  that  those  who 
respected  antiquity,  who  were  always  talk- 
ing of  the  wisdom  of  our  ancestors,  and 
seeking  to  make  men  of  former  times  the 
models  of  public  men  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, should  wish  to  revert  to  times  when 
bulls  and  missives  were  dangerous,  though 
they  had  long  ceased  to  be  so,  and  were 
now  rather  objects  of  ridicule  than  fear. 
He  said,  that  it  was  extraordinary  that 
they  should  make  that  a  ground  for  con- 
tinuing those  penalties  on  their  fellow-sub- 
jects. His  hon.  Friend  said  these  were 
obsolete  provisions  never  put  in  practice. 
Well,  but  if  they  were  never  put  in  prac- 
tice, what  was  the  use  of  them  as  securi- 
ties? What  was  the  use  of  your  shields 
and  weapons  of  defence,  if  they  were  to  be 
hung  up  and  never  used  when  the  time  of 
danger  came;  if  they  were  never  called  in- 
to operation;  and  if  that  fact  were  to  be 
made  the  very  ground  of  retaining  them 
on  the  Statute-book?  He  said  that  was 
insulting  to  common  sense,  and  nothing 
else.  This  seemed  to  him  a  time  unfor- 
tunately chosen  for  opposing  this  Bill. 
There  never  was  a  time  at  which  it  be- 
came them  more — at  which  it  more  he- 
came  those  who  respected  the  high  station 
and  dignity  of  persons  possessing  great 
power  throughout  Europe — to  be  more  care- 
ful to  do  nothing  to  cast  any  stigma  or  dis- 
grace on  those  who  merited  well  at  the  hands 
of  free  Governments,  than  at  this  moment. 
He  wished  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  look 
back  at  the  days  of  Queen  Mary,  or  the 
interdicts,  or  even  further — ^he  wished  he 
would  look  at  one  who  now  sat  in  St. 
Peter's  chair.  He  wished  his  hon.  Friend 
would  learn  from  that  personage,  how  a 
man,  whom  he  was  disposed  as  Pope  poli- 
tically to  degrade,  was  now  teaching  a 
lesson  to  the  sovereigns  of  Europe,  and 
exhibiting  maxims  of  goyemment  which 
distinguished  him  far  ahoro  otiier  contem- 
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porary  potentates.  Perhaps  from  that  ex- 
ample 018  hon.  Friend  would  learn  that  it 
was  not  the  profession  of  any  particular 
creed  that  made  a  man  a  wise  or  good 
statesman,  or  a  worthy  ruler  over  a  great 
people.  He  knew  that  the  final  success 
of  toe  Bill  this  Session  depended  upon  the 
conduct  of  certain  Gentlemen  in  that  House, 
over  whom  he  felt  he  had  no  influence,  and 
of  whose  conduct,  except  as  public  men, 
he  had  no  right  to  speak.  But  he  did  trust 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would  not, 
upon  their  own  principles,  be  averse  to  the 
passing  of  such  a  measure  as  this.  He 
was  sure,  after  what  he  had  heard  from 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, having  often  listened  to  speeches  of 
his  that  bore  directly  or  indirectly  on  ques- 
tions of  this  nature,  he  must  be  willing  to 
lend  his  assistance  at  once  to  blot  out  from 
our  code  of  law  enactments  which  were  a 
disgrace  to  it.  He  thought  that  such  men 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Tamworth,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dorchester,  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Secretary  at 
War,  must  bo  anxious  to  attain  the  same 
object.  He  could  not  suppose  they  had 
any  fellow-feeling  for  anything  like  reli- 
gious persecution ;  and  he  remembered 
with  gratitude,  when  he  had  to  perform  the 
duty,  now  so  much  better  performed  by 
his  hon.  and  leorncd  Friend,  of  moving 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Dorchester  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham) immediately  rose  and  said  he  would 
support  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  an  extension  of  the 
principle  of  toleration,  lie  could  not  sup- 
pose tnat  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lyon  could  have  the  slightest  feeling  op- 
posed to  any  such  meaMure  as  this.  lie 
neard  a  short  time  since,  some  remarks 
made  on  previous  votes  of  that  noble  Lord. 
He  rose  then,  but  ho  had  not  an  opportu- 
nity of  speaking;  it  was  his  desire  to  have 
said  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn  (Lord  G.  Bentinek)  was  one  whom 
ho  believed  to  be  entirely  in  advance  of  the 
greater  number  of  his  party  on  this  and 
other  questions.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lynn  would  soon  prove  himself  the 
Peel  of  1847.  The  noble  Lord  had  always 
advocated  liberal  niea.sures,  and  the  removal 
of  restrictions  iniposi'd  by  penol  Acts;  the 
uoble  Lord  had  voted  for  this  Bill  before, 
and  he  doubted  not  was  about  to  support  it 
again.  He  was  sure  ground  would  not  be 
given  for  saying  that  an  Knglish  House  of 
Commons  would  maintain  invidious  distinc- 
tions in  this  country,  but  that  from  this 


moment  we  should  take  care  to  restore, 
in  that  respect  at  least,  the  old  free  com- 
mon law  of  England,  and  that  no  man 
would  be  puoished  by  eoaetment  on  ac- 
count of  his  religious  opinions. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Winchester  (Mr.  B.  Escott) 
had  asked  what  was  the  cause  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  was 
maintaining?  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  would  shortly 
tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  he  be- 
lieved it  was  the  cause  of  the  Protestant 
faith  and  of  the  Protestant  Church;  and 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  ask 
what  practical  good  the  present  system 
had  done,  and  when  his  test  seemed  to  be 
to  ask  how  much  money  it  brought  into 
the  Exchequer,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  would  tell 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  to  have  the  pro- 
fession of  a  purer  faith  established  in  this 
country,  was  not  a  thing  of  no  value.  The 
leading  characteristic  of  the  Bill  was,  that 
it  unsettled,  after  so  short  an  intenr^,  the 
settlement  that  had  been  made  in  1829; 
and  he  did  not  think  that  there  was  any- 
thing in  the  spirit  of  the  present  times 
that  would  reconcile  those  who  were  at- 
tached to  the  Protestant  institutions  of 
this  country  to  the  idea  that  the  provisions 
which  were  proposed  by  those  who  brought 
in  the  Bill  of  1829,  and  accepted  by  many 
of  those  who  had  been  opposed  to  the 
measure,  as  securities  for  the  Protestant 
EstabliAhment  in  this  country,  should  be 
abandoned.  Upon  that  ground,  and  that 
alone,  he  objected  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MACAULAY  :  1  am  truly  sorry. 
Sir,  that  this  question  should  come  on 
when  some  hon.  Members  who  are  emi- 
nently qualified  to  discuss  it  arc  necessa- 
rily absent;  and  1  regret  also  that  it  should 
be  debated  on  a  day  when,  should  a  divi- 
sion take  place,  only  an  imperfect  repre- 
sentation of  the  general  sense  of  the  House 
can  be  obtained.  I  cannot,  however,  shrink 
from  shortly  and  temperately  stating  the 
opinion  I  entertain.  And,  first,  I  will 
state  that  I  conceive  that  whenever  a  Bill 
is  brought  in  that  contains  a  great  quantity 
of  matter  which  the  House  ought  to  place 
on  the  Statute-book,  it  is  not  an  objection 
to  the  second  reading  of  that  Bill,  that 
there  may  bo  some  portion  of  it  which  it 
cannot  be  possible  to  admit  upon  the  Sta- 
tute-book; and  I  shall  therefore  think  my 
vote  Bufliciently  vindicated  if  I  can  show 
that  many  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
provisions  to  which  we  ought  undoubtedly 
to  give  the  force  of  law.  Now,  Sir,  the 
first  prorision  of  the  first  clause  of  the  Bill, 
the  hon.  BMonet  who  has  joal  apokoA  htm 
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not  ventured  to  pronounce  to  be  improper, 
nor  has  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last  characterized  it  as  an  improper  provi- 
sion. The  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  him- 
self— the  learned  Recorderfor  Dublin — does 
not  condemn  the  provision.  In  fact,  it  is 
one  which  I  may  confidently  challenge  any 
Gentleman  in  the  House  to  pronounce  to 
be  an  improper  provision.  For  what  is 
that  provision  ?  Is  it  the  intention  of  this 
House  that  every  Roman  Catholic  in  Eng- 
land shall  be  subject  to  fine  and  imprison- 
ment for  being  a  Roman  Catholic  ?  Now, 
I  say,  that  until  you  pass  this  clause  of  the 
Bill,  which  proposes  to  repeal  the  1st  of 
Elizabeth,  c.  1,  relating  to  the  supremacy, 
every  Roman  Catholic  in  England  is  liable 
to  fine  and  imprisonment  for  being  a  Ro- 
man Catholic.  The  law  to  be  repealed  is 
to  this  effect : — 

"  That  any  person  whatever  aflSrming,  holding, 
setting  forth,  maintaining,  or  defending  the  doc- 
trine, that  any  foreign  prince,  prelate,  person. 
State,  or  potentate  whatever,  has  any  authority, 
pre-eminence,  power,  or  jurisdiction,  spiritual  or 
ecclesiastical,  within  this  realm,  shall  bo  liable  to 
fine  and  imprisonment  ;  and  that  any  person 
whatever,  who  advisedly  does  anything  for  the 
extolling,  setting  forth,  maintenance,  or  defence 
of  such  jurisdiction,  power,  pre-eminence,  and  au- 
thority, shall  also  be  liable  to  fuie  and  imprison- 
ment." 

Now,  this  enactment,  though  repealed  as 
to  the  particular  penalties  and  punishments 
referred  to  in  it,  by  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion, remains  in  all  other  respects  the 
same  as  if  the  Act  of  last  Session  had  not 
been  passed;  and  the  holding,  maintaining, 
and  enforcing  this  doctrine  still  remains, 
as  I  understand,  a  misdemeanour,  and 
therefore  punishable  by  fine  and  imprison- 
ment. I  will  ask  you,  then,  does  not  that 
enactment  include  at  the  present  moment 
every  Roman  Catholic  in  England  ?  Does 
not  every  Roman  Catholic  in  this  country 
believe  and  hold  that  some  spiritual  jurisdic- 
tion resides  in  the  Bishop  of  Rome  ?  I 
know  that  there  have  been  great  contests 
on  that  matter;  I  know  there  were  great 
contests  upon  it  at  the  Council  of  Trent; 
I  know  that  some  Jesuits  have  attributed 
to  the  Bishop  of  Rome  a  much  greater  de- 
gree of  spiritual  jurisdiction  that  the  Galli- 
can  Church  gives  him;  I  know  that  some 
writers  have  placed  his  spiritual  authority 
far  above  that  of  general  councils;  that 
some  have  made  him  co-ordinate  with  ge- 
neral councils,  and  some  subordinate  to 
general  councils;  but  take  the  whole  range 
of  Roman  Catholic  teachers  and  writers, 
from  Aquinas  down  to  Bossuet,  and  you 
will  find  not  one  Roman  Catholic  writer  but 


holds  that  some  spiritual  jurisdiction  does 
reside  in  the  Bishop  of  Rome.  There  is 
no  Roman  Catholic  in  this  country,  then, 
but  must  consider  himself  in  communion, 
of  some  sort  or  other,  with  the  Bishop  of 
Rome.  Therefore  I  say,  that  there  is  no 
Roman  Catholic  in  this  country  who,  under 
the  law  as  it  stands,  is  not  liable  to  fine  and 
imprisonment.  Now,  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther there  is  any  Gentleman  in  this  House 
who  thinks  that  it  is  right  or  just  that 
every  Roman  Catholic  who  teaches  his  sons 
the  doctrines  of  the  Roman  Catholic  faith, 
and  this  amongst  others,  and  that  every 
Roman  Catholic  priest  who  teaches  to  his 
congregation  this  among  other  of  the 
fundamental  doctrines  of  his  creed,  should 
be  liable  to  fine  and  imprisonment  for  doing 
so  ?  If  it  is  to  be  assei*ted  this  day,  that 
every  Roman  Catholic,  for  holding  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion,  shall 
be  liable  to  fine  and  imprisonment,  then 
just  suppose  that  the  Government  were  to 
hold  it  to  be  their  duty  to  order  the  At- 
torney General  to  proceed  against  persons 
to  whom  any  proceedings  or  conduct  con- 
trary to  this  statute  were  attributable;  and 
suppose  Dr.  Wiseman  was  to  preach  a  ser- 
mon on  the  text,  **  Thou  art  Peter,"  treat- 
ing it  in  the  sense  in  which  it  is  understood 
by  the  whole  Roman  Catholic  Church,  is  it 
seriously  meant  that  the  Attorney  General 
should  be  obliged  to  prosecute  Dr.  Wise- 
man for  teaching  and  enforcing  this  doc- 
trine ?  And  if  Dr.  Wiseman  was  sent  ta 
Newgate  for  preaching  that  sermon,  is 
there  one  man  in  this  House  who  could 
say  that  it  would  be  justifiable  ?  I  venture 
to  say  there  is  not.  Here,  then,  you  have 
an  enactmeivt  which  this  Bill  proposes  to 
repeal,  and  of  which,  I  will  venture  to  say, 
you  cannot  put  a  single  hypothetical  case 
in  which  you  can  possibly  enforce  it.  But 
what  is  the  state  of  our  legislation  now 
with  reference  to  this  subject  generally  ? 
There  are  in  this  country  several  religious 
sects  who  dissent  from  the  established  re- 
ligion of  the  country,  and  what  is  to  be 
your  course  with  regard  to  them  ?  You 
may  take  that  which  I  think  is  the  true 
course  to  take — you  may  impose  on  them 
neither  penalties  nor  disabilities  by  law;  or 
you  may  take  an  extreme  course,  and  may 
impose  on  them  both  penalties  and  disabi- 
lities by  law;  or  you  may  take  a  third 
course,  which  I  have  heard  advocated  m 
this  House,  and  never  more  earnestly  tbaa 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  and  the  supporters  of  which  are 
accustomed  to  say,  *'  Don't  lot  us  punish, 
don't  let  us  bang — ^the  yotaries  of  these 
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doctrines,  but  let  us  keep  them  from 
power.*'  But  what  can  be  more  unrea- 
sonable than  this  ?  You  admit  the  Roman 
Catholic  to  political  power  in  this  House, 
and  jou  dispense  him  from  the  oath  of  su- 
premacy, instead  of  which  he  takes  another 
oath  on  his  entrance  among  us;  and  yet  he 
remains  liable  to  pains  and  penalties  for  in- 
fringing this  statute  for  enforcing  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Crown  which  you  hare  not  re- 
pealed. Is  it  not  unfitting  that  the  House 
should  allow  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  remain 
on  the  Statute-book,  of  which  the  best  de- 
fence is  that  it  is  never  executed  ?  Taking  a 
fair  view  of  the  matter  of  the  Bill,  as  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kinsale,  it  hardly  can  be  asked  that 
we  should  not  pass  this  part  of  the  Bill 
because  it  goes  to  repeal  an  enactment 
that  nerer  will  be  executed.  If  so,  why 
not  affirm  this  proposition,  that  we  will 
nerer  repeal  any  statute  that  is  never  exe- 
cuted? Sir,  I  think  we  should  disgrace 
ourselves,  and  injure  the  character  of  this 
country,  by  hesitating  about  our  vote  as  to 
the  provisions  contained  on  the  second 
page  of  the  Bill ;  and  this  applies  also  to 
the  greater  part  of  the  provisions  on  the 
next  page.  Now,  as  to  the  first  of  these, 
for  the  repeal  of  the  law  against  the  bring- 
ing in  and  putting  in  execution  of  bulls, 
writings,  or  instruments,  and  other  super- 
stitious things  from  the  see  of  Rome,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford,  was  mistaken — he  must  pardon 
me  for  saying  so— in  what  he  has  said;  for 
he  said,  that  this  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kinsale *s  Bill  was  un- 
necessary, because  that  law  against  the 
importation  of  bulls,  writings,  or  instru- 
ments, or  other  superstitious  things,  from 
the  see  of  Rome,  was  done  away  with  by 
the  Act  of  last  Session.  But  what  was 
really  repealed  by  the  Act  of  last  Session  ? 
Why,  the  Act  against  the  importation  of 
bulls,  writings,  or  instruments,  or  other 
superstitious  things,  was  repealed,  *'  so  far 
only  as  the  same  imposes  the  penalties  or 
punishments  therein  mentioned;*'  but  it 
was  also  expressly  declared  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Act  to  *'  authorize,  or  ren- 
der it  lawful,  for  any  person  or  persons  to 
import,  bring  in,  or  put  in  execution  with- 
in this  realm,  any  such  bulls,  writings,  or 
instruments;  and  that  in  all  respects,  save 
as  to  the  said  penalties  or  punishments, 
the  law  shall  continue  the  same  as  if  this 
enactment  had  not  been  made.**  The  effect 
of  this  is  to  leave  the  bringing  in  a  bull,  a 
rescript,  or  an  Agn%u  Dei  into  this  king- 
>  eubject  to  fiLe  imd  impriioiiiiieiii>  m 


for  a  misdemeanour.  Now  I  must  say, 
that  it  a  little  weakens  the  respect  which 
I  must  feel  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Spooner),  to  hear  him  aaj 
to  the  House,  as  he  did  in  one  of  the  de- 
bates on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kinsale,  of  last  Session,  that 
he  could  not  reconcile  to  his  conscience  the 
repeal  of  a  law  which  made  those  who 
brought  in  bulls  from  Rome  liable  to  be 
hanged,  drawn,  and  quartered.  Is  it  really 
meant  to  continue  legislating  for  the  Ro- 
man Catholics,  so  as  to  prevent  their  im- 
porting a  crucifix  from  Rome,  without  be- 
ing liable  to  pains  and  penalties?  Is  it 
really  meant  to  maintain  that  law  ?  Sir» 
it  seems  to  me,  that  as  to  these  provisions, 
and  until  we  come  down  to  those  parts  of 
the  Bill  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Man- 
her  for  Kinsale  declares  that  he  it  wiUing 
to  modify,  we  come  to  nothing  which  we 
ought  to  dispute  about.  Then,  Sir,  sup- 
posing that  those  latter  parts  of  the  Bill 
may  be  objectionable,  was  it  ever  heard  of 
that  a  Bill  generally  approved  of,  was  ever 
thrown  out  on  the  second  reading  for  a 
clause  which  the  Member  who  brought  it  in 
declared  that  he  was  willing  to  modify? 
But,  Sir,  having  said  this,  I  must  also  say, 
that  I  think  it  would  be  most  inexpedient 
and  unjustifiable  to  confer  on  Roman  Ca- 
tholic ecclesiastics  the  power  of  making 
the  processions  of  their  church  in  public  in 
this  country.  Even  James  the  Second, 
when  he  was  treating  with  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  Scotland,  thought  it  necessary 
for  the  public  peace  that  no  processions 
should  pass  through  the  streets;  and  I 
must  say,  I  think  to  allow  it,  would  be 
most  objectionable,  because  1  believe  that 
it  would  lead  to  violations  of  decency  and 
disturbances  of  the  public  peace.  1  am 
convinced  that  no  procession  could  pass 
through  the  streets  without  something  oc- 
curring that  must  be  ofiensive  to  the  feel- 
ings of  every  Roman  Catholic.  I  think 
few  processions  could  take  place  without 
leading  to  disturbance  or  breach  of  the 

{>eace.  UoligiouB  processions  arc  not  al- 
owe<l  in  India,  though,  if  there  l»e  a  toler- 
ant Govenimcnt  on  the  face  of  the  earth, 
1  think  it  is  the  Government  of  India;  yet 
they  constantly  prohibit  the  processions  of 
the  Mahometans,  because  such  prooessioos 
would  be  dangerous  to  the  public  peace 
from  the  risk  of  collision  with  the  followers 
of  Ali  and  Omar ;  and  I  must  say  that  1 
have  no  objection  to  any  law  which  pre- 
vents the  celebration  in  public  of  Roman 
Catholic  rites,  which  when  celebrated  in 
piiUie»  wn  likely  to  be  celebmled  i 
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circnmstances  of  indecency  or  outrage. 
Then,  with  respect  to  religious  societies 
and  orders,  I  do  not  think  it  a  just  or 
reasonahle  thing  that  an  English  Roman 
Catholic  subject,  for  being  a  member  of  an 
order — a  Franciscan  for  instance — should 
be  banished  the  country,  and  if  he  returns 
should  be  hanged.  It  is  perfectly  clear 
that  such  an  enactment  cannot  be  enforced. 
Everybody  knows  that  there  are  regular 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  Rome  in  this  coun- 
try, but  still  not  a  single  human  being 
dares,  or  ever  will  dare,  to  put  the  law 
against  them  in  execution.  But,  Sir,  while 
I  say  that,  I  have  no  objection  to  that 
which  many  persons  think  of  importance, 
I  do  not  see  why  a  system  of  registration 
should  be  objectionable;  I  cannot  think 
that  the  religious  orders  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  could  object  to  that.  My  objection 
is  to  enacting  a  punishment  against  a  man 
for  being  a  Franciscan;  but  it  is  not  to 
punish  a  man  for  being  a  Franciscan,  to 
oblige  him  to  tell  the  country  that  he  is 
one.  Sir,  with  respect  to  the  Jesuits,  I 
am  far  from  giving  credit  to  all  the  idle 
scandal  that  may  be  wandering  over  Eng- 
land or  France  about  them;  but  I  say, 
that  if  a  person,  who  is  a  Jesuit,  is  found 
mingling  in  society,  and  disguising  the 
fact  that  he  is  so,  such  a  person  would  be 
a  just  object  of  suspicion  to  the  heads  of 
families  with  whom  he  associates,  that  he 
is  there  for  the  purposes  of  conversion. 
Therefore,  I  think  that  it  is  desirable  there 
should  be  some  system  of  registration,  un- 
der which  it  shall  be  known  who  are,  and 
who  are  not,  members  of  religious  orders 
in  this  country.  That  I  think  is  perfectly 
compatible  with  religious  liberty,  and  also 
necessary  for  the  security  of  society. 

Mr.  FINCH  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men (Mr.  Macaulay)  had  stated  very  truly 
that  every  Roman  Catholic  in  existence 
did,  in  some  sense  or  other,  admit  the  spi- 
ritual supremacy  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome. 
It  was  equally  true  that  the  Sovereign  of 
this  country  was  here  supreme  in  spiritual 
and  temporal  things.  A  religious  system 
like  that  of  the  Church  of  Rome  must, 
therefore,  be  adverse  to  the  Royal  prero- 
gative, and  the  letter  of  the  English  con- 
stitution. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
inquired  if  any  one  would  venture  to  prose- 
cute Dr.  Wiseman;  but  the  case  which  he 
had  suggested  was  an  extreme  one,  and 
would  not  bear  argument.  No  one  ever 
imagined  that  the  law  was  to  be  brought 
to  bear  in  every  case. "  It  had  been  obso- 
lete for  upwards  of  200  years;  but  should 


the  Church  of  Rome  obtain  much  greater 
influence  —  and  her  ambition  was  well 
known — the  retention  of  such  a  power 
would  be  of  very  considerable  importance, 
lie  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  penalty 
might  not  be  too  great;  and  if  any  hon. 
Member  was  desirous  of  reducing  the  pe- 
nalty, he  (Mr.  Finch)  should  be  happy  to 
second  the  Motion;  but  to  say  that  there 
was  to  be  no  penalty  at  all,  was  going  A 
little  too  far.  And  although  hon.  Mem- 
bers might  denounce  any  attempt  at  inter- 
ference with  Dr.  Wiseman,  or  any  other 
Roman  Catholic,  for  merely  preaching  4 
sermon  in  favour  of  the  Pope's  preroga- 
tive, yet  it  did  not  at  all  follow  that  if 
those  doctrines  were  put  forth  in  a  more 
contumelious  and  ofl'ensive  form,  the  power 
of  checking  them  ought  not  to  exist.  But 
after  all,  that  was  one  of  the  least  objec- 
tionable parts  of  the  Bill;  but  still  on  con- 
stitutional principles  he  felt  bound  to  op- 
pose it.  He  now  came  to  what  had  been 
said  respecting  the  public  exercise  of 
the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion.  From  his  knowledge  of 
the  Protestant  population  of  the  country, 
he  was  perfectly  convinced  that  such  a 
proceeding  would  offend  their  feelings  in 
the  highest  degree.  Nay,  their  feelings 
were  so  strong  on  the  subject,  that  if  such 
processions  should  be  tolerated,  they  would 
expect  the  Divine  judgment  to  come  upon 
them.  The  promise  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  modify  the  Bill,  was  not,  in 
his  opinion,  a  justification  for  the  House 
to  read  it  a  second  time.  He  was  alto- 
gether incredulous  as  to  the  possibility  of 
wording  a  clause  which  would  altogether 
prevent  such  processions  from  taking  place 
in  some  degree  or  other.  When  the  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  introduced  the  Bill, 
he  ought  to  have  laid  it  on  the  Table  in 
the  most  complete  shape;  and  if  he  felt  con- 
fident that  he  could  shape  a  clause  so  as 
to  obviate  all  objections,  let  him  withdraw 
the  Bill,  and  introduce  it  again  in  a  more 
perfect  shape.  These  processions  would 
be  attended  with  the  greatest  inconve- 
nience, and  would  be  considered  an  insult 
to  the  Protestant  feeling  of  the  country. 
Not  less  than  fifteen-sixteenths  of  the  po- 
pulation of  this  country  were  Protestants; 
and  whilst  hon.  Members  talked  of  consult- 
ing the  feelings  of  the  Roman  Catholics, 
they  ought  also  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  consulting  the  feelings  of  the  Protes- 
tants; and  he  considered  it  not  at  all  in- 
consistent with  the  spirit  of  toleration  thftt 
the  feelings  of  the  great  mass  of  the  po- 
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pulstion  should  be  regarded  with  some 
respect.  With  respect  to  what  had  been 
said  on  the  subject  of  religious  orders,  it 
was  well  known  that  they  were  most  inti- 
mately bound  to  the  head  of  the  Romish 
Church.  It  was  said  the  secular  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  Rome  deriTed  their  orders 
from  the  Apostles,  but  the  regular  clergy 
derived  their  existence  from  Rome;  and  the 
Jesuits,  Franciscans,  Dominicans,  and 
many  others  were  inclined  to  preach  the 
prerogative  of  Rome  to  the  highest  pitch. 
The  belief  in  the  superior  authority  of  the 
Pope  was  in  direct  opposition  to  their  al- 
legiance to  the  Queen,  and  if  brought  into 
play  might,  in  the  end,  terminate  in  open 
insurrection.  The  Roman  Catholics  were 
most  zealous  in  making  proselytes,  and  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Stonyhurst  thousands 
were  under  the  influence  of  the  Jesuits. 
They  were  employed  in  a  similar  manner 
in  the  county  of  Leicester;  and  whenever 
they  located  themselves  in  a  place,  they 
quickly  invaded  the  neighbouring  popula- 
tion, and  were  gradually  extending  their 
influence  all  over  the  country.  In  propor- 
tion as  the  monastic  orders  gained  power, 
in  proportion  would  there  bo  an  imperium 
in  imperio — a  body  of  men  pretending  to 
uphold  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  against 
the  Government,  who  would  have  as  much 
difficulty  in  governing  England  as  they  had 
experienced  with  regard  to  the  sister  coun- 
try. He  did  not  wish  to  revive  the  accusa- 
tions which  had  been  brought  against  the 
Jesuits  in  former  times;  but  if  any  one 
wished  for  information  on  the  subject,  he 
would  refer  them  to  the  writings  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh,  and  the  History  of  the  Re- 
formation,  by  Rancke.  The  system  laid 
down  by  Loyola,  he  would  dismiss  from  his 
mind  altogether;  and,  taking  the  society  as 
it  existed  at  the  present  day,  he  considered 
it  a  most  awful  institution,  and  for  this 
reason,  that  the  principle  of  obedience  was 
laid  down  to  an  extent  not  known  in  any 
other  order.  They  were  as  much  bound 
to  obedience  as  soldiers  were  bound  to 
obey  their  officers;  and  the  thousands  who 
were  dispersed  about  in  different  countries, 
were  liable  to  be  put  in  motion  by  one 
Apring,  and  directed  simultaneously  to  one  I 
common  object.  Possessed  of  an  immense  | 
deal  of  talent,  zeal,  and  enterprise,  their  { 
devotion  to  the  Church  of  Rome  was  most ! 
profound.  They  wore  connected  with  every  I 
class — mixed  up  with  the  press — entered  | 
into  every  grade  of  society — possessed  ' 
great  political  influence,  and,  if  made  to  | 


move  in  one  direction,  would  become  » 
most  formidable  body  of  men;  and  he  was 
quite  persuaded  that  if  monastic  institu- 
tions were  to  be  permitted  to  extend 
throughout  the  country  without  restriction, 
the  most  serious  difficulties  would  arise. 
His  apology  for  interfering  with  the  Church 
of  Rome  was  this — ^he  would  give  the  fullest 
toleration  to  every  Church  in  existence 
except  the  Church  of  Rome.  ["Oh!"]  He 
was  not  surprised  at  that  exclamation,  and 
admitted  that  he  had  taken  %  somewhat 
strong  position,  but  trusted  to  justify  him- 
self by  sufficient  reason.  The  Church  of 
Rome  was,  first  of  all,  opposed  to  the  Royal 
prerogative  of  this  country;  she  was  dao 
opposed  to  our  Protestant  constitution;  she 
was  opposed  to  the  independence  of  every 
Church  in  existence ;  and  she  was  opposed 
in  her  very  essence  to  liberty  of  conscience; 
and  that  was  not  the  case  with  respect  to  any 
other  Church.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  every  Roman  Catholic  believed 
some  spiritual  supremacy  to  be  rested  in 
the  Pope;  but  every  Roman  Catholic  also 
believed  the  Church  of  Rome  to  be  the 
mistress  of  all  other  churches.  That  was 
part  of  the  creed  of  every  Roman  Catholic 
in  existence.  Consequently  the  Romish 
Church  aspired  to  universal  dominion,  and, 
as  far  as  her  power  extended,  was  hostile 
to  the  independence  of  every  existing 
Church.  The  Church  of  Rome  was  dis- 
tinguished from  every  other  Church,  and 
therefore  he  could  give  that  full  measure 
of  toleration  to  other  Churches  which  he 
could  not  give  to  the  Church  of  Rome. 
But  if  the  Roman  Catholics  should  consi- 
der this  intolerant,  let  them  show  a  little 
religious  reciprocity.  In  Franco  and  Bel- 
gium, liberal  Governments  had  broken  down 
the  power  of  the  Church  of  Rome.  But 
in  Spain  nothing  like  religious  liberty  could 
be  found;  and  that  as  little  existed  in 
Portugal,  might  be  inferred  from  the  pro- 
ceedings at  Madeira  with  respect  to  Dr. 
Kalley.  The  Roman  Catholic  Sutes  of 
Austria  were  without  religious  liberty;  and 
no  vestige  of  it  could  be  found  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  Italy.  This 
country  had  now  been  at  peace  with  Rome 
for  thirty- two  years,  and  English  residents 
had  spent  thousands  there;  but  up  to  this 
moment  they  had  never  obtained  frum  the 
Bidhop  of  Rome  permission  to  build  one 
English  church  within  that  bii^hopric.  If 
the  Roman  Catholics  called  him  intolerant, 
he  would  recommend  them  to  endeavour  te 
persuade  their  clergy  and  their  vicar-apos- 
tolic, headed  by  the  Earl  of  Shrewsbury 
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and  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  to  present  a  pe- 
tition to  the  Pope  praying  him  to  proclaim 
religious  liberty.  [An Hon.  Member:  It 
is  not  usual  to  petition  the  Pope.]  Then 
(said  the  hon.  Gentlemafi,  in  conclusion) 
**let  them  go  in  person,  or  send  a  deputa- 
tion; and  when  they  have  established  reli- 
gious liberty  throughout  the  papal  do- 
minions, let  them  accuse  us  of  intolerance 
and  persecution  towards  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  this  country,  because  we  refuse 
them  the  few  remaining  privileges,  which 
are  withheld  simply  because  we  believe 
them  to  be  hostile  to  the  form  of  the  Bri- 
tish constitution,  to  the  state  of  the  law, 
to  the  Royal  prerogative,  and  to  the  safety 
and  security  of  the  Protestant  commu- 
nity." 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  O'BRIEN  thought,  in 
order  to  have  established  the  analogy  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House,  should  have  shown  that  there 
was  no  other  country  besides  this  which 
inflicted  the  punishment  of  transportation 
for  life  for  holding  a  particular  religious 
opinion.  Something,  too,  had  been  said 
about  the  dark  ages  ;  but  he  could  not  un- 
derstand, unless  they  were  in  the  dark 
ages  now,  how  any  hon.  Member  could 
keep  the  House  waiting  hours  to  debate  a 
subject  of  this  nature.  It  was  an  invi- 
dious distinction  to  allow  the  mayor  and 
alderman  of  a  town  to  join  a  procession  be- 
because  they  were  Protestants,  and  not 
allow  any  others  to  go  in  procession  be- 
cause they  might  happen  to  be  of  a  differ- 
ent persuasion.  The  Bill  should  go  a  little 
further  in  his  opinion,  and  the  Roman 
Catholics  ought  not  to  be  contented  until 
they  had  the  full  liberty  which  was  allowed 
to  their  fellow-countrymen.  As  the  law 
now  stood,  the  highest  and  most  distin- 
guished member  of  the  bar  of  Ireland,  had 
been  prevented  from  obtaining  the  highest 
honour  of  his  profession  because  he  was 
a  Roman  Catholic.  Sir  M.  0*Loghlen, 
who  ought  to  have  been  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor of  Ireland,  had  been  deprived  of  this 
honour  because  he  was  a  Roman  Catholic. 
The  same  applied  to  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the  duties  of  which 
there  was  no  earthly  reason  to  show  why 
they  might  not  be  as  efficiently  performed 
by  a  Roman  Catholic  as  by  a  Protestant. 
Then  as  to  the  oaths.  Why,  could  there  be 
anything  more  offensive  than  the  difference 
in  the  oahts  which  hon.  Members  differing 
in  religions  opinions  were  obliged  to  take 
on  entering  that  House  ?  But  if  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  secure  a  better  feeling 
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among  the  Roman  Catholics,  he  only  hoped 
the  measure  now  before  the  House  would 
have  that  effect. 

Mr.  SPOONER  trusted  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  say  a  few  words  in 
reply  to  the  personal  remark  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  (Mr.  Macaulay).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  on  the  last  discussion 
on  this  Bill,  he  (Mr.  Spooner)  said,  that 
he  would  not  consent  to  that  clause  which 
made  legal  the  introduction  of  bulls,  even 
although  the  person  introducing  them  might 
be  liable  to  be  hanged,  drawn,  and  quar- 
tered. Now  he  (Mr.  Spooner)  begged  to 
say  that  this  was  a  complete  misrepre* 
sentation  of  every  word  which  he  uttered, 
of  the  opinions  which  he  held,  and  of  the 
arguments  which  he  endeavoured  to  use 
on  that  occasion.  The  House  was  in  Com- 
mittee at  the  time;  and  although  the  de- 
bate was  reported  very  briefly,  sufficient 
was  given  to  answer  the  accusation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  and  the  remark 
which  afterwards  feU  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Recorder  for 
Dublin  (Mr.  Shaw)  completely  confirmed 
what  he  (Mr.  Spooner)  now  stated.  On 
that  occasion  he  asked  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral this  question  :— 

"  Before  I  give  mj  vote,  I  call  upon  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  to  answer  this  question  :  You 
are  now  going  to  take  away  all  the  penalties  which 
by  the  statute  law  attach  to  the  introduction  of 
bulls  into  this  country.  I  wish  to  be  informed 
upon  this  point — If  a  bull  is  introduced  into  this 
country  when  it  is  only  cognizable  by  the  common 
law,  if  the  bull  itself  is  an  innocent  document  per 
se,  will  the  common  law  prevent  its  being  brought 
in?" 

The  answer  given  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was,  •*  Certainly  not.**  He 
(Mr.  Spooner)  then  said  on  that  account 
ho  could  not  admit  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
which  should  make  legal  the  introduction 
of  a  bull  which  upon  the  very  face  of  it 
recognised  the  supremacy  of  a  foreign 
prince.  He  guarded  himself  by  saying  that 
ho  was  anxious  that  the  severe  penalties 
which  then  attached  to  the  introduction  of 
a  bull  should  be  repealed;  and  he  suggested 
to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  RusseU)  the 
propriety  of  withdrawing  the  clause,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  better  considered, 
because  although  he  decidedly  objected  to 
the  penalties,  he  could  not  consent  to  the 
removal  of  the  statute  law.  He  would  now 
read  the  words  which  he  used  on  that 
occasion : — 

"  Mr.  Spooner  objected  to  the  next  clause,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  violate  the  oath  of  Bapr»- 
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BmM*.    V1u'.1    IK'.   f-.rLL     VXftS     sat    iliTtup.    fiXujS 

«avbi   !*  i-L.'.'w*^  V.   :i.->rH-*  a.  lij  »:fcj  *ui 
vbereu  -J**  ?•.**  -w^tLjC  lar*  ii,t  i<'»-*r  ^7  lis 

•MBi»7.     ait  |rtf%M*^  :w  :«>:>jt  L:ra  w  p:ifCjaGB«  ] 
scfiR  I*  xiM'jn  hjj  CM-ufc*ed.     E*  ix»-.t^  lie  ! 

if  ta»  rfyMitr.-ji  ni  zjtt  Cryngi  tiiit  «m  ms  »- 


His  tavL   Fr.m4  ^d  ii'.(i  Mwm  i«  uiAtncuvd  tJie 

»«  frv=.  *-#ni;r  i'A*.  tvt  'ffo.^j'/L  l»w  './'.•i_,:  pis^»i 
tbtr  •.^•*».  :/ fr.ieaa.tv^.  ».•  k  zui«d*i:j^*s»^.  TV 
pUu.»A'S^»il4  Wi4»tr  *.£«  oA  Avi  v«r*  k^£'M<;j 
U*  Mr««r».     H.«  JM/:^  FnHfld  f.  mm- J  cA  ZMi,  «fr- 

It  WM  p^wtlr  cl«*r  from  whmt  b«  had 
qvouyj,  thftt  Le  bad  «:xpr«rv«f^  hixDMlf  in 
U;ni:i%  th*r  Ttnr  coniranr  to  tL'j««  which  th* 
riirht  hon.  Ofrnt Ionian  tb«  IfemW  for 
Ed:fjbur;^ri  K4/J  tLoujdit  fit.  without  the 
iiighUr^t  fr/QD'latioD.  but  OD  the  Oierc:  ima- 

f ^nation  of  t^i«  moment,  u>  «ttribDt«  to  him. 
i«  had  r^rrUiDW  W\X  Tear  sut«<d  that  his 
great  objection  t/>  tho  km  wa.«.  that  it  wai 
MMtker  ififoiad  ou  the  Prote&unt  con?utu- 
tioD  of  tbi%  eouhtry;  and  that  if  thej  allowed 
h  to  pM«,  tber  would  be  ioMrting  a  wedi;e 
which  would  be  driv«?n  home  by  others 
without  v.-rupl';.   \\*:  wan  contirmcrd  in  that 

3»inion  bj  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
eoiUrr  for  Limerick  in  the  prc'!>ent  di9co»- 
tion.  The  hon.  Member,  though  a  Pro- 
te«Unt,  told  them  that  he  would  not  be 
eontent'.'d  until  the  n.'>trictions  were  re- 
mov'.'d  which  prer f.'nted  a  Ruman  Catholic 
being  apf/^iinted  Lord  Chanct-IIor  of  Ire- 
land. Nor  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  §top 
there,  but  w^nt  on  to  fttate  that  even  with 
regard  to  th«:  oflif.-c  of  Lord  Lieutenant, 
the  repn»"'rntativ<;  of  Maj«f«tj  in  the  fii^ter 
kingdom,  all  f^u^'h  rvttriction^  ihould  be 
remored.  Grant  thf^"e  d<.*Tnand0,  and  thej 
would  Vion  find  bon.  Ocntb.-men  coming 
forwanl  with  a  nropr^-al  f*jT  thp  removal  of 
the  restriction  which  comp«'lled  the  Monarch 
of  thii  kingdom  to  >x*  a  l'rot<'«tant.  The 
hon.  and  l«*anj«'d  M«-mJKT  for  Winchester 
had  a-kcd  why  hf  «>hould  impugn  the  reli- 

E'on  of  nearly  all  Knro|»e  ?    The  hun.  and 
arned   Ucntlcman  haJ  cTidcntlj  nerer 


aftled   1^ 
aai  ^jiAffveA 


tke  J ■■  •£ 

he  wo>iy  Mt  lnv0 
He  taU  tW  hfltt. 

tkas  he  spvgBed 
it  to  be  Dtt  oalj 


aottberfc^psB  of  tkeBiUe,  bat  a  rdifioa 
cinctrmrr  uTibe  Balie.  Tbes  wms  bia  bcfief, 
EDd  BO  c^v^vT  wivli  ever  prercnt  bifli 
deria*^  vbas  ^  Fr— 1  C«^<»lie  religMMi 
wu  ZK4  fcMCkdeid  9n  ^  Bible.  For  jeart 
titer  Lad  ia  tld»  €<wbmui  bees  deriatiBg 
frcG  t^  Prc«effiasi  prniEBlet  of  the  cob* 
rdrztk'^ — tr-ej  had  t«fia  dbilT  loeng  their 
Prcc«nai.t  ciiarair^er :  asd  W  1 
to  aT?w  ihat  be  WSeT«a  xa  bis  < 
that  that  was  coe  c(  the  aaaj  ra—ee  wbj 
thif  c-TZLizy  bad  hKn  to  a£ei«d  bj  DxTiaa 
P^:t^-ie:>^e.  He  5!^>::ji  dc*t  Laxe  sdiTtaaed 
the  Hc'Cs^.  if  he  h^  aot  hecs  so  djaKxfi- 
alily  anackeid  by  the  right  )>:«.  Geatlrwaa 
the  MesVer  f.-r  Eiiabcrch.  He  onld 
cot  ct  down  wi-J«:-ct  Aatzikg  that  he  wv^d 
Dit  shrink  firvic  erpreaaing  Lia  ofnrjea  wick 
regard  to  any  meamre  Uke  the  preMKt, 
and  that  he  w<w3d  give  a  dcodcd  Tvfet 
against  the  introdixtM  cf  the  Bin. 

Mm.  MACACLAY  :  C»iie  woni  hy  waj 
of  exjAanation.  If  I  hare  done  the  raiillft 
injtistice  to  the  boiL  Gcctlcflmn  ta  what  I 
hare  said.  I  wiD  at  onee  retract  it  asd  aak 
his  pardon  :  btit  I  hare  not  stated  any  ar- 
griments  which  are  not  clearly  to  be  de- 
monstrated from  the  rery  aatboritT  ta 
which  he  has  referred.  The  qaestioa  a»> 
der  discussion  was,  "  Shall  a  Uw  paia  tke 
Legislature  which  shall  hare  the  effect  of 
reducing  the  punishment  for  asserting  tke 
papal  supremacy,  to  fine  and  impiiaos* 
ment  ?**  On  that  clause  being  propoaed, 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  he  has  jott  Mid, 
declared  that  he  would  oppose  it,  and  wooM 
diride  the  House  upon  it.  Then  rote  tke 
ri^rht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Recorder  Ibr 
Dublin,  and  declared  that  it  was  out  of  all 
que>tion  to  reuin  the  extreme  penalty,  for 
**  the  punishments  under  the  old  Act  wen 
admitted  to  be  too  serero.**  [Mr.  Srooimi: 
Read  on.]  And  then  the  right  hon.  Oca- 
tieman  said,  '*  It  was  clear  that  the  sute 
of  thi-  law  was  not  to  be  changed  in  anr 
respect  but  in  the  abolition  of  penalties;  ' 
up^ju  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Birminc* 
ham.  adhering  to  his  own  opinion,  aaid* 
'*  Seeing  the  feeling  of  the  House,  he  would 
not  diTide  on  the  Motion,  but  wonld  con- 
tent himself  with  merely  protesting  agaiBst 
the  Bill." 

Mr.  SPOONER  :  If  the  riebt  boo. 
Gentleman  will  refer  to  what  the  Recorder 
for  DnUiii  said,  he  will  find  he  itaied  that 
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I  would  not  myself  defend  these  punish- 
ments. 

Me.  MACAULAY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Recorder  for  Duhlin  ex- 
pressed his  confidence  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  would  not  approve  of  the 
punishments,  and  therefore  called  upon 
nim  to  Tote  for  the  Bill.  But  when  the 
Recorder  sat  down,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ohjected  to  the  Bill,  and  protested  against 
it;  but  he  would  not  divide,  because  the 
sense  of  the  House  was  against  him.  What 
the  hon.  Gentleman  now  complains  of  is, 
that  I  do  not  take  his  sense  ^om  the  Re- 
corder of  Dublin,  but  from  himself. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  trusted  they  would 
proceed  to  remove  the  penalties,  which 
were  confessed  to  be  of  no  value,  but 
which  tended  to  keep  up  irritation,  and 
promoted  no  good  end.  He  did  not  think 
the  attacks  upon  the  Jesuits,  because  they 
were  under  vows,  were  merited,  for  all  the 
orders  were  under  vows;  but  they  were 
not  bound  to  attend  to  them  if  they  were 
contrary  to  morality.  If  the  vows  were 
against  morality,  they  were  bound  to  dis- 
obey and  utterly  to  disregard  them.  With 
respect  to  the  clause  about  processions,  he 
did  not  wish  to  retain  it,  for  he  thought 
nothing  oould  be  more  objectionable  than 
any  species  of  religious  processions;  and 
even  in  Catholic  countries,  as  there  were 
many  of  other  religions  existing,  he  wished 
they  were  done  away  with ;  and  he  did  not 
for  himself  see  any  objection  to  a  registra- 
tion of  the  religious  orders,  but  such  a  re- 
gistration should  not  be  confined  to  one 
particular  sect.  With  those  changes  in 
the  Bill,  was  the  hon.  Gentleman  ready  to 
give  his  assistance  to  remove  from  the  le- 
gislation of  this  country  those  restrictions 
which  were  upon  the  Statute-book,  but 
which  it  was  now  morally  impossible  to 
enforce,  and  which,  if  the  Catholic  Church 
should  obtain  the  power  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen asserted,  it  would  in  point  of  fact 
be  impossible  to  enforce  ?  It  had  been  said 
that  the  proportion  of  Catholics  in  this 
country  was  small;  but  they  were  seven- 
eighths  of  the  population  in  Ireland,  and 
nearly  one-fourth  of  the  whole  kingdom: 
that  was  a  **  great  fact,''  and  it  was  a  fact 
which  must  be  recognized.  He  did  not 
know  that  he  could  add  anything  to  the 
arguments  which  had  been  advanced  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill;  and  that  was  not  the  time 
to  go  into  the  history  of  the  benefit  derived 
from  the  religious  orders,  without  whom 
the  classical  authors  would  have  been 
wholly  loBt;  and  he  would  not  then  speak 


of  the  other  admirable  services  they  h&i  at 
all  times  rendered.  But  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred  to  the  course  pursued  in 
countries  which  he  called  Catholic.  He 
had  spoken  of  Spain  :  was  that  rightly  to 
be  styled  a  Catholic  coimtry,  where  if  the 
religion  were  not  persecuted,  it  was  inter- 
fered with  in  every  possible  way?  In 
France,  the  religion  only  existed  on  suffer- 
ance; it  was  constantly  attacked,  and 
when  any  Catholic  prelate  wrote  in  its  de- 
fence, he  received  a  reprimand.  Austria 
could  scarcely  be  considered,  so  far  as  the 
Government  went,  as  Catholic  at  all;  there 
was  an  interference  which  was  little  short 
of  persecution,  and  the  appointments  in 
the  Church  were  made  in  the  same  way  as 
would  be  those  of  corporals  in  the  army. 
And,  indeed,  in  all  the  foreign  countries, 
the  religion  was  not  as  religion  ought  te 
be.  He  would  not  enter  into  the  ease  of 
Dr.  Kalley  in  Madeira,  but  he  could  prove 
that  Dr.  E>alley  had  been  guilty  of  the 
grossest  imprudence.  He  would  rather 
leave  the  discussion  in  the  more  able  hands 
of  those  who  were  not  of  the  Catholic  reli- 
gion, and  he  had  only  risen  to  express  his 
wish  for  some  stringent  provision  against 
all  processions,  and  to  explain  that  he  felt 
no  objection  to  a  proper  registratioii  of  the 
religious  orders. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  pereeivei 
that  the  promoters  of  the  BiU  had  deter- 
mined upon  the  same  course  which  thev 
had  on  previous  similar  occasions  pnrsnedy 
namely,  to  argue  as  though  the  whole 
question  were  to  be  taken  for  granted. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  for  in- 
stance, had  begged  the  whole  question:  his 
speech  had  been  from  the  beginning  one 
conclusion.  The  hon.  Member  had  told 
them  of  the  restrictions  placed  upon  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  even  in  Catholic 
countries,  and  proposed  that  this  Protes- 
tant country  should  set  them  a  bright  ex- 
ample, and  exhibit  a  degree  of  tolerance 
which  Roman  Catholic  countries  did  not 
find  it  consistent  with  their  safety  to  con- 
cede to  their  own  Church.  He  admitted 
that  the  existence  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  this  country  was  a  great  fact; 
and  he  thought  he  was  fairly  entitled  to 
argue  from  that  circumstance  that  liie 
Church  and  the  professors  of  its  doctrines 
suffered  no  disability  that  was  really  inju- 
rious, or  that  tended  to  impede  their  pro- 
gress. He  was  glad  that  this  was  so;  and 
if  it  could  be  proved  that  the  professors  of 
that  religion  were  subject  to  any  real  griev- 
ance, he  cAioidd  he  most  roady  to  rwnoveit, 
B2 
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for  he  hated  persecution.  But  what  was 
the  measure  now  before  them  ?  They 
were  told  that  it  was  to  repeal  certain 
enactments,  many  of  which  were  not  so 
much  of  a  religious  as  of  a  constitutional 
character.  Why  were  they  asked  to  re- 
peal these  enactments  ?  They  were  told, 
because  they  were  unworthy  of  the  age; 
They  might  as  well  say  that  the  Protes- 
tant constitution  was  unworthy  of  the  age; 
and,  indeed,  he  often  felt  there  was  a  diffi- 
culty in  maintaining  their  Protestant  con- 
stitution with  that  full  tolerance  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  which  had  been  already 
conceded.  Thb  whole  scope  of  the  present 
Bill  was  to  knock  down  every  restriction 
that  now  existed,  and  to  build  up  nothing. 
He  denied  that  the  present  state  of  the  law, 
as  regarding  the  acknowledgment  of  the 
supremacy  of  the  Pope,  was  in  the  state  it 
was  represented  to  be  by  the  right  hon. 
Paymaster  of  the  Forces.  It  was  only 
when  the  supremacy  of  the  Pope  was  "ad- 
visedly, maliciously,  and  directly  publicly 
•et  forth,"  that  it  became  a  crime  ; 
and  when  the  question  was  debated  in 
another  place,  that  was  stated  to  be 
the  effect  of  the  law  by  the  then  high- 
est legal  authority  in  the  country.  He 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  denied,  therefore,  that 
there  was  anything  in  the  words  sought 
to  be  repealed  by  the  Bill,  which  could 
impose  penalties  on  a  Roman  Catholic 
for  the  quiet  and  orderly  observance  or 
profession  of  his  religion.  It  was  not  very 
easy  to  understand  the  exact  intention  of 
the  Bill;  it  appeared  that  it  did  not  contem- 
plate the  admission  of  Roman  Catholics  to 
the  privileges  and  emoluments  of  the  Uni- 
versities. But  then  it  did  propose  that  all 
practitioners  of  the  law,  of  whatever  creed, 
should  be  exempted  from  taking  the  oaths 
hitherto  prescribed.  He  should  like  to 
know  the  reason  of  that.  Hitherto  it  had 
been  deemed  advisable  that  certain  oaths 
should  bo  prescribed  to  practitioners  in 
courts  of  law;  and  he  did  not  see  upon 
what  ground  they  were  to  be  exempted 
from  taking  such  oaths.  This  provision 
had  not  been  eonsidered  by  the  Criminal 
Commission,  and  had  been  introduced  into 
the  Bill  since  it  had  been  before  the  House 
last  year  and  defeated,  but  without  any 
reason  having  been  assigned  for  its  intro- 
duction. It  was  also  proposed  that  Roman 
Catholics  should  bo  relieved  from  the  ne- 
cessity of  taking  the  oath  prescribed  to  be 
taken  by  them  as  a  condition  of  relief 
by  the  Act  of  31  George  III.;  and  by  the 
Act  of  1829,  that  oath  was  required  to  be 


taken  by  Roman  Catholics,  and  no  hard- 
ship was  inflicted  on  them  in  conseqaence, 
for,  in  taking  it,  they  only  declared  that 
the  Pope  possessed  no  civil  or  temporal 
power  in  this  country.  He  begged  to  tdi 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  that  they  had 
done  wisely  in  giving  up  that  portion  of 
the  Bill  which  would  permit  the  wearing  of 
the  ecclesiastical  habits,  and  the  conduct- 
ing of  the  processions  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  in  the  open  streets.  They  knew 
they  dared  not  thrust  these  things  upon  the 
people  of  England;  their  abandonment  of 
these  provisions  showed  that  they  had  a 
painful  consciousness  that  there  was  a 
deep  feeling  in  the  people  opposed  to 
their  propositions.  If  these  processions 
were  permitted,  how  must  they  have  been 
conducted?  Unguarded,  they  would  not 
have  been  safe  from  interruption;  how, 
then,  could  they  be  guarded?  By  the  po- 
lice, it  might  be  answered.  But  he  told 
them  that  no  Government  of  this  country 
dare  send  the  police  to  guard  these  pro- 
cessions througn  the  streets,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  feelings  and  opinions  of 
the  people.  Then  it  had  been  argued 
that  because  there  was  no  law  against  the 
processions  of  the  Roman  Church  in  the 
United  States,  there  ought  to  be  none  in 
England.  In  the  Unit4^  States,  it  was 
true,  there  was  no  law  upon  the  subject ; 
but  they  had  a  code  which  w^nt  under  the 
name  of  *'  Lynch  law,**  which  would  little 
tolerate  any  such  exhibition,  even  if  it  did 
not  militate  against  the  religious  opinions 
of  the  people  ;  and  he  would  g^ve  them  an 
instance  how  little  they  tolerated  even  a 
trifling  departure  from  their  own  mode  of 
thinking.  There  was  a  celebrated  per- 
former, a  German  lady,  staying  at  New 
York.  Her  countrymen  wished  to  sere- 
nade her.  They  did  so  two  nights,  and  he 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  was  there ;  but  it  roused 
the  jealousy  of  those  republicans  so  mnch, 
that  on  the  third  night  the  majesty  of  the 
people,  as  it  was  called,  forsooUi,  collected 
itself  into  a  mob,  and  broke  the  instruments 
of  the  sorenaders  about  their  heads ; 
and  no  further  ouestion  was  asked  about 
the  matter.  Did  they  wish  to  see  such 
a  thing  as  that  happen  in  this  country? 
Did  they  wish  that  a  religious  procession 
should  be  protected  by  the  police,  or 
that  any  protection  should  be  given  to  a 
procession  of  a  particular  creed,  against  the 
feelings  of  this  country  ?  Well,  then,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  told  tbero  to 
forget  the  history  of  the  Roman  Church 
and  of  the  Jesuits;  to  burj  ia  oUivion  all 
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recollection  of  the  troubles  and  persecutions 
they  had  caused.  But  how  in  the  name  of 
common  sense  could  that  be  done  in  legis- 
lating for  a  Church  which  boasted  herself 
**  semper  eadem,''  Were  they  to  forget 
the  history  of  the  Jesuits,  and  that  the 
Catholic  countries  could  not  tolerate  them 
unrestrained,  but  that  it  had  been  found 
necessary  to  expel  them  from  almost  every 
country  in  Europe  ?  From  England  they 
were  expelled  in  1604 ;  from  Venice, 
in  1606 ;  from  Savoy,  in  1729  ;  from 
Portugal,  in  1759;  from  France,  in  1764; 
from  Spain  and  Sicily,  in  1767  ;  and  from 
Malta  and  Parma,  in  1768;  and,  finally, 
they  so  overbore  the  Pontiff  himself,  that 
Pope  Clement  XII.  contemplated  their 
suppression,  but  died  suddenly;  and  Pope 
Clement  XIV.  did  suppress  them,  and 
he  died  very  suddenly  in  the  next  year. 
Were  they  to  be  blind  to  the  circumstances 
of  their  own  time  ?  to  overlook  the  blood- 
shed and  misery  caused  by  the  interference 
of  the  Jesuits  in  Switzerland  ?  Were  they 
to  ignore  the  fact,  that  those  troubles  were 
caused  by  the  Jesuits,  who  grasped  at  the 
education  of  the  freeborn  sons  of  the  Swiss 
Cantons,  and  di'ove  the  people  to  resistance 
by  force  of  arms.  He  could  not  consent  to 
this  measure  ;  in  a  constitutional  point  of 
view,  he  was  bound  not  to  admit  the  claim 
of  a  foreign  prelate  to  such  jurisdiction  as 
was  claimed  on  behalf  of  the  Pope,  in  this 
country ;  for  the  sake  of  religion,  but  not 
more  than  upon  national  grounds,  he  must 
refuse  his  assent  to  this  Bill. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  in  his  speech  to-night,  has  told  us 
that  he  has  been  the  firm  and  unflinching 
defender  of  Roman  Catholic  disabihties; 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Win- 
chester has  appealed  to  me,  and  expressed 
a  hope  that  I  might  prove  the  Peel  of 
1847.  Now  it  is  because  I,  on  the  other 
hand,  have  ever  been  the  firm  and  unflinch- 
ing friend  to  the  removal  of  Roman  Catholic 
disabilities;  and  because  I  feel  that  I  may 
vote  to-night  in  support  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  forKinsale,  without  trench- 
ing upon  the  privileges  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  who 
sits  beside  me,  and  without  at  all  poaching 
upon  the  rights  of  Drayton  Manor,  that  I 
mean  to  support  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kin  sale. 

It  has  been  argued  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  that  these 
laws  are  obsolete,  and  therefore  no  prac- 
tical evils  exist  requiring  to  be  remedied 
by  this  Bill.  Now,  f  these  laws  be  obsolete 


— ^if  they  cannot  be  carried  into  execution 
— if  no  Government  would  now  dare  to 
banish  or  to  transport  a  Jesuit,  an  Angus- 
tinian,  a  Dominican,  a  Cistercian,  or  a 
Franciscan — that  is  reason  enough  why  we 
should  repeal  these  obsolete  laws.  But  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  think  that  these 
laws  can  be  considered  as  obsolete;  and  I 
think  that  there  is  in  their  maintenance  a 
great  practical  evil  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
in  this  land.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  said,  that  there  was 
no  example  since  the  days  of  Elizabeth,  of 
any  Roman  Cathohc  having  been  hanged 
for  maintaining  the  supremacy  of  the  Pope. 
That  may  be;  but  yet  I  beheve  there  are 
many  examples  in  modern  times  of  serious 
grievances  being  suffered  on  account  of 
those  laws.  So  late  as  the  year  1837  a 
cause  was  tried  before  Lord  Langdale,  in 
which  the  estate  of  Stonecroft,  in  Nor- 
thumberland, which  had  been  subject  to  a 
rent-charge  for  the  maintenance  of  a  Ro- 
man Cathohc  priest,  and  certain  other  poor 
persons  of  that  creed,  became  matter  of 
litigation  and  question  under  the  penal 
statutes;  when  it  was  decided  by  Lord 
Langdale  that  this  rent-charge  was  con- 
trary to  the  penal  statutes,  and  that  ac- 
cording to  law  the  estate  had  become,  with 
the  rent-charge  upon  it,  forfeited  to  the 
Crown.  That  was  surely  a  practical  griev- 
ance; and  so  great  was  it,  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  thought  it  their 
duty  to  recommend  that  a  new  grant 
should  be  made  of  the  rent-charge.  And 
accordingly  Her  Majesty  was  advised  to 
renew  the  grant,  and  the  grant  was  re- 
newed. 

Is  it  no  practical  grievance  that  Roman 
Catholics  cannot  be  buried  in  churchyards 
or  in  the  open  air,  and  have  performed 
over  them  the  rites  of  Christian  burial  by 
the  clergyman  of  their  own  church,  dressed 
in  their  clerical  habits  ?  Yet  such,  I  believe, 
is  the  practical  effect  and  daily  operation 
of  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands;  the 
consequence  is,  that  in  the  case  of  every 
Roman  Catholic,  the  funeral  service  is  per- 
formed in  the  chamber  where  he  died,  and 
the  form  is  gone  through  of  the  earth  being 
either  placed  in  his  coffin  or  thrown  over 
him;  and  if  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman 
attends  the  funeral,  he  must  do  so  denuded 
of  his  clerical  official  habits.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  this  is  a  gre&t  evil,  and  one 
which  ought  not  to  be  permitted  in  a 
Christian  country.  Are  there  no  other 
grievances?  Do  we  not  all  recollect  that 
two  years  ago,  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
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te  lif«.  Tke««,  tb«B«  are  pnrtiea]  grwr- 
wh'uih  Mifl^t  t«  be  r^medMsl  Bot 
we  «r«  uM  «/  ft  «oaip«et  kAvitt^ 
<rftter«d  taio  m  1820.  Xow  I,  for 
mm,  Aekiir/wMfl^e  im  ^ifopaet.  Indeed, 
tkmt  er/old  W  im  eoorfwet  in  the  cmh^, 
WeMue  tli^;  GoreiDmeDt  f/f  tlkst  day  nir- 
in»d#jtd  fti  duusnijifm.  Tber  re«t«ted  m 
iMf  M  ft  VM  ra  ihmr  p^yver;  Vat  tbej 
were  oMif «?d«  in  1 829,  to  kj  down  their 
nrsM.  The  re»trieti?e  cUiMet  whieh  the 
fmntfni  Bill  iieek«  to  remofe,  were  pro- 
UMCed  agaioft  by  rarioot  parties,  and 
nmon^^t  '/then  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  fm  Liverpool,  who  laid,  **  they 
were  worthy  «m\y  of  the  de«ipotiffm  of  Roa- 
•ia;"  and  abo  by  the  Chief  8eeretary  for 
Irtland,  who  spoke  of  them  "  aa  need* 
lately  inilietinj^^  a  ttigma  on  boooorable 
men  in  a  way  wholly  onworthy  of  a  Ckria- 
tiaa  people." 

Am  K.  FKKL :  This  BiU  eontemplalet 
a  doaMe  obj^-ct — it  contemplatet  the  re- 
paal  of  manr  <maetment«  contained  in  the 
StalQte  of  1820,  which  Sutota  relieved 
the  Roman  Catholien  from  the  preaam  of 
almo*l  all  the  politieal  diaiUMhtiaa  vadar 
which  th^  Uboored;  aad  IIm 
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rd44.     h  kna  kecw  Md  tktt  amr  af  d 
Aaes  dcarir  hSh  wiikaa  tike 
uamm  «f  the  fomcr  Aeta; 
«f  tkM  Aet  ia,  that  tf  mmj  Mmmmt  Ca 
ikMid  adntcdiy 
the  aatkority  «f  the  Pope,  W  t 
eertam  aewakiaa.     B«t  that 
ftiO  in  force,  natwithstandjag  the  : 
of  l^fl  and  li!4«.    The  ^irit,  aad.  1 1 
add,  the  letter  of  that  caactBaat  ia. 
if  any  one  ihoold  aiafieioasly  i 
maintain  the  acthatity  in  ipiiiinal  i 
clewartical  aiEura  af  aay  fmeign 
potentate,  or  nrdate,  the  peraM  ai 
taintng  anch  doctiine  ihall  faiiiit  fm  < 
aoch  offence  the  mn  of  201. ;  tf  ha 
be  not  worth  20/.,  he  thaO  IMcil 
goods  that  he  doea  pnmtM,  aad  he  i 
•oned  for  one  Tear. 

Me.  WATSON :    Thow  peaahica  ara 
repealed — the  offmee  it  aow  oaly  a  \ 


Me.  LAW:  ItitiD] 
comoMm  law.  It  b  a  part  of  tha  4 
tion,  that  no  man  thaD  maiataia 
this  conntry  any  foreifm  prince,  pataatata, 
or  prelate,  poMMtet  or  m  eatatkd  la  aay 
aatboritT. 

SiE  R.  PEEL  reanmad :  As  the  law 
now  stands  it  is  in  that  coadition;  bat, 
though  that  law  may  cease  to  he  in  force, 
yet  no  one  will  doubt  that  vnder  the  opera- 
Hon  of  that  law  tha  Romaa  Catholiea  were 
snbject  to  iab  awi  Mspriioamant  The 
hoa.  aad  lenraad  GeaUanaa  aaji,  that  the 
kwwhJAMriBW^b  mi m  ef  ii> 
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reign  authority  an  offence  is  a  part  of  tbe 
constitution;  that  if  any  Roman  Catholic 
maintains  the  authority  of  the  Pope,  he 
offends  against  the  law.     But  then  hon. 
Members  say,  that  in  order  to  make  such 
an  act  illegal,  the  offender  must  commit 
it    advisedly    and    maliciously.     Now,    I 
think  if  he  commits  it  advisedly,  the  ma- 
lice  will   be    inferred.      I    am    not   pre- 
pared to  say  that  Roman  Catholics  who 
maintain  the  ecclesiastical  authority  of  the 
Pope,  ought  to  bo  subjected  to  nne  and 
imprisonment.     Notwithstanding  what  the 
House  has  heard  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
that  principle  be  a  part  of  the  constitution 
of  this  country.     I  find  that  when  we  ad- 
mitted Roman  Catholics  to  seats  in  Parlia- 
ment, we  relieved  them  from  the  necessity 
of  declaring  that  the  Pope  had  no  autho- 
rity,   ecclesiastical   or   spiritual,   in  these 
realms.     The  oath  Roman  Catholics  were 
then  required  to  take  was,  they  did  not 
believe  that   the  Pope  possessed  in   this 
country  any  temporal  or  civil  jurisdiction, 
power,  or  supremacy,   direct  or  indirect. 
By  the  Act  of  1829,  we  qualified  Roman 
Catholics  for  the  performance  and  exer- 
cise of  the  highest  constitutional  functions, 
namely,  those  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
We  relieved  Roman  Catholics  from  a  dis- 
ability which  excluded  them  from  seats  in 
Parliament,    and  we   no   longer   required 
that  a  denial  of  the  Pope's  authority,  in 
matters  spiritual  and  ecclesiastical,  should 
be  a  necessary  qualification  for  sitting  and 
voting  in  this  and  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament.    As  to  the  oath  of  supremacy,  it 
will,  of  course,  be  recollected  by  the  House 
that  early  after  its  enactment  the  Roman 
Catholics  did  not  object  to  it.     We  deny 
that  any  foreign  prince,  prelate,  state,  or 
potentate  possesses  any  temporal  authority 
which  could  be  enforced  by  any  jurisdiction 
existing  within  these  realms.    We  all  know 
that  there  is  no  power  to  enforce  the  man- 
dates of  such  an  authority.    With  respect  to 
those  who  willingly  defer  to  it,  the  case  is 
different;  for  them  it  may,  in  a  certain 
sense,  be  said  to  exist ;  but  they  know  as 
well  as  we  do  that  there  is  no  power  which, 
by  law,  can  carry  that  authority  into  prac- 
tical effect.     To  that  part  of  the  Bill  to 
which  I  have  thus  referred,  I  am,  as   I 
have  already  stated,  not  prepared  to  refuse 
my  assent.      With  respect  to  the  other 
portion  of  the  measure,  I  am  bound  at 
once  to  declare  my  total  dissent.     I  am 
not  prepared  to  agrree  to  the  repeal  of  any 
of  the  enactments  of  1829.     i  do  not  MJ 


that  upon  all  occasions,  and  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, I  shall  bind  myself  to  a  literal 
adherence  to  every  portion  of  that  mea* 
sure;  but  I  will  contend  to  the  utmost  for 
a  substantial  adherence  to  all  its  principles. 
For  example,  there  is  one  portion  of  that 
Statute  of  1829  which  enacts,  that  no 
Roman  Catholic  prelate  shall  assume  tho 
name,  style,  or  title  of  bishop  of  any  sea 
within  these  realms;  and  by  the  enaot* 
ments  then  passed  by  the  Legislature,  it 
was  there  provided  that  no  Roman  Catho* 
lio  priest  should  appear  in  the  streets 
attired  in  the  insignia  of  his  order :  that 
was  a  restriction  upon  the  regular  orders 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  1  must  say 
that  1  think  that  comprehensive  principle 
ought  to  be  maintained.  Then,  in  looking 
at  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  I  find  it 
omits  clauses  which  were  contained  in  the 
Bill  on  the  same  subject  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  introduced  in  the 
course  of  last  Session.  1  should  be  glad 
to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
tell  us  why  he  omitted  those  clauses.  Then 
1  find  that  on  the  present  occasion  the 
hon.  Gentleman  tells  us,  he  continues  the 
prohibition  respecting  the  appearance  of 
Roman  Catholics  in  public  processions  ar- 
rayed in  the  dress  of  their  order;  and  this, 
he  informs  us,  he  does  for  the  purpose  of 
satisfying  the  public  mind.  Upon  the  same 
ground  1  contend  for  the  importance  of  the 
other  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1829 ;  they 
were  introduced  to  satisfy  the  Protestant 
mind,  and  for  that  reason  they  ought  to 
be  continued.  I  am  justified  in  saying, 
that  in  1829  there  was  no  compact;  but 
we  felt  there  would  be  great  difficulty  in 
removing  disabilities,  unless  that  change 
were  accompanied  by  provisions  which 
would  render  it  acceptable  to  the  minds  of 
the  Protestants.  1  am  further  bound  to 
say  that  1  differ  altogether  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  as  to  permitting 
municipal  officers  to  wear  the  insignia  of 
their  offices  at  Roman  Catholic  places  of 
worship.  The  prohibition  of  that  is  no- 
thing more  than  a  distinct  recognition  of 
that  moderate  supremacy  which  has  been 
secured  to  the  Established  Church;  and 
on  the  same  ground  I  ask,  why  we  should 
not  be  permitted  to  continue  all  the  en- 
actments which  were  agreed  to  when  the 
Roman  Catholic  disabilities  were  removed? 
With  respect  to  the  religious  orders  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  I  willingly  admit 
that  they  might  be  better  regulated ;  but 
I  am  not  prepared  to  take  the  course  of 
consenting  absolutely  to  repeal  all  the  ex- 
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isting  enactmeoto  upon  that  rabjeet,  iiii-| 
less  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  j 
tell  OS  what  reguktions  he  proposes  to  sob- ! 
ftitote.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
imlunited  power  should  be  giren  to  any 
religious  community  to  establish  itself  in 
this  country;  at  the  same  time  that  I  am 
prepared  to  assent  to  the  first  part  of  this 
measure,  as  well  as  to  whateyer  portion  of 
the  Bill  may  be  found  in  accordance  with 
the  enactments  of  1844  and  1846,  whether 
they  go  merely  to  the  removal  of  penalties, 
or  to  a  modification  of  the  law  which  may 
not  be  inconsistent  with  the  enactments  of 
1829 ;  but  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should 
part  with  securities,  or  those  provisions 
which  were  thought  to  be  securities,  at  the 
time  that  Roman  Catholic  disabilities  were 
removed  in  1829.  I  will  not  consent  to 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  unless  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  tell  us  what  regu- 
lations he  proposes  to  substitute  in  lieu  of 
those  securities,  and  in  what  manner  he 
proposes  that  the  regular  orders  should  be 
controlled.  There  are  parts  of  the  Bill 
which  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  consider. 
I  will  not  refuse  to  consider  the  whole  of 
the  measure,  merely  because  there  happens 
to  be  some  portion  of  it  respecting  which  I 
am  bound  to  pronounce  my  unqualified  dis- 
sent. 

Mr.  law  assured  the  House,  that 
whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down  upon 
the  point,  it  could  not  be  questioned  that 
it  was  an  offence  at  common  law  to  ac- 
knowledge the  authority  of  the  Pope.  He 
had  the  warranty  of  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
ceUor  for  saying  so;  and  he  begged  to  re- 
fer any  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  sceptical 
on  the  point  to  Lord  Lyndhurst*s  speech 
in  the  House  of  Lords  last  Session.  The 
Act  9  Victoria,  c  10,  expressly  provided 
that  the  penalty  at  common  law  should 
still  attach  to  the  offence,  even  though  the 
particular  penalty  imposed  by  express  sta- 
tute was  repealed,  lie  would  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  BiU,  because  he  was 
satisfied  that  it  would  be  found  very  diffi- 
cult, if  not  wholly  impossible,  to  carry  out 
in  Committee  the  modifications  for  which 
many  of  its  advocates  were  themselves  de- 
sirous. 

The  Earl  of  ARUNDEL  and  SUR- 
REY approved  most  cordially  of  the  Bill, 
and  intimated  his  intention  of  voting  for 
the  second  reading.  As  an  English  Ca- 
tholic, ho  vindicated  the  much  maligned 
order  of  the  Jesuits,  whose  expulsion  from 
foreign  countries  had  been  tne  result  of 


athebtical  rather  than  rdigioos  §tt£mg^ 
He  strongly  deprecated  the  idea  of  sub- 
jecting to  restrictioiis  the  regular  orders  of 
clergy  in  a  eountry  where  it  was  notonons 
that  the  number  of  priests  was  not  any- 
thing like  adequate  to  the  spiritual  require- 
ments of  the  Catholic  portion  of  the  com- 
munity. As  a  Catlu^  layman  of  this 
country,  he  felt  this  defici^icy  very  severe- 
ly. There  were  not  in  this  eountry  enough 
of  priests  by  half ;  and  in  this  season  of 
Lent,  when  their  duties  were  so  very  se- 
vere, they  were  so  much  overworked  that 
they  were  ready  to  faint  at  the  altar. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  to  that  portion 
of  the  Bill  which  referred  to  the  recogni- 
tion of  the  Pope's  ecclesiastical  authority 
by  Roman  Catholics,  he  was  not  disposed 
to  object;  but  he  was  decidedly  and  irre- 
concilably hostile  to  that  which  was  the 
most  important  element,  and  in  hci  the 
essence  of  the  Bill,  namely,  the  repeal  of 
those  enactments  which  accompanied  the 
Emancipation  Act  of  1829,  and  which  he, 
as  a  man  of  honour,  felt  himself  bound  to 
uphold,  he  having  been  one  of  those  who 
was  instrumental  in  bringing  in  the  mea- 
sure in  question.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
support  the  second  reading  of  tne  Bill, 
because,  in  connexion  with  an  important 
alteration  of  which  he  could  not  in  any  re- 
spect approve,  there  were  superadded  pro- 
visions for  the  repeal  of  certain  obsolete 
statutes  which  nobody  could  think  of  de- 
fending. He  would  vote  against  the  mea- 
sure. 

Mr.  WATSON  expressed  a  confident 
expectation  that  he  would  be  able,  in  Com- 
mittee, to  meet  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes,  102;  Noes, 
99.     Majority,  3. 

List  of  tke  Ayes. 

Chriitie.  W.  D. 
CoUelt,  J. 
Cr»ig.  W.  G. 
Crmwford,  W.  S. 
Dalmeoy,  Lord 
DeimisUmn,  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Ebrington,  Viaet. 
EUii/w. 
Erant,  W. 
Evmat,  Sir  D.  L. 
Fiddai.  J. 
FtUKenUd,  R.  A. 
Fontcr,  M. 
GibMD,  ft.  boo.  T.  M. 
Gitborae,  T. 
Gfmhnm,  rt.  boa.  Sir  J. 
Grtjr,  ft.  boa.  Sir  G. 


AcUnd,  T.  D. 

Aldnm.  W. 

Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Baine.  W. 

Baring,  rt.  boo.  F.  T. 
BenUnck,  Lord  G. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bodkin.  J.  J. 
Bourerie,  bon.  E.  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brtgbt,  J. 
Broiberton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Bruwne,  boo.  W. 
Buller,  E. 
BuUer,  P.  S. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 


497 


Captain  Wynne, 


{Fbf.  25} 


Captain  Wynne. 


498 


Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hawes,  B. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hindley,  C. 

Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
James,  W. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kelly,  J. 

Labouchere,  rt  hon.  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Macaulay,  rt.  hon.  T.  B. 
M'Donnell,  J.  M. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H. 
MUnes,  R.  M. 
Mitcalfe,  TL 
MofFatt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D.  junr. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
0' Conor  Don 


Ord.  W. 
Parker,  J. 
Pattison,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pusey,  P. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Rich,  H. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Romilly,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  0. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Thornely,  T. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Walker,  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Warburt©n,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Winnington,  Sip  T.  E. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Watson,  W.  H. 
Escott,  B. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Ackers,  J. 
Acton,  Col. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Austen,  Col. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bennet,  P. 
Beresford,  Major 
Blackburne,  J.  L 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Bruen,  Col. 
Bunbury,  W.  M. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Chapman,  A. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Conolly,  Col. 
Cripps,  W. 
Deedes,  W. 
Dick,  Q. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duncombc,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  0. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Entwisle,  W. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Famham,  £.  B. 


Finch,  G. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Godson,  R. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hall,  Col. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  LordC. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hornby,  J. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Kirk,  P. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Capt. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
March,  Earl  of 
Masterman,  J. 


Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  hon,  J.  P. 
Moynell,  Capt. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Northland,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  G. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Rcpton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 


Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith.  A. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stuart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Tolleraache,  J. 
Verner,  Sir  W. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyso,  R.  U.  R.  H. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TELLERS. 

Inglis,  Sir  R  H. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 


Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to 
be  committed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Six 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  February  25,  1847. 

MiNUTKft.]    PuBLfc  Bills.— 1*  Labouring  Poor  (Ireland). 

Pbtitions  Prkskntbo.  By  the  Earl  Fingal.  ttata  the 
Drogheda  Union,  for  the  Adoption  of  such  Measure*  as 
will  insure  the  People  of  Ireland  sudi  a  Supply  of  Food 
as  will  save  them  ttom  Starvation ;  and  for  Leyying  a 
Uniform  Rate  throughout  the  Districts  of  Ireland  in 
proportion  to  the  Costs  incurred  in  eadi  Poor  Law  Union. 
— By  the  Earl  of  Roden,  from  Shipowners  of  Dmgheda, 
for  the  Adoption  of  Measures  for  Abolishing  the  present 
system  of  Taxation  on  .Shipping ;  and  from  Carlow,  and 
Wexford,  that  a  Solemn  Day  be  set  apart  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom  for  Fasting,  Humiliation,  and  Prayer, 
for  the  Alleviation  of  the  present  Distress  in  Ireland* 

CAPTAIN  WYNNE. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  inquired  if  the  an- 
swer of  Captain  Wynne  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table? 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON  replied  in 
the  negative. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  inquired  if  the  no- 
ble Lord  had  any  information  as  to  com- 
plaints which  he  had  seen  publicly  made 
against  landed  proprietors  in  Ireland,  that 
they  were  availing  themselves  of  the  mea- 
sures of  relief  in  that  country,  and  were 
placing  their  relatives  on  the  staff  of  the 
works.  If  these  statements  were  not 
founded  on  facts,  they  certainly  ought  to 
be  contradicted. 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON  replied, 
that  he  had  received  no  information  on  the 
subject,  but  had  no  doubt  where  so  many 
persons  were  employed  on  the  staff,  that 
some  landed  propiietors  might  have  rela- 
tives among  them. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH 
thought  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Brougham)  should  take  care,  whenever  he 
brought  up  matters  of  this  kind,  to  be 
prepared  with  particular  cases,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  specifically   investi- 
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gated.  Considering  tbe  cry  that  was  go- 
ing against  Irish  proprietors,  it  was  right 
that  inquiry  should  be  made  into  such 
matters,  and,  for  his  own  part,  ihe  closer 
they  were  examined,  the  better  satisfied  he 
would  be. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  was  quite  sure  of 
it.  The  statement  to  which  he  particu- 
larly referred,  appeared  in  an  Irish  paper, 
and  was  to  the  effect,  that  a  landed  proprie- 
tor and  a  clergyman  in  the  county  of  Sligo 
had  procured  for  their  sons  the  situations 
of  inspectors  under  the  Board  of  Works, 
at  a  very  considerable  salary,  and  that  in 
the  district  to  which  they  had  been  ap- 
pointed, only  seven  labourers  were  receiv- 
ing pay. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
could  not  say  whether  the  case  to  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  referred,  were 
true  or  not ;  but  he  could  not  see  any  rea- 
son why  the  sons  and  relatives  of  persons 
of  property,  qualified  in  other  respects, 
should  not  be  employed  under  the  board  in 
any  locality  in  which  they  had  no  local  in- 
ttrests  likely  to  interfere  with  the  impar- 
tial discharge  of  their  duties. 

THE  IRISH  LANDS  OF  THE  LONIX)N 
COMPANIES. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
said,  he  would  take  the  present  opportu- 
nity of  asking  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Brougham),  who  had  laid  so  much 
blame  at  the  door  of  the  Irish  proprietors, 
for  his  advice  on  a  matter  connected  with 
his  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry's]  posi- 
tion as  a  landholder  in  the  county  of  Lon- 
donderry. The  London  Companies,  as 
wis  well  known,  possessed  much  property 
in  that  county,  and  he  and  several  other 
proprietors  held  under  them,  bv  leases, 
many  of  which  were  nearly  expired.  In 
consequence  of  their  position,  they  could 
not  avail  themselves  of  the  intentions  of 
Government  in  passing  the  Property  Act, 
as  those  who  held  property  in  fee  could. 
The  tenantry  were  for  the  most  part  small 
holders  to  the  extent  of  ten  or  fifteen  acres, 
and  were  utterly  unsble  to  pay  their  rents, 
or  even  to  support  themselves  and  their  fa- 
milies. He  wished  to  know  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  if  the  London  Companies 
could  be  compelled  in  any  manner  to  put 
those  who  held  under  them  in  such  a  posi- 
tion as  would  enable  them  to  borrow  money 
like  proprietors  in  fee.  Ue  could  see  no 
proroect  but  starvation  for  the  people  if 
the  Companies  did  not  assist  them.  They 
would  not  even  tell  the  proprietors  if  they 


would  renew  the  leases  or  not.  There 
were  also  many  estates  held  in  trust  with 
the  view  of  providing  funds,  applicable  to 
paying  the  fines  for  renewal  from  those 
Companies;  but  the  trustees  were  albwed 
no  discretion,  and  could  not  allocate  any 
of  the  trust  money  to  the  relief  of  tbe 
poor. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  could  see  no  posn- 
ble  grounds  for  making  any  distinction  be- 
tween those  Companies  and  other  landed 
proprietors;  and  the  noble  Marquess  might 
depend  on  it  that  they  could  not  eecape* 
and  would  be  liable  in  everr  case  where 
the  landlord  would  be  liable  under  the 
same  circumstances. 

The  Mabqubss  of  LONDONDERRY 
inquired  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  give  him  a  guarantee  in  case  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Londonderry),  as  a  land- 
lord, borrowed  money  under  the  Act.  thai 
the  Company  would  be  answerable  for  it? 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  In  answer  to  that, 
I  can  only  tell  the  noble  Marquess  that  our 
profession  give  opinions  but  not  guaraao 
tees. 

The  Marquess  of  CLAKRICARDB 
begged  to  remind  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
money  to  be  advanced  under  the  Act  to 
which  he  referred,  was  to  be  repaid  in 
twenty-two  years,  and  was  charged  on  the 
land,  not  on  the  proprietor.  If  the  land- 
lord made  leases,  the  land  was  still  liable, 
and  it  was  upon  the  security  of  the  land 
the  money  was  advanced. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  SESSION. 
Lord  STANLEY  gave  notice  that  he 
would,  to-morrow  evening,  ask  a  queatioQ 
of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite— which  he 
had  intended  to  ask  that  evening — with 
respect  to  the  course  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intended  to  pursue  as  to  the  ge- 
neral business  of  the  Session.  They  were 
now  in  the  sixth  week  of  the  present  8ee- 
sion  of  Pariiamcnt.  Very  general  eom- 
plaints  had  been  made  that  at  the  com- 
mencement of  each  Session,  and  for  4bme 
time  after,  their  Lordships'  House  had  bo 
business  of  any  sort  or  kind  before  then; 
but  that  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  when 
the  Members  were  wearied  and  fatigued 
with  their  attendance,  they  were  over- 
whelmed with  the  mass  of  bostnesa  sent 
up  to  them.  This  complaint  had  been 
made  Session  after  Session;  bat  he  never 
remembered  one  in  which,  in  the  middle 
of  the  sixth  week,  there  was  not  one  sin- 
gle Bin  of  any  kind  lying  for  the  oonai- 
deration  of  the  Honse,  and  not  eoe  tub- 
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ject  for  disoussioD,  except  the  notice  whicb 
stood  on  the  Paper  for  to-morrow  in  the 
name  of  the  noble  Lord  behind  him.  He 
should  also  ask  the  nature  of  the  duties  in- 
tended to  be  performed  by  the  Commission 
which  had  been  recently  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  discharging  some  of  the  func- 
tions hitherto  performed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tlhursday,  February  25,  1 847. 

MiNDTRS.]    Public  Bills.— 2o  Poor  Rates  (Ireland). 
Reported.  —  Markets  and  Fairs  Clauses ;    Commissionen 
Clauses;  Oas  Works  Clauses;  Water  Works  Clauses. 

PKTiTioifS  Prksentko.  By  Mr.  Cowper,  from  Electon 
of  Hertford,  and  Viscount  Villiers,  from  Inhabitants  of 
Bilston,  for  Alteration  of  Law  respecting  the  Registration 
of  Voters.— By  Mr.  J.  CConnell.  flrom  New  Ross  (Wex- 
ford), for  Repeal  of  the  Union  with  Ireland.— By  Mr.  M. 
Gibson,  trom  Rev.  John  Jordan,  Vicar  of  Enstone,  for 
Reform  of  the  Church  of  England.— By  Mr.  J.  O'Connell, 
ftom  Kilkenny,  and  Dublin,  for  Abolition  of  Ministers' 
Money  (Ireland).  -By  Captain  Harris,  Trom  Southamp- 
ton, and  Mr.  Rashleigh,  from  Cornwall,  against  the  Ro- 
man Catholie  Relief  Bill. — From  Marylebone.  for  In- 
quiry respecting  the  Rajah  of  Sattara. — By  M.  L.  Bruges, 
(Vom  Attorneys  and  Solicit<iTS  of  Devises,  for  Repeal  of 
Stamp  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certificates. — By  Mr.  Brother- 
ton,  from  Cirencester  Temperance  Society,  against  the 
Use  of  Grain  in  Breweries  and  Distilleries. — By  Viscount 
Newry  and  Mome,and  other  Hon.  Members,  from  several 
plaoes,  for  Reduction  of  Lighthouse  Dues.  —  By  Mr.  J. 
O'Connell,  trom  Macroom,  against  the  Proposed  Measure 
respecting  Ruin. — By  SirFitzRoy  Kelly,  from  Cambridge, 
respecting  Remuneration  to  Tax  Assessors  and  Collectors. 
— By  Mr.  Aldam,  from  Leeds,  and  Mr.  Brown,  trom  St»* 
leybridge.  for  Reduction  of  Duty  on  Tea.— By  Mr.  T. 
Duncombe,  fh>m  Tower  Hamlets,  for  Increase  of  Duty 
mi  Willow  Squaro. — By  Mr.  Divett,  trom  Exeter,  for 
Repeal  of  Window  Duty.— By  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  ftom 
Bradford,  for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Anatomy  Act. — 
From  George  Henry  Drew,  of  Bermondsey-street  (Sur- 
rey). Attorney-at-Law,  for  Production  of  Papers  relative 
to  the  Bermondsey  Improvement  (No.  2)  Bill,  and  Kent 
Railway  Bills  (1845). — By  Mr.  Hume,  from  Mandiester 
Commercial  Association,  respecting  the  Commercial  Po- 
sition of  Cracow. — By  Mr.  Cowper,  trom  Greengrove, 
and  Mr.  Plumptre.  from  Crayford,  in  Favour  of  the  Ten 
Hours  Factories  Bill. — By  Mr.  Brotherton,  ftrom  Man- 
chester, and  Sir  W.  James,  from  Kingston-upon-Hull, 
sgainst  the  Factories  Bill.— By  Mr.  J.  O'Connell.  ftom 
Cork,  for  Relief  of  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  S. 
Crawford,  from  Broughshane,  for  Alteration  of  Law  re- 
lating to  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  But* 
ler,  from  Kilkenny,  respe<^ng  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions (Ireland)  Act. — By  Mr.  Hinde,  ftt>m  Northumber- 
land, for  Inquiry  into  the  Navigation  Laws.— By  Mr. 
Gore  and  other  Hon.  Members,  ftom  several  places,  for 
Alteration  in  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland)  BilL — By  Mr.  E. 
Shirley,  from  Monaghan,  against  the  Poor  Rdief  (Ire- 
land) Bill.— By  Sir  W.  Heathcote  and  other  Hon.  Mem- 
bers, from  several  places,  for  Repeal  or  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  Removal  Act.— From  Liverpool,  against  allowing 
Railway  Companies  to  use  their  own  Steam  Vessels. — 
From  Inhabitants  of  St.  Martin-in-the-Fields,  for  Alterap 
tion  of  Law  respecting  the  Rents  of  Houses,  te.— By  Mr. 
Brotherton,  ftom  Guardians  of  the  Salford  Union,  against 
the  Law  of  Settlement— By  Colonel  T.  Wood,  firom  Guar- 
dians of  the  Staines  Union,  tor  Alteration  of  the  Lsw  of 
Settlement— By  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  ftom  Mcmlmtof  tht 
NaUonal  Association  of  United  Tnid«|,  tor  AllWlCion 
in  the  Wages  Act 


TENANT  RIGHTS  (IRELAND)  BILl.. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in — 

**  A  Bill  to  secure  the  rights  of  oooupying  Ten- 
ants in  Ireland,  and  thereby  to  promote  the  im- 
provement of  the  soil,  and  the  emplojmentof  th« 
labouring  classes." 

He  said,  that  having  so  recently  addressed 
the  House  in  detail  upon  this  subjeot,  it 
was  not  necessary  for  him  now  to  go  over 
the  same  ground,  especially  as  most  of  hiB 
statements  and  positions  had  not  been  re- 
futed. He  wished,  however,  to  be  allow- 
ed to  show  how  greatly  the  improvement 
of  the  soil  and  the  employment  of  the  poor 
would  be  promoted  by  securing  the  rights 
of  the  tenants.  The  ruin  of  Ireland  was 
not  small  holdings,  but  that  small  holders 
were  not  secured  as  regarded  expenditure 
in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  In  the  county 
in  which  he  resided,  the  tenant  right  was  in 
full  operation;  and  there  was  no  estate  in 
Ireland  more  flourishing  than  that  of  the 
Marquess  of  Londonderry,  upon  which  that 
tenure  prevailed.  The  object  of  his  Bill 
was  to  secure  to  the  tenants  in  every  part 
of  Ireland  the  benefit  of  the  system  in  its 
fullest  extent.  The  improvement  which 
would  result  to  the  land  in  Ireland,  might 
be  calculated  at  6,000,0002.  annuaSy, 
which  would  support  1,911,000  people 
every  year,  at  the  rate  of  five  to  a  family. 
He  divided  the  small  holdings  into  three 
classes,  and  urged  that  if  upon  the  second 
class  only  10^  in  every  case  were  expend- 
ed, the  effect  would  be  most  importantly 
to  stimulate  industry.  They  knew  that  in 
this  time  of  distress  the  deposits  of  the 
farmers  in  the  savings*  banks  were  doubled. 
The  large  farmers  were  making  laree  pro- 
fits, but  would  not  expend  them  in  the  em- 
ployment of  labour;  they  put  them  in  the 
savings*  banks,  and  solely  because  they 
had  no  security  of  occupancy.  Such  a 
proposal  as  he  now  made,  was  absolutelj 
necessary  to  secure  any  improvement. 
Under  the  system  of  middlemen,  there  was 
no  security  for  the  occupying  tenant,  and, 
therefore,  he  did  not  improve;  but  give 
him  a  right  of  tenure,  and  let  him  be  paid 
by  the  landlord  for  the  value  of  his  labonr 
and  improvements,  and  you  would  secure 
that  improvement  by  the  occupying  tenant 
which  otherwise  did  not  and  could  not  ex- 
ist. It  would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to 
detain  the  House  longer,  as  he  had  reason 
to  hope  there  would  be  no  opposition  to 
bringmg  in  the  BOl. 
1&.  IiABOnOHERB  said,  H  eertaiafy 
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was  DOt  his  iniention  to  object  to  the  Mo- 
tion; be  thought  the  House  was  iDdebtcd 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  was  very  de- 
sirable that  one  who  had  paid  so  much  at- 
tention to  the  subject  should  have  shaped 
the  Bill  before  the  House.  He  had  before 
stated  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  measure  for  the  same 
object  during  the  present  Session.  Any 
observations  he  might  have  to  make,  would 
be  best  deferred  to  that  time.  In  the 
mean  time,  he  gave  his  willing  assent  to 
the  introduction  of  the  measure,  though, 
until  he  had  examined  it,  he  could  not 
state  how  far  he  approved  of  the  details. 
Leave  given. 

POOR  RATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  moved 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  for  better 
securing  the  levy  of  poor  rates  in  Ireland. 
The  principle  he  contended  for  was,  that 
the  rates  payable  by  the  landlord  and  by 
the  tenant  should  be  separate,  and  the 
landlord  and  tenant  be  separately  liable 
for  the  payment  of  those  rates.  lie  should 
be  willing  to  adopt  any  improvements  that 
might  be  suggested  in  the  clauses.  His 
great  object  was,  that  the  poor  tenant 
might  not  be  obliged  to  pay  his  landlord's 
rates  as  well  as  his  own.  For  this  purpose 
he  proposed  that  if  the  rates  due  by  the 
landlord  were  not  paid,  and  means  could 
not  be  found  of  levying  them,  those  rates 
should  be  liable  to  be  levied  by  application 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  a  receiver- 
general  put  on  the  rents  of  the  estate  on 
which  those  rates  were  due.  The  Irish 
Tithe  Act  furnished  a  precedent  for  this, 
and  the  clause  he  had  inserted  was  taken 
from  that  Act.  He  should  propose  to  post- 
pone the  Committee  till  after  the  other  Bills 
with  respect  to  Ireland  had  passed. 

Colonel  CONOLLY  entertained  objec- 
tions to  this  Bill,  and  especially  to  the  last 
two   or  three   clauses  of  it.     Experience 

S roved  that  separate  rates  would  be  more 
ifficult  to  levy.  One  clause  gave  to  the 
guardians  the  power  of  pronouncing  who 
was  poor  and  who  was  not.  He  thought 
that  too  great  a  latitude  to  he  given  by 
Parliament.  Other  steps  were  utterly  un- 
called for,  such  as  putting  a  receiver  on 
an  estate  because  the  rates  were  not  paid. 
If  rates  had  been  in  any  case  withheld  by 
landlords,  it  was  because  their  liability  was 
disputed.  By  another  clause  the  collector 
was  made  the  judge  of  what  he  was  to  dis- 
iraiii,  and  was  forbidden  to  sell  articles  be- 


longbg  to  poor  oeenpiers,  such  aa 
sary  implements,  or  pieces  of  fbrnitore. 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  the  sixth  and 
seventh  clauses  would  require  full  consider- 
ation before  they  were  adopted.  He  did 
not  understand  the  hon.  Member  to  ob- 
ject to  the  earlier  clauses,  dividing  the  rate 
due  by  the  landlord  from  that  due  by  the 
occupier,  and  giving  a  remedy  against  the 
landlord  for  his  portion.  He  thought  that 
principle  a  sound  one;  whether  any  in- 
convenience would  follow  from  its  prac- 
tical adoption  would  be  better  discoased 
in  Committee. 

Captain  JONES  thought  that  when 
the  clauses  eame  to  be  considered,  very 
grave  objections  would  be  found  against 
some  of  them.  At  present  the  ordinary 
remedy  was  against  the  occupier  of  the 
estate;  but  the  Bill  would  make  it  neces- 
sary that  a  portion  of  the  rate  should  be 
collected  from  the  landlords.  Many  of 
them  did  not  reside,  and  considerable  diffi- 
culty would  be  found  in  getting  at  them. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  could  not  omit  this 
opportunity  of  recommending  to  the  House 
extension  beyond  its  present  limits  of  the 
exemption  of  the  poorer  classes  of  occu- 
piers from  rating. 

Mr.  B.  ESCOTT  thought  that  two 
more  important  measures  had  never  been 
introduced  into  that  House  than  those  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  and  he  was  glad  that  Mi- 
nisters intended  to  undertake  the  prepara- 
tion and  introduction  of  Bills  on  the  same 
subject.  If  such  a  measure  as  the  first 
introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend,  were  made 
generally  applicable  to  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  not  only  would  it  be  a 
great  relief  to  the  occupiers  of  land,  but 
it  would  very  much  supersede  the  necessity 
of  the  second.  He  hoped  Ministers  would 
direct  their  attention  to  a  measure  extend- 
ing to  the  tenants  of  England  as  well  as 
Ireland.  He  should  be  sorry  if  the  oppor- 
tunity were  missed  of  securing  a  more  per- 
manent occupancy,  and  greater  security 
for  the  outlay  of  capital,  by  tenant-farmers 
than  now  existed.  By  far  the  greater  part 
of  agricultural  distress  depended  upon  this 
very  point,  that  want  of  security  in  their 
tenancy  prevented  occupying  tenants  from 
laying  out  as  much  money  in  employing 
labour  as  they  otherwise  would. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  would 
not  insist  on  the  clause  to  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  opposite  objected,  if 
any  better  mode  coula  be  pointed  out  of 
exempting  the  poorer  class. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 
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MILITARY  ACCOMMODATION. 


Mr.  HUME  having  moved  for  a  number 
of  returns  relative  to  barracks  and  the  ac- 
commodation of  the  military,  remarked 
that  his  object  in  moving  for  the  above  re- 
turns was  to  submit  to  the  House  a  com- 
plete review  of  the  barrack  system.  He 
thought  the  time  had  come  when  a  great 
reduction  ought  to  be  made  in  the  number 
of  barracks;  and  when  the  Government 
ought  to  avail  themselves  of  the  use  of 
steam  in  the  conveyance  of  troops  to  the 
districts  in  which  their  presence  might  be 
necessary,  from  barracks  placed  in  central 
situations.  The  great  degree  of  abolition 
of  corporal  punishments  which  had  taken 
place  latterly,  led  him  to  hope  for  a  better 
class  of  men  in  the  army  ;  and  he  was 
anxious,  therefore,  by  better  accommoda- 
tion, to  render  the  condition  of  soldiers  to 
be  desired  rather  than  shunned.  He  had 
served  himself  in  India,  and  he  remember- 
ed that  in  the  native  corps  it  was  consider- 
ed the  greatest  possible  punishment  to  be 
discharged;  and  when  a  vacancy  occurred, 
there  were  always  fifty  or  sixty  applicants, 
from  which  a  selection  had  to  be  made; 
and  he  did  not  see  why  the  condition  of  a 
soldier  should  not  be  equally  desirable  in 
this  country.  He  believed  the  state  of 
barracks  generally  would  be  found  to  be 
very  objectionable  both  as  to  drainage, 
ventilation,  and  cleanliness;  and  the  mar- 
ried and  unmarried  were  crowded  together 
with  a  want  of  all  respect  for  that  decency 
which  ought  to  be  observed.  The  inquiry 
he  moved  for  would  bring  the  matter  be- 
fore the  Government,  and,  he  trusted,  oc- 
casion a  great  improvement  in  the  present 
system.  They  had  just  passed  a  Bill  which 
required  the  artisan  to  be  supplied  with 
water  and  the  means  of  cleanliness;  and  it 
was  a  great  mistake  to  deny  equal  privi- 
leges to  their  own  troops.  In  Plymouth 
barracks,  the  only  supply  of  water  was  in 
the  court  yard;  and  although  the  situation 
of  the  waterworks  was  such  that  it  might 
be  laid  into  every  room,  every  drop  had  to 
be  carried  from  the  court  yard;  and  the 
number  of  men  being  seventeen  in  each 
room,  it  was  impossible  that  the  air  could 
be  kept  in  a  state  which  would  not  cause 
disease  and  discomfort.  Another  point  of 
complaint  was  with  respect  to  the  canteens, 
one  of  which  Government  allowed  in  each 
barracks.  This  was  most  objectionable  as 
regarded  the  morals  of  the  men  and  their 
discipline.  In  other  parts  of  the  world, 
coffee-rooms  were  kept  for  the  soldiers  to 
resort  to,  and  the  profits  were  devoted  to 


the  support  of  reading  rooms  and  other 
amusements.  The  profits  of  the  canteen 
went  to  the  Treasury;  and  he  considered  it 
a  meanness  in  Government  to  receive  such 
a  paltry  sum  from  such  a  source.  He 
wished  for  an  inquiry,  for  the  purpose  of 
instituting  one  uniform  system  ;  and  he 
was  happy  to  find  there  was  no  want  of 
inclination  on  the  part  of  the  officers  and 
the  War  Office  to  concur  in  such  a  reform; 
and  the  House,  he  was  sure,  would  not  be- 
grudge the  expense  which  might  be  occa- 
sioned by  carrying  out  improvements  which 
would  tend  to  the  health,  comfort,  and 
better  accommodation  of  the  soldier.  In 
the  end,  he  was  certain  the  system  he  re- 
commended would  lead  to  great  economy; 
and  it  was  with  that  view  he  now  moved 
for  these  returns. 

Colonel  FOX  had  no  objection  to  give 
the  returns;  but  he  thought  the  informa- 
tion sought,  or  a  great  portion  of  it,  was 
already  before  the  House. 

Returns  were  ordered. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  February  26,  1847. 

MINDTF8.]  Public  Bills.— R/rdtfcrf  the  Royal  Autttt^r-^ 
Destitute  Persons  (Ireland). 

Pbtitions  Prksbntro.  From  GuardUni  of  the  StainM 
Union,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  present  Law  of  Settlement, 
and  for  a  National  Rate  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor.— Ffom 
Cremome,  Monaghan,  for  the  Maintenance  of  the  Blao- 
toral  Division  System  of  Rating  in  any  Measures  for  tht 
Temporary  Reliefof  the  Poor  in  Ireland. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  SESSION. 
Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  yesterday  evening,  he 
gave  notice  of  his  intention  of  putting  a 
question  to  him  that  night  on  the  subject 
of  public  business,  to  which  it  would  be 
well  for  the  convenience  of  their  Lordships 
and  the  country,  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  give  an  answer.  He  adverted 
then  to  the  state  in  which  public  business 
appeared  to  be  in  the  other  House,  and  to 
the  state  of  no  business  in  which  their 
Lordships*  House  appeared  to  be  at  the 
present  time.  This  was  the  sixth  week  of 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament,  which 
had  sat  at  an  unusually  early  period,  and 
no  business  had  come  before  them  except 
some  temporanr  measures  for  the  relief  of 
distress  in  Ireland;  and  at  that  very  mo- 
ment, with  the  exception  of  the  business 
which  stood  on  the  **  Votes  **  for  that  day 
— the  notice  of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Eftrl 
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of  Egtiotonn),  and  the  Bill  for  gmntiiig 
indemnitj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land— not  one  single  Notice  and  not  one 
•ingle  Bill  was  on  their  Lordships'  **  Votes, " 
or  was  ready  to  he  snhmitted  to  their  con- 
sideration. And  from  what  he  could  learn 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  other  House,  it 
woold  appear  that  in  the  course  of  that 
night,  and  of  the  next  week,  the  principal 
Imsiness — indeed  almost  the  exclusive  hu- 
ainess — would  relate  to  the  prorision  for 
the  Estimates,  which  would  make  no  ad- 
Tance  in  public  business,  and  would  not 
fucilitate  any  measure  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land. The  Irish  measures  for  providing 
permanent  relief  for  the  distress  in  that 
country,  were,  as  he  beliered,  postponed  to 
a  period  so  late  as  the  8th  of  March,  and 
he  thought  it  impossible  they  could  pass 
through  the  House  of  Commons  earlier 
than  some  time  between  the  1 5th  and  22nd 
of  March,  which  would  be  very  near  the 
Easter  recess.  It  appeared  to  him  very 
much  to  be  regretted  that  their  Lordships 
ahould  have  arrived  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session  without  making  any  progress 
in  public  business,  and  without  having  any 
business  of  importance  before  them.  lie 
admitted  that,  looking  to  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  the  promises  and  expectations 
of  business  to  oe  brought  forward  that 
Session,  were  not  of  a  very  extensive  cha- 
racter; for,  with  the  exception  of  the 
measures  for  the  relief  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land, the  only  measure  mentioned  in  that 
Speech  was  a  sanatory  measure  for  the 
health  of  towns.  lie  was  very  well  aware 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  jealousy  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  which,  as  he  now  and 
always  thought,  was  carried  to  an  extreme, 
not  to  say  to  an  unnecessarv  and  incon- 
venient extent,  great  difficulties  existed  in 
originating  measures  which  should  contain 
money  clauses,  such  as  those  relating  to 
the  health  of  towns  or  to  the  improvement 
of  the  law,  or  like  that  under  the  care  of 
his  noble  Friend  with  respect  to  convict 
discipline,  which  might,  as  he  thought, 
very  properly  and  very  successfullv,  be 
originated  and  discussed  in  their  Lorcfships' 
House  with  much  greater  advantage  in 
the  first  instance  than  elsewhere.  If  that 
were  done,  their  Lordships  would  then 
have  more  leisure  at  the  end  of  the  Session 
to  consider  the  mass  of  business  which  was 
generally  thrown  upon  them  in  July  and 
August,  and  which  was  in  consequence  got 
through  very  hastily  and  carelessly.     The 

Juastions  he   therefore  wished  to  pot  to 
toTemment  woro— first,  whether  it  was 


their  intention  to  introduce  anr  measures 
of  importance  for  thetr  Lordships'  consi- 
deration; and  if  so,  of  what  nature  thty 
were,  and  at  what  period  betweca  diis 
time  and  the  Easter  recess  tiiey  wo«ld  bs 
brought  before  the  House? — and  secoiidljy 
whedber,  as  far  as  Government  coold  form 
an  opinion  on  the  sobject,  it  was  Kkdj 
their  Lordships  would  have  any  bastness  of 
importance   sent  up  to  them  before  that 
time  from  the  other  House  of  Parliameat? 
The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  eovld 
assure  the  noble  Lord  he  would  be  very 
glad  to  give  him  any  information  oo  diis 
subject.     When  the  noble  Lord  made  a 
complaint  that  more  business  had  not  beea 
transacted  at  an  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  only  repeated  what  had  been  said, 
from  time  to  time,  when  the  noble  Lord 
was  himself  in  office,  up  to  the  present 
Session,  when  it  could  be  met  with  a  much 
more    satisfactory    answer    than    before. 
Within  the  last  hour,  he  (the  Manpiess  of 
Lansdowne)  had  looked  over  the  Jowmals 
of  the  House,  and  it  appeared  that  muck 
more  business  had  been  transacted  dsrbig 
the  last  six  weeks  of  this  present  Session, 
than   for  a  corresponding  period  'm  aaj 
other  Session  when  the  noble  Lord  was  in 
power.     He  would  not  select  the  last  Ses- 
sion, because  the  noble  Lord  was  not  then 
in  office;  but  going  back  to  the  Session 
before,  in  1845,  when  he  was  in  office,  and 
looking  to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
which  announced   many  measures  of  im- 
portance, he  found  the  following  results. 
Parliament  met  on  February  14.     Taking 
the  first  seven  weeks  of  that  Session,  he 
found  that  tho  following  were  the  legisla- 
tive proceedings  for  that  time: — On  Fe- 
bruary 24,  the  Bill  for  the  Abolition  of 
Deodands  was  read  a  first  time;  on  the2Sth, 
the  Bail  in  Error  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time;  on  the   10th  of  March,  the  Jewisk 
Disabilities  Bill  was  read  a  second  time, 
and  Pauper  Lunatics  (Ireland)  Bill  a  first 
time;  on  the  1 4th,  the  Jewish  Disabilities 
Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and  the  Stamp 
Duties  Assimflation  Bill  a  third  time ;  and 
on  the  17th,  the  ProncKy  Tax  was  read  a 
first  time,  and  the  Pauper  Lunatics  (Ire- 
land) Bill  a  second  time.     But  not  one  of 
those  measures  was  passed,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  one,  the  Jewish  Disabilities  Bill, 
and  the  Stamp  Duties  Assimilation  Bill. 
That  constituted  the  whole  of  the  business 
for  more  than  the  first  six  weeks  of  the 
Session  1845.   He  did  not  make  the  state- 
meat  as  any  attack  on  the  Government  of 
that  day  to  whioh  the  noble  Lord  bekmged. 
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and  which  was,  no  douht,  desirous  of  bring- 
ing business  before  their  Lordships*  House, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  calling  to  his  recol- 
lection that  in  that,  as  in  every  Session, 
very  great  obstacles  existed  to  the  intro- 
duction of  Bills  to  their  Lordships  at  an 
early  period,  which  might  account  for  the 
circumstance  that  for  nearly  seven  weeks 
in  1845  they  had  actually  introduced  and 
passed  but  one  Bill.  He  would  now  state 
the  Bills  which  had  passed  during  the  six 
weeks  of  the  present  Session.  Parliament 
met  on  the  1 9th  of  January .  No  less  than  six 
important  Bills,  instead  of  one,  had  passed 
through  all  their  stages  up  to  this  time  : 
the  Buckwheat  Importation  Bill,  the  Dis- 
tilling from  Sugar  and  Brewing  from  Sugar 
Bills,  the  Chelsea  Pensioners  Bill,  the  Des- 
titute Persons  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  the  Na- 
vigation Laws  Suspension  Bill.  All  these 
measures  had  passed  through  every  stage 
in  their/  Lordships*  House,  and  he  could 
confidently  assert  they  constituted  alto- 
gether an  infinitely  larger  amount  of  im- 
portant business  than  had  ever  been  passed 
during  the  first  six  weeks  of  any  past  Ses- 
sion. He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  this 
was  in  itself  an  excuse  for  neglecting  to 
bring  forward  measures  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible  period  of  the  Session;  and  he  wished 
to  take  that  opportunity  of  stating  to  their 
Lordships  how  public  business  stood  with 
respect  to  the  views  of  Government,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  noble  Lord 
every  information  in  his  power.  He  had 
hoped  that  some  business  would  have  been 
brought  before  their  Lordships;  but  ob- 
stacles had  arisen  to  it — partly  from  the 
very  important  discussion  in  the  other 
House,  which  had  not  been  brought  to  a 
successful  termination — he  meant  the  long 
and  protracted  debate  on  the  question  of 
assisting  railways  in  Ireland  by  Govern- 
ment money,  which  had  caused  great  delay 
to  the  progress  of  business.  In  conse- 
quence of  it  Parliament  was  brought  to  a 
stage  of  business  when  it  was  necessary  to 
consider  the  financial  condition  of  the  coun- 
try; and  in  doing  so  their  Lordships  would 
perceive  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Other 
House  was  considering  Irish  business,  be- 
cause though  its  immediate  progress  might 
be  delayed  by  the  consideration  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  of  the  year,  the  existence 
of  Irish  distress — now  admitted  by  aU 
parties — required  very  large  sacrifices  of 
public  money  for  its  relief;  and  it  there- 
fore became  indispensable  to  acquaint  the 
other  House  with  the  extent  of  that  de- 
mand, And  to  take  the  eense  of  the  Hoiue 


upon  it,  with  a  view  to  facilitate  the  enter- 
tainment and  progress  of  the  measures  for 
Ireland,  which  could  only  be  considered 
with  reference  to  large  financial  questions. 
These  were  the  reasons  which  made  it  im- 
possible to  bring  on  the  Irish  measures 
before  the  8th  March;  but  he  could  state 
confidently  that  those  Bills  would  be  pro* 
ceeded  with  on  that  day.  As  to  the  time 
they  would  take  to  pass  through  the  other 
House,  and  as  to  the  discussion  which 
would  arise  upon  them,  he  need  hardly  say 
it  would  be  impossible  to  state  positivehr 
when  it  would  ne  brought  to  a  close.  It 
was  not  correct  that  no  notice  of  public 
business  to  be  brought  before  the  House 
had  been  given  to  their  Lordships.  He 
stated  a  few  days  ago  that  one  Irish  BiU, 
which  had  undergone  great  alteration  on 
the  part  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(the  Lord  Chancellor),  and  which  required 
to  be  weighed  with  the  greatest  care,  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  proprietors  to  sell 
parts  of  their  estates,  would  be  laid  very 
soon  on  the  Table.  Much  progress  had 
been  already  made  with  it;  and  the  noble 
Lord  must  recollect  how  many  communica- 
tions there  had  been  necessarily  received 
on  the  subject.  It  was  also  the  intention 
of  Government  to  introduce  some  very  im- 
portant Bills  with  respect  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  penal  laws,  the  reformation 
of  criminals,  and  the  improvement  of  pri- 
sons; but  the  consideration  of  the  sanatory 
condition  of  towns  could  not  be  originated 
in  that  House — they  must  take  time  to 
consider  the  subject;  and  the  noble  Lord 
was  aware  there  were  great  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  introducing  measures  in  that 
House,  owing  to  the  jealousy,  often,  as  he 
thought,  unnecessary,  with  which  their 
conduct  was  watched  by  the  other  House 
in  matters  of  that  kind. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  observed,  that  the 
time  which  had  elapsed  since  November 
might  have  been  employed  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  those  Bills.  He  regretted  that 
more  measures  had  not  been  introduced 
into  their  Lordships'  House,  and  saw  lib 
reason  why  certain  classes  of  Bills  should 
not  first  be  submitted  to  their  Lordships, 
provisions  in  regard  to  penalties  being  re- 
served for  the  consideration  of  the  other 
House.  He  was  glad  to  learn  that  there 
was  a  prospect  of  legislation  on  the  cri- 
minal law;  and  when  he  observed  that  un- 
professional persons  were  proposing  mea- 
sures on  the  subject  (Sir  John  Pakington's 
Bill  in  reference  to  juvenile  delinquency 
was  an  eztimjAe),  he  felt  inclined  to  press 
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for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to 
take  the  whole  matter  into  consideration. 
But  for  the  notice  just  taken  of  the  suh- 
ject  hy  the  nohle  Marquess,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  certainly  should  have  proposed 
a  Committee  upon  the  matter  which  he 
opened  to  their  Lordships  when  presenting 
the  Liverpool  petition  last  week,  and  he 
did  not  know  whether  he  should  not  do  so 
stiU,  as  he  had  received  several  important 
communications  since,  and  among  the  rest 
an  entire  denial  of  some  parts  of  the  re- 
sults of  the  Liverpool  experience. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  if  blame 
were  attached  to  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  for  not  bringing  forward  mea- 
sures in  that  House  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Session,  with  much  greater  weight 
it  would  attach  to  those  Governments  who 
had  preceded  them,  who  had  been  strong, 
and  had  known  themselves  to  be  strong  in 
that  House.  And  the  less  ground  of  com- 
plaint was  there  of  a  Government  who  felt 
that  they  were  weak.  With  reference  to 
the  two  Irish  measures  which  were  now 
before  the  other  House  of  Parliament — 
one  being  a  Bill  for  granting  a  million  and 
a  half  of  money  to  the  Irish  landlords,  on 
the  security  of  their  estates;  and  the  other, 
a  Bill  for  making  very  great  and  important 
alterations  in  the  Irish  poor  law — the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
stated  that  these  two  Bills  must  go  pari 
passu  through  that  House.  If  this  were 
not  the  case,  he  (the  Earl  of  Wicklow)  had 
no  doubt  that  one  or  the  other  of  them 
would  come  up  to  that  House  long  before 
the  Easter  recess  ;  but  by  thus  coupling 
them  together,  in  order  to  send  them  up 
at  one  and  the  same  time,  the  probability 
was  that  unless  the  Poor  Law  Bill  was 
considerably  altered,  they  would  neither  of 
them  come  up  at  all  during  the  present 
Session.  Now,  he  denied  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  any  right  thus  to  couple  the  two 
Bills.  The  Bill  for  making  advances  to 
the  Irish  landlords  was  connected  with, 
and  formed  part  of,  a  question  which  was 
passed  last  year.  When  the  late  Govern- 
ment brought  forward  their  Com  Bill,  they 
promised  that  it  should  be  accompanied  by 
certain  other  measures  which  would  be  for 
the  advantages  of  the  landed  interest  of 
the  united  empire.  These  measures  they 
ealled  measures  of  compensation  for  the 
passing  of  the  Com  Bill.  One  of  them 
was  for  advancing  two  millions  of  money 
to  the  landed  proprietors  of  Great  Britain; 
the  other  for  advancing  one  million  to  pro- 
prietors in  Ireland.     The  latter  Bill^  Imw- 


ever,  was  drawn  up  in  so  faulty  a  manner, 
that  a  pledge  was  given  at  the  close  of  the 
Session  that  it  should  undergo  amendment 
on  the  reassembling  of  Parliament  in  tlie 
present  year.  As  regarded  that  Bill, 
therefore,  he  contended  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  right  whatever  to  keep  it 
back,  and  to  say  that  it  must  come  before 
their  Lordships  pari  passu  with  the  Poor 
Law  Bill,  and  which  Bill  might  not  pass  at 
all ;  thus  inferring,  that  if  die  one  did  not 
become  law,  the  other  should  not  be  given 
to  the  country.  Now,  this  was  all  very 
well  as  far  as  a  half  million  of  the  money 
was  concerned,  which  was  an  increase  on 
the  original  sum  intended  to  be  granted; 
but  as  to  the  million,  he  denied  their  right 
to  postpone  the  measure,  for  it  was  to  be 
g^ven  as  compensation  for  the  measure 
passed  last  year. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
it  was  quite  trae  that  an  impression  had 
existed  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  con- 
sider the  measures  to  which  the  noble  Eaii 
had  alluded — namely,  that  for  advancing 
money  to  the  landlords,  and  that  for  alter- 
ing the  Irish  poor  law,  together,  inasmuch 
as  the  first  would  afford  very  great  accom- 
modation to  the  landlords,  whilst  the 
second  would  impose  a  burden  upon  their 
property.  The  noble  Earl  had  stated  that 
one  Bill  was  entirely  independent  of  the 
other;  and  so  far  as  related  to  1,000.000/. 
out  of  the  1,500,000/.,  which  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  appropriate  for  the  advantage  of 
Irish  landlords,  the  noble  Earl  was  quite 
correct;  but  he  was  not  correct  with  regard 
to  the  benefit  to  be  derived  by  the  land- 
lords under  the  Bill  as  formerly  passed, 
and  under  the  Bill  as  it  was  now  proposed 
to  be  passed.  It  was  trae  that  in  the  last 
Session,  and  under  the  late  Government, 
it  was  announced  in  this  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  that  a  sum  of 
1,000,0(X)/.  was  intended  to  be  advanced 
to  the  Irish  landlords  for  the  purpose  of 
drainage  in  Ireland,  and  at  the  same  time 
that  2,000,000/.  were  to  be  advanced  for 
the  like  purpose  to  the  landlords  of  Great 
Britain.  But  the  present  Bill  was  not 
merely  a  Bill  which  was  promised  last  Ses- 
sion, for  the  purpose  of  extending  that 
benefit  to  entailed  estates  in  Ireland;  but 
a  larger  amount  of  benefit  was  proposed 
in  this  Bill  to  be  granted  to  landlords,  by 
greatly  extending  the  objects  for  which  the 
advances  were  to  be  maiie,  so  as  to  include 
every  species  of  sobstantial  and  permanent 
improvement  that  could  be  made  on  any 
estate.    This  Bill  being  regarded  as  a  sort 
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of  compensation  for  the  other,  it  was 
deemed  advisable  that  the  two  should  be 
considered  together;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
when  the  measure  came  into  operation, 
their  Lordships  would  find  that  it  worked 
very  beneficially  for  the  permanent  and 
substantial  improvement  of  Ireland. 

THE  NEW  HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT. 
Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  though 
he  feared  that  this  conversation  held  out 
very  small  hope  of  an  early  termination  of 
the  Session,  yet  he  would  fain  ask  his 
noble  Friend,  what  prospects  their  Lord- 
ships had  of  speedily  inhabiting  a  more 
habitable  place  than  that  in  which  they 
were  then  assembled  ?  His  anxiety  to  en- 
ter the  new  palace  had  not  been  diminish- 
ed by  what  had  happened  to  him  that  day, 
when  he  enjoyed  the  gratification  of  visit- 
ing the  new  Houses,  and  seeing  the  most 
magnificent  building  that  he  had  ever  seen 
in  any  part  of  the  world,  doing  the  great- 
est possible  honour  to  the  very  skilful, 
learned,  and  ingenious  architect,  both  in 
the  interior  and  the  exterior  of  the  splendid 
palace  which  was  to  be  devoted  to  the  two 
branches  of  the  Legislature.  If  anything 
could  mitigate  his  dislike  of  Gothic  archi- 
tecture, it  was  what  he  had  seen  that  day. 
True,  it  had  not  altered  his  opinion  with 
reference  to  that  style;  but  this  he  would 
say,  that  what  he  had  seen  to-day,  fully 
confirmed  his  original  expectations,  and 
that  if  anything  could  make  Gothic  archi- 
tecture palatable  to  those  who  had  a  totally 
dift'erent  taste,  it  was  the  skill  which  had 
been  exhibited  by  that  most  eminent  archi- 
tect (Mr.  Barry),  in  the  design  and  con- 
struction of  the  new  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  fear- 
ed that  he  could  not  indulge  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  hopes  so  far  as  to  confirm 
any  opinion  which  he  might  entertain  with 
regard  to  a  speedy  prospect  of  an  early  ter- 
mination of  the  Session.  He  could  state, 
however,  about  the  period  when  their  Lord- 
ships might  expect  to  assemble  in  their 
new  House.  He  owed  it  to  the  architect, 
of  whom  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
spoken  in  such  handsome  and  justly-de- 
served terms,  to  say,  that  he  had  also  the 
inferior  but  not-to-be-despised  merit  of 
keeping  the  engagements  which  he  had 
entered  into  with  that  House  at  the  end  of 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament;  for  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  was  enabled  to 
state,  that  even  if  it  were  the  wish  of  their 
Lordships   to    occupy    their    new   House 
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earlier  than  Easter,  means  might  be  found 
of  preparing  it  for  them  before  the  end  of 
the  next  month.  But  he  thought  their 
Lordships  would  agree  with  him  that  the 
adjournment  which  usually  took  place  at 
Easter,  would  be  the  most  convenient  time 
for  completing  those  arrangements  which 
would  enable  them  to  be  received  there. 
He  could  confidently  state,  on  the  author* 
ity  of  Mr.  Barry,  as  well  as  on  his  own  in- 
spection, that  there  could  not  be  the  slight- 
est doubt  that  in  the  Easter  week  every 
preparation  would  be  made  for  their  Lord- 
ships* reception  the  very  first  day  after  the 
recess. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  would  take  that  op- 
portunity of  supplying  an  inadvertent  omis- 
sion which  had  occurred  in  the  observa- 
tions he  had  addressed  to  the  House.  He 
begged  to  state  that  a  gentleman  of  great 
experience  had  assured  him  that  the  fresco 
paintings  designed  and  superintended  by 
Mr.  Dyce  had  been  most  successful. 

DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER. 
Lord  STANLEY  hoped  he  should  be 
excused  if  he  put  one  more  question  to  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite.  He  wished  to 
ask  what  was  the  nature  of  the  duties  to  be 
executed  by  Commissioners,  and  which 
were  heretofore  performed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  ?  Now 
he  did  not  put  this  question  by  way  of 
complaint,  or  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
fault,  as,  in  point  of  fact,  he  knew  not  what 
had  been  done,  or  the  motives  which  prompt- 
ed the  Government  in  what  they  had  done, 
but  purely  for  information;  and  he  thought 
it  was  a  subject  on  which  Parliament  ought 
to  have  some  explanation  from  Ministers. 
About  a  week  or  a  fortnight  ago,  a  procla- 
mation appeared  in  the  Gazette,  by  which 
it  appeared  that  Her  Majesty  had  appoint- 
ed three  noble  Lords,  Members  of  that 
House,  and  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
Members  of  the  other  House,  to  be  of  Her 
Majesty's  Council  for  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster— and  that,  he  believed,  was  the 
sole  information  which  Parliament  possess- 
ed in  reference  to  the  subject.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  everything  which  related 
to  the  pecuniary  concerns  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  was  a  matter  in  which  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  had  no  direct  inter- 
est; that  the  revenues  of  the  Duchy  were  a 
portion  of  the  revenues  of  the  Crown,  and 
were  as  much  the  property  of  the  Crown, 
and  as  little  the  property  of  the  public,  as 
any  of  the  revenues  which  belonged  to  their 
Lordships.  They  formed  no  part  of  the 
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regular  reTenues  which  had  been  surren- 
dered in  lieu  of  the  Civil  List;  and  though 
thej  were  vested  in  and  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  Parliament,  yet  the  net  re- 
ceipts, whatever  thej  might  be,  were  paid 
to  the  privy  purse,  without  control  or  let 
from  Parliament.  At  the  same  time  the 
management  of  the  revenues  was  not 
wholly  withdrawn  from  the  superintend- 
ence of  Parliament.  He  believed  there 
was  an  annual  account  presented  to  Par- 
liament of  the  expenditure  incurred,  and  of 
the  gross  receipts  and  net  receipts,  and,  ge- 
nerally speaking,  of  the  entire  management 
of  the  revenues.  The  presentation  of  this 
account  did  therefore,  in  his  opinion,  imply 
that  Parliament  exercised  somo  control 
over  the  matter.  Nay,  more,  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  affairs  of  the  Duchy,  in- 
eluding  the  administration  of  its  financial 
affairs,  was  vested  in  one  of  the  responsible 
advisers  of  the  Crown,  who  was  generally 
a  Cabinet  Minister,  and  in  that  capacity 
responsible  to  Parliament  for  the  manage- 
ment or  mismanagement  of  the  duties  con- 
fided to  him.  Now,  undoubtedly,  if  there 
had  been  any  mismanagement,  if  there 
had  been  any  extravagant  expenditure  upon 
the  establishment,  if  there  had  been  waste 
in  the  management  of  the  revenue,  or  if 
there  had  been  improvidence  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  landed  property,  that 
was  a  subject  into  which  Parliament  had  a 
right  to  inquire,  and  ought  to  inquire.  And 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Campbell)  would  forgive  him  for  saying 
that,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy,  he  and 
those  who  filled  that  office  were  responsible 
to  Parliament  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  discharged  their  duties.  The  office 
of  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
was  one  that  had  been  frequently  intrusted 
to  persons  of  far  inferior  abilities  to  its  pre- 
sent possessor.  It  was  one  of  the  duties 
which  had  never  been  considered  exceed- 
ingly onerous.  Now,  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord,  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy,  was  not  an  infant — he  was  not  a 
femme  couverte — he  was  not  subject  to  any 
mental  or  physical  incapacity  for  business; 
and  therefore  ho  (Lonl  Stanley)  did  not 
then  see,  unless  some  explanation  could  be 
given,  why  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  not  be  considered  as  competent  as 
any  of  his  predecessors  to  perform  the  du- 
ties that  devolved  upon  him.  He  wanted 
to  know  in  what  capacity  the  new  council- 
lors to  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  were  ap- 
pointed. They  must  have  been  appointed 
either  to  aid  the  Chancellor  with  their  ad- 


vice, or  for  the  purpose  of  sopenediag  tlie 
noble  and  learned  Lord  in  a  portion  of  his 
duties.  In  either  case  it  was  not  unrea- 
sonable for  Parliament  to  ezereise  eontroL 
They  should  know  in  what  respect  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  office  had  beoi  found 
deficient.  All  they  knew  was,  that  five 
gentlemen  had  been  appointed  as  a  Coun- 
cil by  Her  Majesty  for  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster. What  portion  of  the  duties  they 
had  to  perform.  Parliament  was  ignorant 
of.  Was  there  confided  to  them  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Duchy  ?  Had  they  to  look  to 
the  management  of  the  landed  property  of 
the  Duchy  ?  Was  their  opinion  as  a  ma- 
jority to  carry  the  different  qneataons 
that  came  before  them  f  —  and  this 
was  not  an  unimportant  consideration 
— or  in  what  way  was  it  that  they  were  to 
divide  or  supersede  the  authority  of  the 
person  who  was  responsible  to  Parliament 
for  conducting  the  affairs  of  the  Dndiy? 
He  wanted  to  know  their  object  in  ap- 
pointing this  subsidiary  ConncU — ^whether 
any  part  of  the  duties  vested  in  a  responsi- 
ble Minister  of  the  Crown  were  to  be  vested 
in  a  permanent  board  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  and  not  responsible  to  Parliament! 
He  also  wanted  to  know  whether  they  dis- 
charged their  duties  in  accordance  with  an 
oath  taken  by  them;  for,  if  he  was  not 
mistaken,  they  did  take  an  oath.  Then, 
in  that  case,  he  wanted  to  know  by  what 
authority  the  oath  was  administered — 
what  were  the  terms,  and  what  the  nature 
of  the  oath  ?  Indeed,  he  had  asked  a  no- 
ble Lord  who  had  been  appointed  as  one 
of  the  Council,  what  where  the  duties  he 
would  have  to  perform;  and  his  answer 
was,  that  he  really  had  not  the  least  idea; 
all  he  could  say  was,  that  he  had  taken  an 
oath  for  the  faithful  discharge  of  his  du- 
ties; but  what  the  extent  or  the  nature  of 
those  duties  was,  his  noble  Friend  was  as 
ignorant  as  any  of  their  Lordships.  All 
the  public  knew  was,  that  there  were  com- 
missioners appointed  to  discharge  dotiea 
which  had  never  before  been  considered 
too  onerous  or  too  laborious  for  one;  and 
this  at  a  time  when  the  office  was  filled  by 
one  fully  competent  to  perform  them.  And 
when  persons  were  sworn  to  perform  cer- 
tain duties,  and  they  did  not  know  what 
those  duties  were,  it  was  not  unreasonable 
then,  without  finding  fault  with  what  had 
been  done,  and  without  expressing  an 
opinion — indeed  they  were  not  then  in  a 
situation  to  form  any  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject— but  in  such  a  state  of  affiurs  it  was 
not  unruMonaUe  to  aak  Her  Miyeelj'a 
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Ministers  what  motives  bad  led  them  to 
establish  this  new  commission;  what  por- 
tion of  the  duties  of  the  Chancellor  it  had 
taken  upon  itself  to  discbarge;  what  por- 
tion of  his  duties  were  to  be  withdrawn 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster; what  portion  of  bis  patronage  was 
to  be  withdrawn  from  him  and  vested  in 
the  new  Commissioners  ? 

Lord  CAMPBELL:  None. 

Lord  STANLEY :  Then  was  the  pat- 
ronage to  be  retained  by  the  Chancellor, 
and  the  duties  to  be  thrown  on  the  subor- 
dinates? Were  they  to  advise  the  Chan- 
cellor, or  their  opinion  to  overrule  that  of 
the  Chancellor?  He  thought  they  ought 
to  know  what  instructions  had  been  given 
to  these  Commissioners,  and  what  was  the 
extent  of  their  duties.  These  were  facts 
which  should  be  laid  before  Parliament,  in 
order  that  they  might  the  more  clearly 
ascertain  what  these  duties  were. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  no  cause  to  apologize  for  seeking 
information  on  this  question;  and  he  re- 
turned the  noble  Lord  thanks  for  mention- 
ing the  subject,  with  respect  to  which  a 
great  deal  of  misconception  had  taken 
place,  and,  in  ignorance  of  the  facts,  a 
great  many  foolish  comments  had  been 
made.  What  the  noble  Lord  had  learned 
in  private  from  any  individual,  now  a 
Councillor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  could 
hardly  be  meant  to  have  been  proclaim- 
ed in  that  House;  and  he  should  have 
thought  the  noble  Lord  would  have  had 
the  highest  respect  for  the  individual  to 
whom  he  had  referred,  because,  as  all  parties 
were  represented  in  the  Council,  that  indi- 
vidual happened  to  be  a  most  eminent  pro- 
tectionist. He  would  now  give  an  answer  to 
the  noble  Lord's  inquiry.  There  was  no 
commission,  and  no  innovation  in  the  an- 
cient constitution  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter, which  remained  now  as  it  stood  in  the 
time  of  John  of  Gaunt.  Ever  since  there 
had  been  a  County  Palatine  and  a  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  there  had  been  a  Chancellor 
with  a  Council  attached  to  it.  The  Chan- 
cellor acted  judicially,  and  made  certain 
appointments.  As  the  noble  Lord  knew, 
the  Chancellor  appointed  magistrates,  and 
on  such  subjects  he  acted  proprio  motu; 
on  certain  subjects  he  acted  without  the 
advice  of  any  Council ;  but  with  respect 
to  others  he  called  in  the  assistance  of 
the  Council.  There  had  been  from  time 
immemorial  a  Council,  from  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  took  advice  with 
respect  to  certain  subjects,  such  a»  the 


management  of  the  property  and  finances 
of  the  Duchy;  and  this  Council  consisted 
of  the  Vice  Chancellor,  the  Receiver  Ge- 
neral, the  Auditor,  and  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral of  the  Duchy.  Still  it  was  found 
that  a  good  deal  of  inconvenience  had  been 
experienced  from  the  Chancellor  not  hav- 
ing the  advice  of  those  persons  who  were 
more  competent  to  advise  respecting  the 
letting  of  land,  the  amount  of  rent  to  be 
demanded,  and  the  manner  in  which  this 
property,  scattered  all  over  England,  and 
of  a  very  miscellaneous  description,  should 
be  managed.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchj 
was  a  political  office,  and  connected  with 
the  Government,  while  the  Councillors  had 
nothing  political  belonging  to  them.  The 
Councillors,  until  the  present  addition  to 
their  number,  were  Mr.  Horace  Twiss,  the 
eminent  Chancery  barrister,  and  who,  as 
he  (Lord  Campbell)  considered,  belonged 
to  the  Tory  party.  Vice  Chancellor;  Mr. 
Lockhart,  a  gentleman  most  eminent  in 
literature.  Auditor;  General  Fox,  a  very 
gallant  officer.  Receiver  General;  and  Ur. 
Ellis,  an  eminent  barrister.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral. These  gentlemen,  however,  were 
very  little  cognizant  of  country  affairs. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  he  (Lord 
Campbell)  laboured  under  no  legal  incapa- 
city. He  certainly  was  not  a  femme  cott* 
verte,  or  an  infant;  and  he  hoped  he  was 
not  a  lunatic :  but  he  confessed  his  igno- 
rance in  respect  to  agricultural  affairs. 
He  was  as  ignorant  of  such  matters  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Brougham),  who,  on  being  taken  through 
a  field  of  green  wheat  by  Mr.  Coke,  of 
Norfolk,  exclaimed,  '*  What  a  fine  field 
of  lavender!**  His  (Lord  Campbell's) 
predecessor  in  his  present  office,  though 
more  competent  to  understand  these  mat- 
ters, nevertheless  felt  great  inconveni-^ 
ence;  and  it  was  intended  under  the  late 
Government  to  make  an  addition  to  the 
number  of  Councillors  in  respect  to  the 
management  of  the  property  and  finances  of 
the  Duchy.  When  the  sobject  was  men- 
tioned to  him  (Lord  Campbell),  he  most 
cordially  approved  of  the  suggestion,  and 
strongly  recommended  Her  Majesty  to  ap- 
point, for  the  due  management  of  Her 
revenues  in  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  addi- 
tional Councillors,  and  he  also  recommend- ' 
ed  the  individuals  to  be  appointed.  Th^ 
were  sworn  in  and  took  the  usual  oath 
which  had  been  immemorially  taken  by 
the  Councillors  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
He  had  to  inform  the  noble  Lord,  that  thej 
did  not  supersede  the  Ch«ieellor  of  the 
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rmkd  on  mH  va^^^^t.^  vjoaat^  uaider  th>t  t^jm- 

dOfirf.  ff  uC«  if  tLe  Ckaaedlitv  v«re  a  vae 
1BS»«  he  v/>«U  naC'TraST  t«k«  the  ofmom 
«f  iIka^  vikCr  w«rr*r   tf/sE^ffiewti  to   enr«  * 

ffttfttiMi  19  tATiD^  tkftt  be  flMwld  be  gnad^d 
bv  tbe  adrirw  </  ««Krb  sma  a«  IxinU  Hard- 
viek«  aod  V^^xummsl,  io  E&at&ETf  reladsj^  to 
tbc;  leuin^  tA  \mA.  The  foroMT  DotSe  Ixird 
bid,  iod^icrd,  noderukeo — aad  tLis  prored 
tbe  TaiiK  rif  tb«  zfvAmment — to  examine 
a  CtfiD  iit  tbe  Bedford  Lerel  beloiigio^  to 
tbe  DiKhj,  and  to  gire  adriee  witb  respect 
to  tbe  maiuier  io  wbkb  it  tboold  be  man- 
aged. Tbe  noble  ]>/rd  iLrird  Stanlej} 
mtgbt  be  aMured,  tbat  tbe  eonstitittion  of 
tbe  Dnchj  of  Laoeaner  bad  in  no  degree 
been  altered ;  and  if  tbe  noUe  Lord  f  boold 
erer  reeetre  tbe  bigb  eommiMion  of  form- 
ing an  Adminiitration,  bis  CbaneeDor  of 
tbe  Doebj  of  Lancaster  would  find  tbe 
Mee  onimpaired  in  its  efficiencj  or  pri- 
Tileces, 

Louv  BROUGHAM:  It  was  certainlj 
a  most  aneaOed-for  cbarge  to  mj  bis  noble 
Friend  bad  betrajed  tbe  confidence  of  an- 
otber  noUe  Lord;  for  it  was  plain  tbat 
noble  Lord  bad  no  confidence  to  betraj,  as 
be  was  utterlj  ignorant  on  the  subject.  If 
*'  a  multitude  of  Councillors*'  implied  wis- 
dom,  the  estates  of  the  Duchj  must  be 
admirablj  managed;  but  the  explanation 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  showed  tbe 
affairs  of  the  Duchy  to  be  in  a  Terr  strange 
position,  for  the  Chancellor  pronounced  a 
sentence  of  self-stultification,  and  jet  in- 
sisted that  his  opinion  should  be  supreme. 
Had  the  offices  of  these  Councillors  been 
divided  ?  Was  the  patronage  divided  ?  Was 
the  salary  divided ?  [Loni  Campbell:  It 
was  not  worth  dividing.]  But  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Councillors  should  be  taken  on 
tbat,  uptt.  ^Thus,  thej  and  tbe  Council 
had  an  inc^mipetent  Chancellor,  and  jet 
the  incomf>etent  was  not  bound  to  take 
their  advico.  And  all  this  was  done  for 
an  esUte  of  20j)(KI/.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  to  defend  his  own  io^norance  of  all 
that  app<*rtainod  to  land,  told  a  storj  of 
him  which  was  wholly  without  foundation. 
The  real  storj  was  this — that  when  Lords 
Grey  and  Durham,  Sir  II.  Wilson,  and 
himself,  were  on  a  visit  to  Mr.  Coke,  bis 
lamenti*d  Fnend  iHiinted  them  out  some 
sterile  land  which  ih*  had  brought  into  cul- 
tivation. V\Hm  which  he  ( Lord  Brougham) 
said,  '*  Show  us  some  of  your  Unds  tbat 
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befiered  tbat  tbe  adfitiosal  C« 
n<i«  iacremse  tbe  mtal  of  tbe  Daebj  ta  iht 
vahie  of  h'MM.  a  year,  wbilst  be  regnttai 
to  add,  tbat  bavisg  beard  bis  mMt  mmk 
leaned  Friead*s  expkaatm,  be  w«a  jwt 
as  ignorant  oa  tbe  ssbfect  as  befa«  tbaX 
explanation  bad  been  girea.  ['^Hear!**aad 
lam^kltr.] 

SCOTCH  BAXEIXG. 


Tbe   Eabl  of 
more  for  eorr 
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rdasire 


nee  relaSire  ta  tbe 
Joint  Stock  Banks  m  Scackad  aad  Inkad 
Bin,  and  in  partieolar,  tbat  rriifiaj^  ta  tbe 
North  British  Bank.  Maaj  id  ^eir  Lard- 
ships  might  not  be  aware  tbat  aader  ^km 
M  system  id  banking,  Scodaad  bad  tie- 
bled  her  wealth  within  a  short  period.  la 
1845,  however,  important  restrietioaa  bad 
been  introduced — restrictions  prercatiBg 
the  establishment  td  Joint  Stock  Banks  of 
issue  for  ever  after ;  and  in  order  to  know 
why  it  had  been  interfered  with,  be  was 
anxious  to  see  tbe  correspondence  wbieb 
had  taken  place  between  Her  Majesty  *s 
Government  and  tbe  bankers  of  Scotland, 
relative  to  tbe  progress  of  tbe  Bill  of  last 
year.  At  that  time  tbey  bad  been  macb 
alarmed  for  the  safety  of  their  one-poand 
notes;  but  tbey  bad  been  so  pleased  at  find- 
ing them  left  untouched,  tbat  tbey  did 
not  carry  on  their  opposition  to  tbe  other 
portions  of  the  plan  with  the  vigour  wbidi 
they  ought  to  have  done,  and  a  measure 
was  carried  which  infringed  on  tbe  system 
so  long  and  so  advantageously  in  qm. 
By  the  Act  for  regulating  Joint  Stock 
Banks  in  England  a^  Ireland,  tbe  p*per 
circulation  of  Scotland  was  restricted  to 
what  had  been  the  average  of  tbe  three 
years  previous  to  1845 ;  al^ve  tbat  amount 
any  issue  must  be  based  upon  gold.  He 
must  confess  that  he  did  not  think  a  case 
had  been  at  all  made  out  for  meddling  witb 
the  Scotch  currency ;  however,  as  the  mis- 
chief had  been  done,  they  tried  to  make 
the  best  of  it.  Had  there  been  any  failures 
of  banks — had  there  been  any  distrust 
shown,  or  aoj  disapprobation  expressed  as 
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to  the  old  system,  by  the  people  of  Scot- 
land,    then    probably    some    interference 
might   have  been  justified ;  but  the  case 
was  wholly  otherwise.     The  paper  circula- 
tion in  Scotland  did  not  exceed  three  mil- 
lions, and  the  people  had  perfect  confidence 
in  it.      There  was,    therefore,  no  reason 
whatever  for  meddling  with  the  system. 
But  in  1845  a  fresh  Bill  had  been  brought 
in.     Stirring  events  followed,  and  it  was 
believed  that  that  Bill  had  been  abandoned. 
However,  their  old  enemy  suddenly  and 
unexpectedly  reappeared    under  the    aus- 
pices of  a  new  Ministry,  and  was  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons  with  that 
rapidity  which  characterized  the  progress 
of  measures  introduced  at  the  fag-end  of  a 
Session.     He  had  then  lost  all  those  who 
had  acted  with  him  in  opposition  before, 
and  he  stood  alone,  with  the  exception  of 
the  assistance  he  received  from  the  noble 
Earl    opposite    (Earl    Radnor),    who    had 
always  been  consistent  in  his  opposition  to 
any  interference  with  the  Scottish  banking 
system.      Upon    the  Bill   reaching    their 
Lordships,  he  had  urged  the  propriety  of 
delay ;  but  upon  the  day  appointed  for  the 
second    reading,  two  gentlemen,    Messrs. 
Tennant  and  Drew,  directors  of  the  North 
British  Bank,  waited  upon  him,  and  stated 
that  the  committee  of  bankers  in  Scotland 
were  not  only  willing    to  withdraw  their 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  but  that  they  were 
most  anxious  that  it  should  pass.     Under 
those  circumstances  he  refrained  from  in- 
flicting a  speech  upon  their  Lordships,  and 
the  Bill  passed  without  that  opposition  with 
which  he  had  threatened  it ;  but  no  sooner 
had  his  reasons  for  so  acting  appeared  be- 
fore the  public,  than  he  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Anderson,  the  respected  manager 
of  the  Union  Bank,  denying  that  the  depu- 
tation had  ever  agreed  to  anything  of  the 
kind.     Other    information    soon   came    to 
light.     At  a  meeting  of  the  Norfh  British 
Bank,  it  was  stated  that  the  arrangements 
which  the  bank  had  made  with  the  late 
Government,  had  been  confirmed  by  their 
successors,    and    that    the    establishment 
could  still  preserve  its  character  of  a  bank 
of  issue.     He  was,  therefore,  forced  to  be- 
lieve that  while  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  proceeding  publicly  with  their  nego- 
tiations with  the  Scotch  bankers  generally, 
they  were  privately  treating  with  the  gen- 
tlemen who  had  made  the  erroneous  state- 
ment.    What  those  private  arrangements 
were,  could  as  yet  be  only  a  matter  of  con- 
jecture, and  therefore  it  was  that  he  wished 
to  see  the  correspondence  for  which  he  in- 


tended to  move.  He  thought  such  a  course 
derogatory  to  any  Government;  and  his 
opposition  had  been  withdrawn  upon  a 
statement  which  turned  out  to  be,  a  gross 
misrepresentation.  The  evil  effects  of  the 
intei*ference  had  already  been  felt ;  and 
considering  the  misrepresentation  to  which 
he  had  referred — considering  also  the  time 
at  which  the  Bill  was  passed — he  thought 
the  people  of  Scotland  had  a  right  to  have 
a  reconsideration  of  the  whole  subject,  and 
it  was  with  that  view  that  he  moved — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  for  the  Correspondence  of  the  Scotch 
Bankers  with  the  late  and  present  Governments, 
relative  to  the  Bill  for  regulating  Joint  Stock 
Banks  in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  which  was  passed 
last  Session,  and  in  particular  the  Correspondence 
of  any  of  the  Directors  of  the  North  British  Bank; 
also,  for  the  Terms  or  Conditions  of  an  Agree- 
ment or  Arrangement  said  to  have  been  entered 
into  in  favour  of  that  Bank." 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON  was  sorry 
that  he  could  not  agree  to  the  Motion  of 
his  noble  Friend,  not  because  there  was 
any  objection  to  the  production  of  such  a 
correspondence,  but  because  it  did  not  ex- 
ist. He  had  applied  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon  the 
subject,  and,  after  a  search,  he  had  in- 
formed him  that  he  could  find  no  trace  of 
any  correspondence  of  the  Scottish  bankers 
either  with  the  late  or  the  present  Govern- 
ment.   He  had  reason  to  believe  that  there 
had  been  various  oral  communications  on 
the  subject,  but  no    record  of  them  had 
been  kept.     His  right  hon.  Friend  remem- 
bered, that  when  the  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  he  had  received  several  letters  from 
persons  interested  in  the  subject  referring 
to  former  communications;  but  when  the 
Bill,   then  under  discussion,  became  law, 
he  conceived  that  these  documents  had  lost 
their  interest,  and  he  therefore  destroyed 
them.  He  could  not  follow  his  noble  Friend 
through  the  details  of  the  matter;  but  he 
must  beg  leave  to  difl^er  with  him  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Bill  had  been  brought 
forward  and  carried  through  Parliament. 
If  he  remembered  rightly,  the  Bill  affect- 
ing Scotch  banks  was  introduced  in  1845, 
and  then  it  was  frankly  avowed  that  some 
arrangement  was  about  to  be  made  with  ^ 
the  North  British  Bank.     The  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  told  that  that 
bank  was  then  in  an  inchoate  state  ;  that 
from  some  reason  or  other  they  had  not 
then    been    able  to  commence   business. 
There  was  no  secret  made  of  the  matter; 
no  secret  arrangement  was  made  with  that 
bank  by  the  late  Government;  all  that  was 
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done  in  respect  of  it  was  done  openly  and 
aTOwedlj.  From  tome  cause  the  BiU  was 
postponed;  but  notice  was  given,  that  it 
would  be  reintroduced  in  1846;  and  it 
was  at  the  same  time  announced,  that  it 
would  be  made  retrospective,  and  take  ef- 
fect from  the  day  contemplated  in  1845. 
The  Bill  was  accordingly  introduced  early 
in  the  Session  of  1846,  and  read  a  first, 
and,  he  believed,  a  second  time;  but  from 
the  great  pressure  of  business  in  that  Ses- 
sion, its  further  progress  was  postponed. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  on  entering  office,  con- 
sidering the  Bill  one  of  a  most  useful  na- 
ture, and  likely  to  benefit  the  people  of 
Scotland,  proceeded  with  it,  but  not  in  a 
manner  that  was  obnoxious  to  the  charges 
brought  against  it  by  his  noble  Friend. 
Notice  was  given  that  the  Bill  was  to  be 
proceeded  with;  and  a  deputation  of  bank- 
ers, not  consisting  only  of  Messrs.  Tennant 
and  Drew,  but  of  representatives  also  of  the 
joint-stock  banks,  came  up  from  Scotland, 
and  had  several  interviews  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  Uis  noble  Friend 
seemed  to  accuse  Messrs.  Tennant  and 
Drew  of  making  some  misrepresentation  to 
him.  [TheEarlof  Eglixtouk:  Hear, hear!] 
If  they  were  wrong  in  their  statements, 
most  undoubtedly  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  shared  in  the 
error;  for  he  laboured  under  the  same  im- 
pression as  they  did  in  making  the  state- 
ment. A  legal  point  had  been  raised,  and 
the  deputation  had  promised  to  attend  at 
the  office  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  meet 
the  Lord  Advocate  to  consider  it;  but  when 
the  day  arrived,  the  deputation  had  gone 
home,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  received  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Anderson,  dated  Liverpool, 
in  which  he  stated  that  the  deputation  left 
the  whole  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment: under  these  circumstances  the 
Bill  had  passed  without  opposition.  He 
was  sorry  to  hear  that  evil  effects  had  fol- 
lowed from  the  measure.  He  could  assure 
his  noble  Friend  that  no  complaints  had  yet 
reached  the  Government  from  Scotland. 

The  Earl  of  RADNOR  thought  the 
course  thoy  had  taken  in  reference  to  the 
Scotch  banks  was  a  most  unfortunate  one; 
and,  for  one,  he  was  obliged  to  the  noble 
Eari  for  bringing  the  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Hou.s<\  The  Legisla- 
ture ought  never  to  have  interfered  with  a 
system  which  had  ever  given  the  utmost 
satisfaction,  in  i»nler  to  satisfy  a  currency 
crotchet  of  Sir  II.  Peers. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


MEDICAL  REUEF  IN  IRELAND, 
TheEARLofCLANCARTY:  My  Lords, 
in  rising  to  put  to  the  noUe  MarqueM  op- 
posite, the  question  of  which  I  yesterdaj 
gave  notice,  respecting  the  intentions  m 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  referenee  to 
Irish  medical  charities,  I  shall  only  preface 
it  by  such  observations  as  I  think  may 
show  your  Lordships  the  groat  importance 
of  the  subject ;  for,  I  cannot,  like  tne  noble 
Earl,  whose  Motion  has  just  been  disposed 
of,  say  of  Ireland  as  he  did  of  SeotUnd, 
that  it  has  occupied  but  little  of  your  Lord« 
ships*  attention;  I  feel  on  the  contrmrj, 
that  when  so  much  consideration  is  given 
to  Irish  questions,  it  would  be  unpardon* 
able,  without  very  strong  grounds,  to  intro- 
duce any  new  question  relating  to  Ireland. 
But  important  as  is  the  consideration  of 
those  measures  which  have  for  their  imme- 
diate object  the  relief  of  the  destitnto  in 
that  country,  not  less  important  is  the  duty 
of  taking  such  steps,  by  means  of  legisl»> 
tion,  as  may  ward  off  destitution  from  the 
industrious  poor.  Such,  I  conceive,  was 
the  object  of  Parliament,  in  the  several 
Acts  that  have  been  passed,  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  hospitals  and  dispensaries  over 
the  country  for  the  relief  of  the  sick;  and 
such  certainly,  to  a  great  degree,  is  the 
effect  of  such  institutions  wherever  they 
are  in  beneficial  operation.  They  are  de- 
signed to  afford  relief,  not  to  the  destitute, 
for  whom  the  law  has  otherwise  provided, 
but  for  the  industrious  poor ;  a  class  which 
should  be  kept  as  much  as  possible  dis- 
tinct from  the  destitute;  because,  instead 
of  being  a  burden  to  the  community,  it 
may  be  truly  said  of  them,  that  they  con- 
stitute its  btrength,  wealth,  and  very  de- 
pendence; but  who,  though  under  ordinary 
circumstances  capable  of  maintaining  them- 
selves and  their  families  in  independence, 
are  often,  in  sickness,  unable  out  of  their 
scanty  earnings  to  provide  the  medicines 
and  professional  advice  which,  promptly 
administered,  might  hasten  recovery,  and 
ward  off  the  ruin  and  destitution  in  such 
cases  commonly  resulting  from  a  prolonged 
suspension  of  employment.  That  such  le- 
galized assistance  to  the  poorer  classes — 
not  fraught  with  any  of  those  demoralising 
consequences  to  bo  apprehended  through 
the  system  of  out-door  relief  contemplated, 
as  I  understand,  in  an  amended  poor  law 
for  Ireland,  but  on  the  contrary,  affording 
a  direct  encouragement  and  protection  to 
industry,  and  tending  to  unite  the  upper 
and  tower  classes  of  society  in  Ireland,  by 
tho  kindest  synpalhies — was  inteoded  to  be 
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fully  efficient  and  impartial  in  its  operation, 
may,  I  think,  be  inferred  from  the  several 
Acts  which  Parliament  has  from  time  to 
time  passed  for  the  extension  of  medical 
charities.     In  these  respects,  however,  the 
law  has   failed.     For  want  of  central  su- 
perintendence, abuses  have  crept  into  the 
administration  of  many  of  the  medical  cha- 
rities; in  others  there  is  mismanagement 
and  irregularity;  and  of  those  which  depend 
in  any  degree  upon  voluntary  contributions, 
the  benefit  can  only  bo  fully  realized  in 
such  localities  as  are  so  fortunate  as  to  have 
residing  in  them,  persons  able  and  willing 
to   give  their  money   and  their  personal 
labour  to  the  superintendence  of  the  cha- 
rity.   That  such  localities  should  be  rather 
the  exception  than  the  rule,  your  Lordships 
cannot  be  surprised,  after  all  you  have  of 
late  heard  of  the  destitute  state  of  large 
tracts  in  the  west  and  south  of  Ireland. 
One  thing  alone  is  uniform,  and  that  is  the 
taxation :  in  each  county  all  are  alike  as- 
sessed to  uphold  the  medical  charities  be- 
longing to  it;  and  even  the  poorest  occupier 
of  the  soil,  himself  perhaps  suffering  from 
sickness,  or  with  a  sickly  family,  although 
beyond  the  reach  of  hospital  or  dispensary, 
is  taxed  in  proportion  to  the  land  he  holds 
for  the  maintenance  of  these  institutions, 
just  as  much  as  if  he  derived  the  fullest 
benefit  from  them.     This  is    a  fact  well 
known  to  such  of  your  Lordships  as  are 
acquainted  with  the  operation  of  the  grand 
jury  laws  in  Ireland.       Further,  I  would 
observe,  as  a  consequence  of  the  unsatis- 
factory operation  of  the  present  law,  that 
it  appeared  in  evidence  before  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  it  last 
Session — and  while  acting  as  chairman  of 
a  board  of  guardians  in  the  west  of  Ireland, 
1  have  since  had  personal  knowledge  of  the 
fact — that  of  the  present  inmates  of  the 
workhouses,  many  have  been  brought  to 
destitution  by  neglected  sickness,    or  by 
having  become   permanently  disabled  for 
the  want  of  timely  surgical  care;  and  the 
vast  numbers  that  enter  the  workhouse  for 
the  infirmary  only,  attested  by  the  over- 
crowded   state   of    all    those    infirmaries, 
shows  undeniably,  that  the  poor  have  not, 
without  the  walls  of  the  workhouse,  the 
appliances  of  medical  relief  which  Parlia- 
ment designed  that  they  sliould  have.  And 
it  may  be  observed  of  the  industrious  poor, 
who  are  in  consequence  compelled  to  seek 
infirmary  relief  among  the  destitute,  that 
they   most  commonly   resort  to  this  last 
resource,  when  they  are  in  an  almost  hope- 
less or  a  dying  state.     Every  year  that  the 


amendment   of  the  laws  so  often  prayed 
for  has  been  delayed,  it  may  truly  be  said 
that  a  great  injustice  is  done  to  a  most  de- 
serving class;  that  there  has  been  a  neglect 
of  the  interests  of  the  industrious  poor;  and 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  while 
this  is  the  case  an  injury  is  likewise  done 
to  the  whole  community  ;  for  it  is  undeni- 
ably for  the  interest  of  all  classes  that  the 
sanatory  state  of  the  poor  should  be  duly 
cared  for.     The   subject  has  been  abun- 
dantly inquired  into;  the  frequency  of  the 
inquiries  that  have  been  instituted  without 
leading   hitherto   to  any  practical   result, 
have  at  length  caused  them  to  be  looked 
upon   as  mere  pretexts  for   delay  ;    they 
have,  however,  established  the  fact  that 
the  law  requires  to  be  amended;  and  a  re- 
ference  to  the  several  reports  that  have 
been  made,  down  to  the  latest  which  I  had 
the  honour   of  presenting  to  your  Lord- 
ships, from  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  would 
show  the  concurrence  of  opinion,  both  as 
to  the  defects  of  the  existing  law,  and  the 
principles  which  should  be  kept  in  view  in 
any   measure   for   its   amendment.      The 
present  state  of  Ireland,  so  far  from  justi- 
fying delay,  is  an  argument  for  the  earliest 
consideration  being  given  to  the  subject. 
It  can  hardly  be  expected  that  when  the 
diminished  resources  of  landed  proprietors 
are  required  to  meet  so  much   increased 
taxation,  together  with  the  urgent  claims 
of  a  famishing  population,  there  should  be 
the  same  facility  of  upholding  institutions 
dependent  upon  the  voluntary  contributions 
of  the  charitable  ;    although  I  am  quite 
sure  that  the  utmost  would  be  done  to  pre- 
vent their  falling  to  the  ground.     What  is 
wanted,  and  what  is  recommended  in  the 
report  to  which  I  have  referred,  is  a  com- 
plete organization  of  the  country  for  the 
purpose  of  administering  medical  relief,  bj 
an  increased  number  of  infirmaries  for  the 
in-door  treatment  of  difficult  medical  and 
surgical  cases,  whereby  professional  science 
may  be  at  the  same  time  advanced ;  by 
the  establishment  of  fever  hospitals  in  suf- 
ficient number,   whereby  the    spread    of 
fever   in  any   locality  may   be   at   once 
checked  ;   and  by  the  proper  distribution 
of  dispensaries,  whereby  advice  and  medi- 
cine are  brought  home  to  the  dwellings  of 
all  who  need  them.     It  is  not  a  question 
of  imposing  a  new  burden  upon  the  impe- 
rial treasury,  or  an  increased  tax  upon  any 
part  of  the  community  ;  it  is  simply  one  of 
economy  and  regulation — of  economy  in  the 
distribution  of  relief,  and  of  economy  in  the 
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distribution  of  the  burden.  There  is  much 
in  the  report  to  which  I  would  pray  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and  I  trust  that  if  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  have  not  received  attention, 
they  will  be  taken  into  their  earliest  consi- 
deration. The  question  to  which  I  request 
an  answer  is,  **  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
propose  in  the  present  Session  any  mea- 
sure with  respect  to  the  medical  relief  of 
the  sick  poor  of  Ireland,  founded  on  the 
recommendations  in  the  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  last  Session  to 
inquire  into  the  subject;  and  if  not,  whether 
it  is  intended  to  propose  any  other  measure 
for  the  improvement  of  Irish  medical 
charities?" 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  re- 
gretted that  he  was  not  prepared  to  give 
the  noble  Earl  a  satisfactory  answer.  The 
subject  had  undergone  much  consideration 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  a  measure  bearing  upon  it  was  deter- 
mined on,  and  was  in  course  of  prepara- 
tion. But  he  apprehended  that  Parliament 
ought  to  be  called  upon  to  give  its  decision 
with  regard  to  the  extension  of  the  poor 
law  before  it  was  asked  to  consider  any 
measure  relating  to  the  medical  relief  of 
the  sick  poor.  At  the  same  time,  he  was 
far  from  saying  that  the  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject might  not  bo  introduced  and  passed 
during  the  present  Session. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  February  26,  1847. 


Miirfmit.]  Niw  Mbxbbr  Sworn.— Junct  Henry  Mooa- 
ban.  Eiq.. /or  Oalway  Town. 

PuBUC  BiLiA— 1«  Conaolldaud  (£8.000,000);  Poor  ReUef 

SuperrUion  (Ireland)  (No.  X). 
r»  London  (City)  Small  DebCs. 

PtnTioNB  PRB9BNTKD.  By  Mt.  Moflktt,  tttxa  Durham, 
againrt  Uie  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill.—  From  Attorneys 
and  SoUeiton  at  York,  for  Repeal  of  the  Stamp  Duty  on 
Attorneys*  Certifloatau— By  Mr.  Callafhan  and  other  hon. 
Members,  fhrni  several  places,  for  Reduction  of  Light* 
house  Duos — By  Mr.  (kmlbum,  nroro  West  India  Plants 
crs  and  Merchants,  in  Favour  of  proposed  Measures  re- 
specting Sugar  and  Rum.— By  Mr.  Goulbum  and  other 
Hon.  Members,  from  several  places,  for  Inquiry  Into  the 
Anatomy  AcL— By  Mr.  Mollktt.  from  Brixton,  for  Altcr- 
aikm  of  Law  relating  to  Contempt  of  Court.— By  Mr.  Cal- 
laghan.  firom  Cork,  for  Consolidation  of  the  Cork  Gaols. 
— >By  Mr.  D.  Browne  and  Mr.  S.  Crawford,  fkom  a  num- 
ber of  places,  fur  Relief  of  Destitute  Poor  ( Irebmd).— By 
Mr.  Callaghan,  from  Cork,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor 
Law  (Ireland)  BilL— By  Mr.  Walker,  tram  Bury,  for  an 
eOcient  Poor  Law  (Ireland*.— By  sir  R.  Inglis  and  other 
Hod.  Members,  from  several  places,  for  Re|h«l  or  .\ltera- 
tk»  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act.— By  Mr.  W.  Ellis  and  other 
Hon.  Members,  ttom  several  places,  for  AlteratioQ  of  the 
Law  of  Settlement. 


GRANT  FOR  SEED  (IRELAND). 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS,  seeing  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  Ireland  in  his  place,  wished 
to  put  a  question  to  him  with  respect  to  the 
Government  grant  of  50,000^.  for  the  dis- 
tribution of  seed  in  Ireland;  he  understood 
it  was  not  intended  to  give  the  grant  in 
money,  but  in  seed  itself.  The  question 
he  wished  to  ask  was  on  a  point  not 
less  important  than  making  the  grant, 
namely,  the  manner  in  which  the  seed  so 
given  would  be  used  ?  He  hoped  the  pre- 
sent misery  of  Ireland  would  not  be  made 
perpetual  by  a  neglect  to  use  that  seed; 
he  trusted  it  was  by  this  time  employed 
day  by  day  in  sowing  the  land  of  Ireland; 
but  could  the  Government  give  them  any 
consolation  as  to  the  present  state  of  that 
country  in  this  respect  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  could  not  give  a 
very  precise  or  distinct  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet.  But  he  hoped 
the  House,  and  still  more  the  people  of 
Ireland,  would  not  suppose,  from  his  not 
giving  such  a  reply  to  the  question,  that 
the  cultivation  of  Ireland  was  to  depend, 
in  any  considerable  degree,  on  the  small 
grant  of  seed  which  the  Government  was 
about  to  devote  to  the  purpose.  On  the 
contrary,  he  was  glad  to  take  the  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  a  hope  that  the  grant 
would  not  relax  the  efforts  of  proprietors 
to  encourage  the  cultivation  of  the  soil. 
If  it  did,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  the  result  would  be  most  unfortunate. 
The  very  limited  supply  would  be  made 
almost  entirely  in  turnip  seed,  and  seed  for 
green  crops,  and  scarcely  at  all  in  grain. 
Had  they  undertaken  to  supply  seed  for 
grain  crops  in  Ireland,  they  would  have 
undertaken  a  task  which  no  Government 
could  perform;  and  any  notion  that  it  could 
do  such  a  thing  must  cause  more  harm 
than  good.  With  regard  to  the  proportion 
of  land  under  cultivation  in  Ireland,  he  had 
reason  to  believe  that  a  larger  breadth  of 
it  had  been  laid  down  in  wheat  this  than 
in  any  former  year;  he  could  also  say,  that 
in  many  parts  of  Ireland  great  efforts  were 
being  made  for  the  cultivation  of  the  soil; 
at  the  same  time,  he  was  afraid,  unless 
great  exertions  were  used,  that  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  land  in  the  more  remoto  dis- 
tricts would  be ^ very  imperfect.  Every- 
thing depended  on  the  next  six  weeks;  and 
lie  trusted  the  upper  and  middle  classes  of 
Ireland  would  consider  it  a  duty  alike  im- 
posed on  them  by  the  necessity  itself,  and 
a  well  understood  self-interest,  to  exert 
themselves  in  every  way  to  insure  this  ob- 
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ject  of  paramount  importance,  by  assisting 
the  small  holders  to  cultivate  the  ground 
for  the  ensuing  harvest. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  asked,  whether  the 
attention  of  the  Government  had  been  di- 
rected to  a  memorial  laid  before  it,  praying 
that  wherever  the  landlord  neglected  to 
buy  seed  for  his  tenant,  a  power  should  be 
given  to  those  who  would  supply  seed  on 
credit,  to  have  the  first  lien  on  the  coming 
crop;  that  it  should  not  all  go  to  the  land- 
lord for  rent  ?  If  such  a  power  were  given, 
a  large  amount  of  seed  would  be  supplied 
by  persons  in  Ireland,  on  the  credit  of  the 
growing  crop,  when  it  could  not  be  obtain- 
ed from  any  other  source. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  no  such 
measure  was  contemplated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

THE  roOR  LAW  COMMISSION. 

On  the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply, 

Mr.  roebuck  said:  I  have  given  no- 
tice to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  that  I  wished 
to  put  a  question  to  him  of  great  import- 
ance, respecting  the  present  state  of  the 
poor  law  in  this  country.  Every  one  in 
the  House  must  have  seen,  this  morning, 
in  the  columns  of  The  Times  newspaper, 
an  extraordinary  statement.  It  is  not  upon 
the  subject-matter  of  the  law  itself;  it  is  an 
opinion,  given  by  a  learned  Friend  of  mine, 
as  to  the  present  state  of  the  poor  law, 
caused  by  the  mode  in  which  it  has  been 
administered.  Two  questions  have  been 
put  to  Mr.  Matthew  D.  Hill,  to  which  he 
has  given  answers.  The  points  raised  are, 
w^hether  certain  proceedings  on  the  part  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  were  legal  or 
not;  and,  if  not  legal,  what  remedies  can 
be  taken  against  them  ?  Mr.  Hill,  as  to 
the  first  point,  says,  if  the  case  be  as 
stated,  the  conduct  of  the  Commissioners 
has  been  illegal;  and  next — which  is  a  part 
of  the  opinion  I  am  inclined  to  think  un- 
questionable—  if  these  illegal  acts  have 
been  committed,  the  Commissioners  may 
be  proceeded  against,  either  by  indictment, 
information,  or  action.  It  must  be  known 
to  the  House,  from  the  statements  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  themselves,  dur- 
ing the  inquiiy  before  the  Andover  Com- 
mittee, that  they  have  been  guilty — I  use 
the  term  only  in  its  technical  sense — of 
illegal  proceedings,  very  nearly  from  the 
commencement  of  their  official  existence. 
They  received,  under  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, powers  which  they  were  to  exercise 


as  persons  sitting  together  as  a  board; 
those  powers  were  very  great  and  extensive 
— powers  that  were  never  before  bestowed 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  I  was  one  of  those 
who  conceded  those  powers;  I  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  do  so;  but  always  with 
the  safeguards  and  means  of  protection 
given  by  the  Act  itself.  Among  those 
safeguards  was  a  provision  that  the  three 
Commissioners  should  sit  together  as  a 
board  ;  that  nothing  should  be  done  by 
them  as  individual  Commissioners,  but  as  a 
Board  of  Commissioners;  it  was  provided, 
also,  that  their  proceedings  should  not 
only  be  done  in  regular  form,  but  be  re- 
corded by  the  secretary;  that  not  only  the 
act  should  be  known,  but  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  was  done;  and,  moreover, 
that  these  proceedings  should  be  subject  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who  is  immediately  amenable  to  this  House. 
In  the  inquiry  that  took  place  before  the 
Andover  Committee,  it  became  apparent  to 
everybody  that  the  Act  had  been  violated 
by  the  Commissioners.  We  passed  an 
Act  of  Parliament  upon  the  most  delicate 
question  in  administrative  affairs  that  could 
be  submitted  to  the  House,  guarded  and 
fenced  round  with  protective  enactments 
and  securities  for  its  due  administration, 
necessary  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole 
community.  There  was  not  a  person 
in  this  House  who  took  part  in  that  dis- 
cussion who  was  not  fully  aware  of  the 
dangerous  ground  on  which  we  trod,  and 
the  difficulty  of  the  experiment  we  were 
about  to  make.  The  Act  was  passed; 
then  came  the  proceedings  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  under  their  administration  the 
whole  fabric  of  the  law  has  broken  down, 
placing  us  at  the  present  moment  in  a 
worse  condition  than  wo  were  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  investigation  which  led 
to  the  passing  of  the  New  Poor  Law. 
Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House 
to  this :  we  are  about  to  reconstruct  the 
Act  of  Parliament;  not  only  that,  we  are 
about  to  extend  its  operation  in  a  still 
more  difficult  country  to  deal  with — Ire- 
land ;  and  it  is  of  the  utmost  consequence 
we  should  have  a  thorough  understanding 
of  the  causes  of  its  failure,  whether  it  is 
to  be  attributed  to  some  inherent  defect  in 
the  law,  or  to  some  inefficiency  in  the 
parties  applying  it.  We  have  at  this  mo- 
ment on  the  Table  an  Order  of  the  Day 
for  going  into  something  connected  with 
the  poor  law  in  Ireland;  but  we  do  not 
kuow  what  has  been  the  ordinary  mode  of 
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proceeding  with  regard  to  the  whole  mat- 
ter. I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything  to 
hurt  the  feelings  of  the  parties  impugned; 
I  hardly  know  them,  save  from  the  passing 
courtesies  of  life;  hut  I  am  hound  to  state, 
that  the  imputations  on  them  in  their  puh- 
lic  capacities  render  it  totally  impossihle 
for  them  to  carry  out  the  existing  law. 
The  law  has  hroken  down  under  them,  and 
it  is  impossihle  at  the  present  moment  to 
say  what  will  he  the  consequence.  They 
may  have  actions  and  indictments  hrought 
against  them  all  over  England;  and  for  the 
next  six  months  those  Gentlemen  will  live 
a  life  no  one  will  envy  them,  if  something 
is  not  done  to  protect  them.  I  ask  the 
nohle  Lord  if  we  are  leave  this  delicate 
and  difficult  suhject  in  its  present  unsatis- 
factory state  ?  We  are  in  the  last  Session 
of  the  present  Parliament;  are  we  ahout 
to  leave  the  whole  suhject  unconsidered  ? 
Suppose  I  get  as  an  answer,  we  are  not; 
yet  the  nohle  Lord  must  he  aware,  this 
question  cannot  he  considered  in  the  ordi- 
nary way:  the  country  asks  for  a  calm,  a 
considerate,  and  a  thorough  inquiry,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  hear  with  me  for  a 
moment  while  I  state  why.  Three  of  four 
gentlemen  intrusted  with  the  application 
of  this  law  have  taken  upon  themselves  to 
violate  the  Act  of  Parliament — that  is  the 
only  way  I  can  express  it.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  want  to  know  if  the  Bri- 
tish House  of  Commons  is  prepared  to  en- 
ter on  a  discussion  of  the  law  for  the  pur- 
pose of  extending  its  operation  in  Ireland 
without  a  previous  consideration  of  all  the 
extraordinary  circumstances  connected  with 
the  administration  of  that  law  ?  Before 
we  pass  an  extension  of  the  poor  law  for 
Ireland,  we  ought  to  inquire  into  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  machinery  for  its  purpose. 
What  has  taken  place  in  Irelana  in  the 
last  six  months  ?  I  ask  the  nohle  Lord  if, 
during  tho  last  six  months,  he  received 
any  information  from  tho  Irish  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  as  to  the  failure  of  the  po- 
tato crop  ;  or  did  they  offer  any  sugges- 
tions for  meeting  the  difficulty  ?  If  not — 
and  I  suppose  ho  did  not,  hecause  nothing 
has  heen  laid  on  the  Table  of  tho  House — 
then  I  say  the  Irish  Commissioners  have  not 
discharged  all  the  duties  of  the  office  for 
which  they  were  appointed.  In  the  pre- 
sent state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  it  was  their 
duty  to  have  sug^jostod  some  means  of 
meeting  the  extraordinary  difficulty.  We 
ought  not  to  enter  on  the  extension  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  without  a  full  inquiry  into 
the  whole  question  how  it  has  heen  admi- 


nistered. I  admit  the  principle  of  the  poor 
law,  as  instituted  by  the  last  Act  of  Par- 
liament; but  I  want  a  full  and  unbiassed 
inquiry  into  the  cases  of  its  failure,  for  un- 
fortunately I  am  obliged,  in  spite  of  my 
previous  opinions,  to  confess  it  has  been  a 
lamentable  failure,  whether  it  must  be  at- 
tributed to  the  law  itself,  or  to  the  indi- 
viduals administering  it.  I  believe,  in  mj 
conscience,  it  is  not  the  law;  the  law,  ably 
carried  out,  would  have  fulfilled  all  the  in- 
tentions of  tho  Legislature  ?  But  the  per- 
sons employed  to  administer  it  have  not 
proved  equal  to  the  task  intrusted  to  them, 
and  thus  the  failure  has  occurred.  I  want, 
therefore,  to  know  in  what  position  the 
question  is  at  present?  I  am  prepared, 
if  the  House  will  give  me  encouragement, 
to  move  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry;  but 
I  hope  the  Government  will  undertake  to 
do  it,  and  take  into  consideration  some 
mode  of  preventing  the  litigation  that  may 
arise.  I  hope,  also,  to  hear  some  state- 
ment as  to  the  course  to  be  pursued  in  the 
House  on  the  poor-law  measures  in  pro- 
gress for  England  and  Ireland.  At  the 
present  moment  we  do  not  know  what  we 
are  to  discuss.  A  short  time  ago  the  noble 
Lord  put  off  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Extension 
Bill;  at  the  present  moment  we  are  in  the 
dark  as  to  the  reconstruction  of  the  English 
Commission.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  tell  us  what  it  is  actually  about  to 
propose;  and  we  ought  to  base  all  our  le- 
gislation upon  a  full  investigation  into  the 
administration  of  the  law  both  in  England 
and  Ireland.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  tell  us  he  is  prepared  to  enter 
upon  that  full,  fair,  and  unbiassed  inquiry. 
Sib  G.  GREY  said:  In  reference  to  tho 
first  part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's observations,  I  think  it  right  to 
state  tho  course  the  Government  has  pur- 
sued. Upon  receiving  the  report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
management  of  the  Andover  Union,  I  ad- 
dressal  a  letter  to  the  Poor  I^aw  Commis- 
sioners, calling  on  them  to  state  to  me  the 
mode  in  which  they  conducted  the  business 
of  the  office.  I  received  a  full  report  on 
the  subject;  and  that  report  was  referred 
to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friends  the  Attorney  and  So- 
licitor General.  The  result  of  that  refer- 
ence to  the  law  officers  of  tho  Crown,  to 
say  how  far  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
missioners had  been  in  accordance  with 
tho  law,  was  certainly  not  such  as  to  lead 
the  Government  to  doubt  their  legality: 
and  I  do  not  think  the  Commitiionfra  will 


633 


The  Poor  Law 


{Feb.  26} 


CommisBxcm. 


534 


bo  subjected  to  those  indictments  and 
vexatious  legal  processes  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  apprehends.  As  far  as 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  advised, 
there  is  no  reason  to  apprehend  such  pro- 
ceedings; nor  can  I  admit  to  him  that  the 
law  itself  is  in  abeyance,  for  ever  since  I 
have  had  the  honour  to  hold  the  seals  of 
office,  1  have  always  found  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  most  attentive  and  diligent 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty,  which,  I 
believe,  has  been  ably  and  efficiently  per- 
formed. With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  remarks  of  the  lion,  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, I  certainly  should  have  thought 
ho  had  been  aware  of  what  passed  in  the 
House  on  a  former  occasion.  My  noble 
Friend  stated,  very  early  in  the  Session, 
his  intention  to  move  for  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  the  Law  of  Settlement;  he 
stated,  also,  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  advise  Parliament 
to  pass  the  renewal  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
mission this  year,  but  that  he  should  sub- 
mit a  plan  for  that  Commission  to  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  present  one.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  pressed  on  the 
attention  of  the  House  the  necessity  of 
applying  the  poor  law  to  Ireland;  yet  he 
now  comes  down  and  urges  the  expediency 
of  deferring  that  measure  till  we  have  gone 
through  a  long  and  protracted  inquiry  in  a 
Committee  up  stairs.  I  do  not  concur  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  this 
would  be  a  wise,  a  prudent,  or  expedient 
course.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
does  not  seem  aware  of  what  has  been 
done:  my  noble  Friend,  feeling  the  rea- 
sonableness of  the  opinion,  that  before 
any  extension  of  the  poor  law  is  made  in 
Ireland  the  House  ought  to  be  in  pos- 
session of  the  plan  of  the  Government  as 
to  the  Commission,  has  therefore  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  regulating  the 
future  administration  of  the  poor  law  in 
Ireland,  which  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  immediately — at  all  events  in 
time  to  be  considered  before  the  8th  of 
March,  the  day  now  fixed  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Irish  Poor  Law.  The  Government 
will  then  be  prepared,  on  its  own  responsi- 
bility, to  submit  to  the  House  a  measure 
which  they  have,  after  mature  considera- 
tion, thought  right  to  propose  as  a  substi- 
tute for  the  existing  system  of  poor  law 
administration,  and  Parliament  will  decide 
if  that  substitute  is  deserving  of  approval. 
Mr.  HUME  called  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  another  very  impor- 
tant document y  containing  the  evidence  of 


the  Poor  Law  CommiBsionerB  them  selves, 
before  the  Committee  which  had  been  ex- 
pressly appointed,  and  which  had  inquired 
into  their  conduct.  That  evidence  furnish- 
ed a  complete  proof  that  every  act  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  in  the  year  1841 
had  been  illegal.  There  was  not  one  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  who  was  not  prepared 
to  admit  that ;  and  when  they  were  press- 
ed to  condemn  the  Poor  Law  Commission- 
ers, their  answer,  and  the  only  reason  why 
they  had  not  done  so,  was,  that  it  had  not 
been  directly  submitted  to  them  to  make 
any  report  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Com- 
missioners. He  had  concurred  in  that 
view;  he  had  gone  into  the  Committee  with 
a  firm  determination  not  to  touch  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Commissioners  except  in 
one  single  case — the  course  pursued  by 
the  Commissioner  Lewis  himself;  and  it 
was  only  after  great  difficulty  that  he  was 
admitted,  and  that  the  whole  question,  as 
concerned  him,  was  gone  into.  He  rested 
his  assertion  upon  that  evidence,  and  every 
hon.  Member  was  in  a  position  to  examine 
it.  Mr.  M.  Hill  had  given  an  opinion  on 
the  Andover  case;  and  if  he  gave  another 
opinion  on  the  report  of  the  District  Asy- 
lums Committee,  he  would  find  some  facts 
telling  still  more  strongly  against  the  Com- 
missioners. The  Commission  stood  con- 
demned, on  its  own  evidence,  as  utterly 
illegal,  and  as  having  acted  contrary  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  under  which  it 
had  been  appointed.  It  was  proved  that 
day  by  day  the  Commissioners  had  conduct- 
ed their  business  in  an  irregular  and  in  an 
illegal  manner;  that  they  transacted  busi- 
ness without  calling  in  any  secretary  to  re- 
cord their  proceedings;  and  that  conse- 
quently there  was  now  no  access  to  anj 
official  memoranda  of  those  proceedings. 
He  thought  it  behoved  the  Government  to 
take  up  the  question,  and  to  institute  ano- 
ther inquiry  to  satisfy  themselves.  It  was 
too  much  to  allow  such  a  subject  to  stand 
over  so  long,  when,  if  not  by  the  whole,  at 
least  by  the  greater  portion  of  the  commu- 
nity, the  Commissioners  were  suspected  and 
censured.  The  Government  should  long 
ago  have  stated  to  the  House  what  change 
they  purposed  making.  He  would  have 
been  perfectly  satisfied  when  he  brought 
forward  a  Motion  condemnatory  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Commissioners,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  declared  that  the 
question  would,  without  delay,  be  consider- 
ed and  determined  on.  He  was,  there- 
fore, not  at  all  surprised  at  the  hon.  and 
learned  Genileoian  (Mr.  Roebuck),  when 
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they  were  about  to  extend  the  poor  laws  to 
Ireland,  hesitating  to  confide  the  adminis- 
tration of  those  laws  to  the  Gentlemen 
who  hitherto  had  perverted  their  trust. 
He  did  not  wish  personally  to  complain  of 
any  one  of  the  Commissioners.  He  knew 
them  all  by  name,  and  some  of  them  inti- 
mately, and  he  certainly  believed  they  were 
at  all  times  anxious  to  do  their  duty.  They 
had  undoubtedly  proceeded  on  a  mistaken 
view;  but  this  did  not  make  their  acts  less 
culpable.  He  had  done  everything  in  his 
power  to  support  the  poor  law,  and  he  was 
still  ready  to  maintain  the  correctness  of 
the  principles  on  which  it  had  been  passed. 
The  system  had  fallen  into  odium  because 
of  gross  mismanagement ;  and  it  was  now 
incumbent  on  the  Government,  in  consider- 
ation of  the  importance  of  the  subject,  to 
explain  the  changes  which  they  proposed 
to  make,  and,  if  any  doubts  existed  of  the 
propriety  of  the  conduct  of  the  Commission- 
ers, to  have  those  doubts  removed  at  the 
very  earliest  opportunitv. 

Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  understood  that 
the  Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  had  been  post- 
poned principally  because  the  Government 
nad  in  view  some  alterations  in  the  law  re- 
lative to  the  importaht  subject  which  had 
been  brought  before  the  House.  That  in- 
tention, he  concluded,  had  undergone  no 
change;  but  as  there  had  been  given 
several  notices  of  Amendments  of  the  Irish 
Bill,  there  would  probably  be  some  confu- 
sion in  dealing  with  the  laws  of  the  two 
countries,  or  in  proceeding  with  either  law 
separately.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  had  stated  distinctly,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session,  his  opinion  was 
that  the  English  poor  law  should  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland.  lie  had  since  weigh- 
ed well  that  question  ;  he  had  care- 
fully examined  the  suggested  amend- 
ments ;  he  had  watched  the  temper 
of  the  House  in  reference  to  the  Bill ; 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  expressing 
simply  his  own  individual  sentiments,  that, 
after  the  experience  he  had  had  of  the 
working  of  the  poor  laws  in  England  and 
Ireland,  he  should  have  now  no  objection 
to  apply  the  English  law,  letter  by  letter, 
to  Ireland.  He  did  not  say  that  it  would 
bo  the  very  best  law  for  Ireland;  but, 
taking  into  consideration  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  remembering  what 
had  been  the  Ftatenients  made  in  that 
House,  he  was  anxious,  as  an  Irish  pro- 
prictor,  to  put  himself  fairly  before  the 
people  of  England,  and  to  declare,  if  any 
non.  Gentleman  would  bring  forward  such 


a  proposition,  that  he  would  ^ve  to  it  hb 
best  support.  He  did  not  ask  for  the 
English  poor  law  as  it  had  been  carried 
in  some  instances  into  operation;  he  did 
not  ask  them  to  treat  Ireland  bond  fide 
as  they  would  desire  to  treat  any  county 
in  England.  There  were  great  differences 
between  the  conditions  of  the  two  coun- 
tries; and  he  should  be  prepared  to  show 
— not  in  any  spirit  of  hostility  to  the  poor 
of  Ireland,  for  he  was  far  ^m  denying 
their  title  to  relief — that  great  disadvan- 
tages would  result  to  the  Irish  poor,  if 
the  Bill  were  passed  in  the  exact  shape 
in  which  it  had  been  introduced. 

Mr.  SHAW  did  not  think  that  wms  the 
proper  occasion  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the 
general  poor  law,  or  the  diiferences  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  in  respect  of 
that  law;  but  he  might  correct  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Roebuck),  who 
had  fallen  into  an  error  in  supposing  that 
there  were  at  present  different  boards  for 
the  administration  of  the  poor  law  in  Eng- 
land and  in  Ireland.  There  was  but  one 
board  and  one  set  of  Commissioners  for 
both;  but  latterly  one  of  the  Commissioners 
had  been  resident  in  Ireland.  His  object 
in  rising  was  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  when  the  Bill  which  the  noble 
Lord  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  on  Monday 
last,  for  the  constitution  of  a  new  poor 
law  in  Ireland,  would  be  preitented  to  the 
House,  and  in  the  hands  of  Members?  and 
further,  whether  the  noble  Lord  still  meant 
to  proceed  with  the  Irish  measures,  name- 
ly, the  Landed  Property  and  the  Poor  Law 
Bills,  on  Monday  the  8th  of  March  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  Before  answering 
the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  would  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reply 
to  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to 
have  mistaken  the  purport  of  what  fell 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  (i.  Grey). 
The  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  suppose  that 
these  reports  of  the  District  Asylums  Com- 
mittee, and  next  of  the  Andover  Union 
Committee,  were  entirely  neglected  by  the 
Government ;  and  that  the  Government 
stood  by,  as  if  it  were  a  matter  of  indif- 
ference to  them  whether  they  should  tske 
any  steps  in  the  matter  or  not.  Now, 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  ^tated  was 
this  :  that  immediately  after  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  Andover  Union  Committee 
had  been  reported,  the  Goveniment,  in  the 
first  instance,  called  on  the  I'oor  Law 
Commissioners  for  a  statement  of  the  mode 
of  transacting  the  business  of  the  Commis- 
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sion  ;  and  that  their  answer,  which  was  of 
considerable  length,  referred  to  all  which 
had  been  stated  in  the  District  Ayslums 
Committee,  as  well  as  to  what  passed  in 
the  Andover  Union  Committee,  and  went 
into  details  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  been  customary  to  transact  their  busi- 
ness. My  right  hon.  Friend  thought  it 
his  duty  to  inform  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  of  that  statement,  and  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  mode  of  doing  business  as  de- 
scribed by  the  Commissioners  was  in  con- 
formity with  the  law.  I  own  it  struck  me, 
when  there  was  a  doubt  about  it,  that  no 
better  course  could  be  taken  than  applying 
to,  and  ascertaining,  from  those  eminent 
authorities,  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Solicitor  General,  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners were  proceeding  in  conformity  with 
the  law.  Their  answer  was,  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  do  anything  more  than  to 
require  from  the  Commissioners  some  fur- 
ther explanation  of  their  mode  of  conduct- 
ing their  business,  so  far  as  referred  to 
their  acting  legally ;  and  I  confess  I  am 
not  at  all  convinced,  either  one  way  or  the 
other,  by  seeing  in  many  newspapers  an 
opinion,  signed  by  M.  D.  Hill,  that  the 
legal  opinions  received  by  the  Government 
are  not  correct.  This,  in  the  first  place, 
is  a  mere  anonymous  case,  stated  by  some- 
body, on  no  sort  of  authority  whatever, 
referring,  not  to  the  report  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Committee,  but  to  the  notion  of 
this  anonymous  gentleman  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  Commissioners  conduct  their 
business,  and  asking  if  that  mode  was  in 
conformity  with  the  law.  Then  there 
comes  the  opinion  of  Mr.  M.  D.  Hill,  a 
different  opinion  from  that  which  the  Go- 
vernment has  received,  setting  forth  that 
the  Commissioners  do  not  seem  to  have 
acted  in  conformity  with  the  law,  and  could 
not  have  proceeded  thus  irregularly  with- 
out being  conscious  that  they  were  not 
acting  legally.  That,  certainly,  is  a  great 
deal  for  a  counsel  to  take  upon  himself  to 
declare.  I  will  not  say  w^hether  he  is 
right  or  not,  or  whether  he  has  inter- 
preted the  law  rightly  or  not,  in  stating 
the  Commissioners  did  not  endeavour,  at 
least,  to  conform  to  the  law  and  to  their 
duty.  So  far  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Commissioners.  With 
respect  to  the  measures  to  be  taken  in 
future,  I  stated  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session  what  is  the  species  of  adminis- 
tration which  we  propose  for  the  future 
administration  of  the  poor  law  in  England. 
I  have  not  been  enabled  to  bring  this  mea- 


sure before  the  House,  and  I  think  the 
House  is  itself  the  best  judge  how  far  it 
has  been  possible  to  do  so.  I  submit,  that, 
with  the  various  and  urgent  measures,  the 
suspension  of  all  duties  on  the  importation 
of  com,  the  admission  of  sugar  into  brew- 
eries and  distilleries,  the  great  project  in- 
troduced by  the  noble  Lord  respecting 
railways  in  Ireland — ^which  we  had  under 
consideration  upon  all  order  days,  which 
are  the  only  days  the  Government  had  to 
command — it  would  have  been  imprudent 
in  me  if  I  had  endeavoured  to  force  the 
House  into  a  discussion  of  the  poor  law. 
As  regards  the  alteration  of  the  poor  law 
in  Ireland,  I  do  hope  to  be  able,  to-night, 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Bill 
which  will  regulate  the  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commissipn.  I  should  like 
to  propose,  to-night,  to  go  into  Committee 
pro  formd  on  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill; 
but  as  it  would,  in  all  probability,  be  late 
before  I  coidd  have  an  opportunity,  it  will 
be  better  to  postpone  doing  so  to  the  first 
thing  on  Monday.  In  moving  to  go  into 
Committee  pro  formd,  I  shall  state  the 
substantial  alterations  we  purpose  making 
in  the  Bill  as  it  is  now  before  the  House.  I 
will  then  move  that  it  be  printed,  and  that 
the  Report  be  received  on  the  8th  of 
March.  •  The  Bill  for  granting  loans  for 
the  improvement  of  land  stands  first  on 
the  8th  of  March;  but  I  will  propose  to  go 
into  Committee  on  that  Bill,  to  carry  it 
through  Committee,  and  then  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill, 
We  can  then  proceed  with  the  third  read- 
ing of  these  Bills  at  the  same  time.  That 
is  the  course  I  wish  to  take,  and  I  do  not 
think  there  can  be  any  opposition  to  it. 

THE  REVISING  BARRISTER  AT 
CAMBRIDGE. 
Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  drew  the  at- 
tention  of  the  House,  according  to  the 
notice  he  had  given,  to  a  statement  which 
had  been  made  relative  to  the  suppression, 
at  Cambridge,  of  a  list  of  voters  whose 
claims  had  been  admitted  by  the  revising 
barrister.  The  imputation  had  been  cast 
upon  this  gentleman  that  he  was  concern- 
ed in  the  suppression,  and  his  character 
had  therefore  been  injured.  He  would 
show  to  the  House  that  this  imputation 
was  wholly  unfounded,  and  that  the  cir- 
cumstance, apparently  so  strange,  had 
arisen  in  an  error  for  which  the  revising 
barrister  was  not  at  all  responsible.  The 
matter  occurred  in  this  way  :  the  revising 
barrister  appended  his  signature  to  the  pe- 
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tition  of  these  siztj  persons  claiming  to  be 
placed  on  the  registration,  and  having  done 
that,  he  had  done  all  which  was  required 
from  him.  Two  months  after  he  saw  in  a 
local  newspaper  that  these  voters  were 
omitted  from  the  list  which  had  been  pub- 
lished; and  he  then  immediately  wrote  to 
the  town-clerk  of  Cambridge,  Mr.  Harris, 
expressing  his  astonishment  at  the  omis- 
sion. Mr.  Harris  replied  that  he  had  pub- 
lished the  list  entire,  which  had  been  given 
to  him  bj  the  revising  barrister.  The  re- 
fising  barrister  wrote  again,  and  denied 
that  this  was  the  case;  and  after  some  fur- 
ther correspondence  and  inquirj,  the  miss- 
ing list  was  found  in  a  drawer,  where  it 
had  escaped  notice,  in  the  office  of  the 
town-clerk.  It  further  appeared  that  the 
list  contained  the  names,  in  equal  numbers, 
of  opposite  political  parties;  and  it  could 
not  be  supposed  that  what  had  occurred 
was  other  than  a  mistake. 

THE  CONDITION  OF  IRELAND. 
Mr.  J.  0*CONN£LL  regretted  that  he 
was  compelled  to  interfere  with  the  imme- 
diate business  of  the  House  ;^  but  he  be- 
lieved there  was  an  a}>solute  necessity  that 
be  should  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  a  short  time  to  the  condition  of 
Ireland.  He  was  aware  of  the  opportuni- 
ties which  would  be  offered  in  the  course 
of  the  next  fortnight  of  discussing  the  pre- 
sent position  of  that  country;  but  he  hoped 
that  nis  anticipatory  remarks  would  have 
the  effect  of  inducing  the  House  to  take 
into  consideration  how  far  measures  of  re- 
lief of  a  more  comprehensive  character 
than  those  yet  introduced,  were  called  for 
to  aUeviate  the  distress  generally  existing 
throughout  Ireland.  lie  would  not  enter 
into  details  or  particulars,  nor  would  he  ex- 
pose himself  to  the  charge  so  frequently 
brought  against  Irish  Members,  that  their 
statements  were  cxsggerations.  His  ob- 
ject was  to  impress  upon  the  Government 
the  great  danger  there  impended  of  disease 
and  pestilence  following  in  the  wake  of 
famine  in  Ireland.  It  had  been  found  that 
fever  invariably  attended  what  he  might 
call  the  triennial  famines  there;  and  as  the 
distress  now  exceeded  in  extent  and  inten- 
sity everything  which  they  had  known  be- 
fore, they  could  only  expect  that  typhus 
fever,  in  its  worst  and  most  malignant 
form,  would  shortly  appear.  It  should  be 
remembered  they  could  not  stop  the  tide 
of  pauper  emigration  from  Ireland  into 
England;  and  that  being  so,  they  were 
boimd  to  take  into  account  tbe  probeUlity 


of  the  pestilence  spreading  to  this  eountrj* 
and  carrying  desolation  to  the  highest  and 
most  sheltered  ranks.  All  medical  writers 
agreed  in  their  estimate  of  the  certainty  of 
famine  being  accompanied  by  fever.  He 
had  been  shocked  to  learn  that  in  influen* 
tial  quarters  in  this  country,  the  horrible 
doctrine  was  held,  that  the  present  famine 
in  Ireland  would  be  attended  with  desir- 
able results,  because  in  proportion  as  the 
food  of  the  people  was  diminished,  the  po* 
pulation  of  Ireland  would  be  diminished  in 
the  same  ratio.  He  could  not  conceive  it 
possible  that  so  horrid  a  doctrine  should  be 
held  by  any  one;  but  he  had  been  informed 
that  it  was  in  reality  entertained  in  some 
quarters  in  this  country.  He  most  say 
with  reference  to  the  poor-Uw  measore  for 
Ireland,  which  had  been  introduced  to  the 
House,  that  if  it  was  the  determination  of 
Government  and  the  House  to  force  such 
a  poor  law  upon  them,  then  he  and  many 
other  Irish  Members  would  be  willing  to 
give  up  their  opposition  to  that  measure, 
though  he  saw  in  the  papers  of  that  morn- 
ing, that  at  a  meeting  in  the  county  of 
Mayo,  the  proposal  of  a  poor  rate  was  re- 
garded as  ''a  mockery  and  an  insnlt"  to 
their  misery.  But  even  if  it  was  an  insult 
cast  upon  them,  still,  at  the  present  junc- 
ture, when  the  public  purse  was  necessa- 
rily so  heavily  straitened,  he,  as  an  Irish 
proprietor,  and  as  one  of  the  representa- 
tives from  that  country,  would  not  oppose 
a  poor  law,  provided  that  at  the  same 
time  Government,  and  that  House,  and 
the  people  of  this  country,  were  prepared 
to  give  their  utmost  co-operation  to  provide 
relief  for  the  distress  of  Ireland.  He  won- 
dered that  that  House,  after  so  much  had 
been  said  about  the  inactivity  of  the  Irish 
proprietors,  did  not  make  a  call  upon 
every  person  connected  with  property  in 
Irelana  to  go  over  at  once  to  discharge  the 
duties  connected  with  that  property.  By 
this  means  they  would  create  something 
like  a  natural  and  wholesome  expendi- 
ture of  money  in  Ireland.  If  they  could 
get  the  ric*h  proprietors  of  Ireland  in  that 
country  only  for  a  period  of  six  months, 
depend  upon  it  their  own  interests  would 
make  them  set  their  ingenuity  to  work 
to  provide  actual  relief  for  the  people 
around  them.  He  held  it  to  be  a  neglect 
of  duty,  on  the  part  of  that  House 
and  the  English  people,  that  they  did  not 
call  upon  the  proprietors  of  Ireland  to  give 
at  least  six  moaths  of  their  time  to  that 
country.  He  begged  to  press  this  idea 
upon  the  aUeatioii  of  tbe  Uoiiae;  but  ia 
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any  case  he  trusted  that  the  measures 
which  were  in  contemplation  hy  Govern- 
ment for  the  rehef  of  Ireland,  would  be 
brought  forward  without  delay,  so  that  the 
Irish  Members  might  be  allowed  to  repair 
to  those  localities  in  Ireland  where  distress 
most  prevailed,  there  to  perform  the  duties 
which  devolved  upon  them  at  such  a  crisis. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  was  not  aware 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  discuss  the  subject  of  famine  in  Ireland; 
and  he  had  so  frequently  and  so  recently 
addressed  the  House  on  this  subject,  that 
he  trusted  he  should  bo  excused  if  he  did 
not  enter  into  it  at  large  on  the  present 
occasion.  His  hon.  Friend  had  stated, 
that  he  was  chiefly  moved  to  bring  this 
question  before  the  House,  because  he  had 
heard  of  an  opinion,  entertained  in  some 
quarters,  that  it  was  desirable,  on  system, 
to  allow  the  present  famine  to  reduce  the 
numbers  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  justly  denounced  such  a 
doctrine  as  a  horrible  doctrine.  He  knew 
not  to  what  quarter  it  was  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred.  He  could  only  say  he 
hoped  it  was  not  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, for  they,  whether  their  efforts  to 
provide  for  the  wants  of  the  peoole  had 
been  judicious  or  not,  had,  at  least,  made 
the  most  enormous  exertions  to  cope  with 
the  famine  in  Ireland.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  mean  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  for  ho  thought  any  one  who 
had  attended  to  the  discussions  of  that 
House  during  the  present  Session,  could 
not  have  failed  to  observe  the  great  assist- 
ance, which,  without  the  slightest  reference 
to  party  differences,  the  House  had  given 
to  the  efforts  of  Government  to  cope  with 
that  famine.  He  hoped  he  did  not  refer 
to  Her  Majesty's  English  or  Scotch  sub- 
jects, as  there  was  abundant  proof  in  those 
voluntary  contributions  that  had  poured  in 
to  relieve  the  sufferings  of  their  Irish  bre- 
thren— that  there  was  among  the  Christian 
and  humane  people  of  England  an  earnest 
and  anxious  desire  to  do  all  that  lay  in 
their  power  to  relieve  those  sufferings.  He 
regretted  to  hoar  that  so  horrid  a  doctrine 
should  have  prevailed  in  any  quarter;  and 
he  also  regretted  that  his  hon.  Friend 
should  have  thought  right  to  advert  to  it 
on  the  present  occasion.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated  that  he  was  afraid  that 
unless  some  measures  were  taken  to  fur- 
nish the  people  of  Ireland  with  more  solid 
food,  injurious  consequences  to  the  health 
of  the  population  woidd  follow.    He  oonld 


assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  sub- 
ject— the  best  mode  of  affording  relief — 
was  under  the  daily  and  anxious  attention 
both  of  the  Government,  and  of  the  relief 
committees  that  were  sitting  in  Dublin,  for 
the  purpose  of  applying  the  means  provided 
by  Govemmnnt;  and  he  might  observe, 
that  a  communication  had  been  received 
from  Sir  J.  Burgoyne,  stating  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  forward  a  certain 
quantity  of  biscuit  to  be  prepared  for  every 
danger  and  every  emergency  that  might 
occur.  He  would  only  entreat  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  other  Irish  Members  to 
believe,  that  all  these  details  were  con- 
stantly examined,  and  constantly  watched 
with  the  greatest  anxiety;  and  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  the  exertions  made 
by  Government  were  most  unremitting. 
He  had  just  been  informed,  in  a  communi- 
cation from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  the  Admiralty,  that  58,0001b.  of  bis- 
cuit were  every  day  sent  to  Ireland,  manu- 
factured in  one  single  yard — the  Clarence 
yard  at  Portsmouth — and  he  might  state 
that  there  were  steam-boats  constantly 
communicating  between  the  dockyards  of 
England  and  the  ports  of  Ireland,  convey- 
ing provisions  to  meet  the  dreadful  desti- 
tution that  now  prevailed  in  that  country. 
The  depth  and  extent  of  that  destitution 
he  never  thought  to  conceal  or  disguise 
from  that  House.  It  was  his  duty,  every 
day,  to  read  the  accounts  which  the  post 
brought  him  from  Ireland  of  the  dreadful 
destitution,  accompanied  with  the  most 
revolting  and  distressing  details,  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland;  and  it  was  utterly 
impossible  for  him  to  attempt  to  disguise 
the  impressions  these  things  produced  on 
his  mind,  or  to  conceal  the  frightful  results 
that  famine  was  producing  in  that  country. 
All  he  would  say  w%s  this,  that  he  feared 
there  was  a  disposition  very  greatly  to 
overrate  the  powers  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter.  He  would  assure  the  House, 
however,  that  that  power,  such  as  it  was, 
had  been  exerted,  and  would  continue  to 
be  exerted,  to  the  utmost.  He  thought 
the  fact,  that  his  noble  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  at  that  moment 
engaged  in  negotiating  a  loan  of  8,000,0001. 
for  the  purpose  of  alleviating  the  pressure 
of  this  calamity,  was  a  proof  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  shrunk  from  their  duty 
to  Ireland.  But  he  did  not  believe  that, 
make  what  exertions  they  might,  they 
should  be  able  to  prevent  great  misery  and 
great  misfortune.  All  he  said  was,  that 
these  ezerti<ms  had  beeoi  were  noWi  and 
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would  be,  continued ;  and  he  trusted  that, 
in  making  them,  they  would  receive  the 
earnest  co-operation  of  those  classes  in 
Ireland,  by  whose  exertions,  after  all, 
much  more  could  be  done  than  by  the 
exortions  of  any  Government  whatever. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, that  Ireland  had  a  claim  upon  the 
United  Kingdom  for  co-operation  and  sup- 
port. In  his  opinion,  that  co-operation 
had  been  cordially  and  cheerfully  given; 
and  he  could  not  accept  for  Government 
the  compliment  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  had  given  them,  that  they 
were  in  advance  of  the  country  on  this 
subject.  He  believed  that  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland  went  along  with  the 
Government  on  this  question,  and  that  they 
also  entertained  a  feeling  on  this  subject, 
which,  he  must  say,  he  thought  a  just  one, 
viz.,  that  they  thought  they  had  a  right  to 
expect  that  in  Ireland  herself,  according  to 
her  means  and  resources,  there  should  be 
exertions  made  suitable  to  the  occasion. 
There  was  one  subject  more.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  called  his  attention  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  devising  means  of  arresting  dis- 
ease, which  always  accompanied  famine. 
With  respect  to  that  point,  he  assured  his 
hon.  Friend  that  every  means  in  the  power 
of  Government  would  be  employed  with 
that  object.  The  Board  of  Health  was 
always  in  communication  with  all  parts  of 
the  country,  and  devised  such  means,  in 
connexion  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  as 
were  calculated  to  meet  the  disease  and 
suffering  which,  he  was  afraid,  always 
prevailed  when  there  was  a  great  scarcity 
m  Ireland.  He  would  conclude  with  re- 
peating his  assurance  that  the  most  anxi- 
ous attention  of  the  Government  was  de- 
voted to  the  whole  subject,  with  a  view  of 
mitigating  to  the  ut^iost  of  their  power, 
the  sutfcrings  of  the  |>eoplc. 


THE  NEW  LOAN. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  put  a  question  to 
the  noble  Lord.  He  hod  seen  in  the 
papers  of  to-day,  that  a  loan  had  been  con- 
tracted for  in  the  old  3  per  cent  stock. 
If  this  statement  were  correct,  and  this 
measure  were  adopted,  it  would  have  an 
injurious  effect  upon  the  finances  of  the 
country,  and,  as  he  had  shown  on  a  former 
occasion,  be  attended  with  a  loss  to  the 
country.  If  we  were  to  get  only  90/.  for 
100/.  stock,  it  would  be  better  to  borrow 
the  8,000.000/.  at  the  onlinary  rate  of  in- 
terest, than  to  add  in  this  manner  to  the 


capital  of  the  debt.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  alter  his  plan. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  subject 
had  been  fully  considered,  and  according  to 
the  best  information  which  the  GoTemment 
could  obtain,  they  considered  that  the  pre- 
sent mode  of  contracting  for  the  loan  would 
procure  much  better  terms  for  the  public 
than  any  other. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  PROVISIONS  IN  MEN 

OF  WAR. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  moved 

as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion,  that  the 

Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  for  the  Hoase 

to  go  into  a  Conunittee  of  Supply — 

**  An  bumble  Address  to  Uer  Majesty,  prmjing 
tliat  She  would  be  graciously  pleased  to  muthorise 
and  direot  that  such  ships  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy, 
as  can  be  spared  from  the  regular  duty,  should  be 
applied,  under  such  regulations  as  Her  Majesty 
might  deem  advisable,  to  the  accommodation  of 
Merchants  in  the  conveying  of  com  and  provi- 
sions from  Foreign  Countries  into  the  ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom.'* 

The  hon.  Member  observed,  that  starvation 
was  extending  to  all  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
that  want  of  shipping  to  import  food  caused 
thia  extension.  In  America,  the  produce 
of  the  last  harvest  was  700,000,000  bush- 
els. There  was  disposable  for  foreign 
countries  about  400,0C)0,000  bushels,  equal 
to  50,000,000  quarters,  of  which,  probably, 
about  17,000,000  might  be  obuined  for 
this  country.  If  food  was  provided  for 
4,000,000  of  people,  and  each  of  those 
4,000,000  required,  upon  an  average,  1  lb. 
of  Indian  meal  per  day  for  200  days,  it 
would  rc<|uire  1 3, 500, OCK)  bushels,  or  about 
1.500,000  quarters  only.  The  want  of 
shipping  to  convey  food  to  this  country, 
raised  the  prices  to  an  enormous  amount. 
In  New  York,  the  freight  of  com  last  year 
was  Sd.  per  bushel ;  this  year  it  was 
Is,  lOJ.  In  New  Orleans,  it  was  10<f.  last 
year ;  and  Is,  lO^d,  now.  At  Constanti- 
nople, last  year,  freight  was  7s,  per  quarter; 
this  year  \os.  At  Odessa,  7s.  last  year; 
16*.  2d,  this  year.  At  Venice,  (w.  last 
year;  13«.  this  year.  At  Alexandria,  Gs. 
last  year:  \0f.  this  year.  An  enormous 
increase  of  prices  arose  from  this  enormous 
cost  of  freight.  Com  could  be  bought  on 
the  Danube  at  30*.  per  quarter,  whilst  the 
price  at  Liverpool,  last  week,  was  72*.  Qd. 
Ships  were  not  to  be  had.  He  found  that 
a  mercantile  house  had  sent  an  order  to 
Baltimore  for  flour,  with  an  unlimited 
power  as  to  price;  and  two  letters  had  been 
received  from  Baltimore  by  this  Ann,  stat- 
ing that  no  ihips  were  to  be  had  in  which 
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to  send  over  the  flour.  The  ships  had 
been  taken  off  by  France  and  Belgium  ; 
there  had  been  400  at  Marseilles  the  last 
fortnight.  AH  grain  was  50  per  cent 
higher  in  our  own  ports  than  in  the  ports 
of  America.  These  were  the  reasons 
which  induced  hira  to  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  in  some  manner  apply  our 
ships  of  war  to  the  conveyance  of  corn 
from  foreign  parts.  He  was  as  unwilling 
as  any  one  to  interfere  with  the  princi- 
ples of  trade  :  but  there  were  periods  of 
calamity  when  such  principles  must  give 
way.  He  would  propose,  not  that  the 
Government  should  itself  employ  the  ships, 
but  that  they  should  place  ships  at  the 
disposal  of  private  merchants  for  the  con- 
veyance of  grain  from  foreign  ports,  re- 
ceiving tenders  from  merchants.  It  would, 
undoubtedly,  be  dangerous  to  interfere, 
without  judgment  and  discretion,  with  the 
enterprise  of  private  traders;  but  measures, 
he  thought,  might  be  devised  for  the  pur- 
pose. If  Ireland  were  attacked  by  a  fo- 
reign enemy,  ships  of  war  would  be  sent 
against  that  foreign  enemy;  and  why  should 
they  not  be  employed  to  relieve  her  from 
that  greater  enemy  by  which  she  was  now 
invaded  ?  Her  Majesty's  fleet  was  paid 
for  by  the  people,  and  the  people  should  have 
the  use  of  it.  The  very  reasons  which  had 
induced  the  Government  to  suspend  the  na- 
vigation laws,  would  justify  this  measure; 
the  very  same  principle  applied  to  both. 
There  was  no  impediment  to  plenty  in 
this  country  other  than  the  want  of  means 
of  conveying  to  the  distressed  people  of  this 
country  the  produce  of  other  countries;  and 
we  must  do,  by  means  of  our  ships  of  war, 
what  we  could  not  do  by  other  means.  He 
did  not  bring  forward  this  proposition  in  a 
hostile  spirit ;  he  gave  the  Government 
credit  for  their  exertions  to  relieve  the  dis- 
tress in  Ireland;  and  he  hoped  they  would 
adopt  his  proposition,  and  that  they  would 
endeavour  to  devise  means  by  which  the 
ships  of  the  Navy  might  be  applied  as  he 
suggested. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said:  The 
question  embodied  in  the  present  Motion 
was  brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government  some  time  ago,  and  on  the 
whole,  after  some  consideration,  we  think 
it  more  advisable  not  to  adopt  the  proposi- 
tion. I  would  say,  in  the  first  place  (per- 
haps the  hon.  Gentleman  has  already  got 
the  information),  that  a  great  number  of 
steam  vessels  and  other  ships  are  now  em- 
ployed in  the  relief  service  between  this 
country   and    Ireland.     The    number    of 
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those  vessels  at  present  amounts  to  thirty 
steam  vessels,  twelve  sailing  vessels,  and 
^ye  depot  ships.  With  regard  to  the 
question  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
raised,  namely,  that  of  sending  vessels  of 
war  into  foreign  ports  to  obtain  supplies,  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  gone 
into  a  correct  calculation  of  how  much 
could  be  done  by  Her  Majesty's  Navy. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  talked  of 
1,500,000  quarters  coming  from  America: 
and  that,  I  am  afraid,  is  an  estimate  beyond 
the  truth.  The  quantity  that  could  be 
brought  in  ships  of  war  would  be  a  small 
proportion  indeed  of  the  estimate  he  has 
made.  In  the  first  place,  it  would  be  ne* 
cessary  to  fit  up  those  ships  of  war  in  a 
manner  totally  different  from  their  present 
state,  and  the  expense  and  time  that  would 
be  taken  up  in  that  operation  would  be 
considerable.  The  fitting  up  of  the 
Belleisle  cost  19,000^.;  it  takes  a  consi- 
derable time  before  vessels  of  war  can  be 
so  fitted  up;  and  of  course  it  would  take 
similar  time  and  similar  expense  to  adapt 
them  again  to  the  service  of  the  Navy.  If 
we  had  ten  thousand  tons  of  shipping  so 
employed,  it  would  be  as  much  as  we 
could  expect;  and  they  would  not  bring 
more  than  about  fifty  thousand  quarters, 
so  that  no  result  could  be  obtained  that 
would  be  at  all  adequate  to  the  expense 
that  would  be  caused.  It  would  have  one 
certain  consequence — namely,  that  when  it 
was  once  known  and  proclaimed  that  the 
vessels  of  Her  Majesty's  fleet  would  be 
employed  in  this  service,  it  would  be  a  great 
discouragement  to  the  merchant  service,  and 
possibly  prevent  them  from  sending  ships  to 
foreign  countries  ;  and  I  think  you  must  ex- 
pect greater  efforts  from  individual  enter- 
prise than  could  possibly  be  made  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships,  even  after  some  months  had 
been  lost  in  fitting  them  up  at  great  ex- 
pense. My  own  calculation  in  last  Sep« 
tember  was,  that  not  less  than  from  twelve 
to  fifteen  hundred  ships  would  be  required 
in  a  service  of  this  kind.  Of  course,  if 
you  discourage  the  merchant  service  by 
proclaiming  that  the  ships  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Navy  will  be  so  employed,  you  must 
expect  that  there  will  be  a  less  number  of 
merchant  ships  in  the  ports  of  America 
and  at  Odessa,  and  freights,  instead  of 
being  lower,  may  be  considerably  higher 
than  at  the  present  moment.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  know  the  difficulty  of 
bringing  food  from  the  United  States  to 
this  country.  It  is  not  alone  the  difficulty 
of  getting  ships  at  New  York  to  bring  it 
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bere,  but  tbere  is  also  tbe  difficulty  of 
conveying  the  Indian  corn  to  New  York, 
especially  that  grown  in  tbe  Western  States. 
The  Indian  com  which  costs  but  seven- 
pence  a  bushel  in  some  of  those  remote 
States,  costs  several  shillingrs  before  it  ar- 
arrives  at  any  port  of  embarkation.  And 
while  there  is  a  great  demand,  there  is  an 
insufficiency  of  boats  to  bring  the  com 
down  the  Mississippi  and  the  other  rivers, 
on  the  banks  of  which  the  com  grows. 
There  are  not  boats  enough,  so  that  it 
would  be  not  sufficient  merely  to  have 
ships  for  the  purpose.  But  the  great  ob- 
jection is  that,  after  an  expensive  effort, 
and  considerable  loss  of  time,  it  would  not 
at  all  produce  a  result  which  would  be 
commensurate  with  that  expense  and  loss 
of  time,  and  that  you  would  thereby  give 
great  discouragement  to  private  enterprise. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  if  I 
thought  the  use  of  the  Navy  would  be  be- 
neficial, and  tend  to  cheapen  food  in  this 
country,  I  should  be  as  ready  to  direct  the 
employment  of  the  Navy  in  this  service  as 
to  direct  its  employment  in  the  conveyance 
of  food  between  this  country  and  Ireland. 
I  tmst,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  be  satisfied  with  this  explanation, 
and  that  he  will  not  press  the  matter  fur- 
ther. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  observ- 
ed, that  the  noble  Lord  had  misunderstood 
him  on  one  point,  and  that  was,  with  re- 
ference to  the  supply  from  America.  His 
impression  was,  ttiat  seventeen  millions  of 
quarters  could  bo  spared  in  America,  and 
he  thought  that  about  one  million  and  a 
half  of  quarters  could  be  supplied  to  Ire- 
land. The  hon.  Gentleman  then  withdrew 
his  Motion. 

Lord  JOIIN  RUSSELL  wished  to  men- 
tion a  proposition  that  had  been  made  to 
him  by  some  of  the  Society  of  Friends  who 
had  been  engaged  most  largely  in  giving 
relief  to  Ireland.  They  stated  to  him 
their  belief  that  contributions  were  being 
raised  in  America  to  purchase  com,  and 
they  asked  to  have  a  ship  of  war  for  its 
eoiiveyancc  placinl  at  their  disposal.  The 
Qovemment  declined  a  literal  compliance 
with  that  proposal;  but  they  said  if  the 
com  was  subscribed  for  and  purchased,  the 
Goveronjent  would  be  ready  to  pay  the 
freight  for  its  conveyance. 

Mr.  KERR  inquired  if  some  system  of 
emigration  could  not  be  connected  with  the 
introduction  of  foreij^n  com.  If  persons, 
for  instance,  were  allowed  to  go  abroad  in 
men  of  war,  or  in  any  other  way  that 


would  snit  tbe  Oovemment,  a  great  num- 
ber of  people  might  go  that  could  not  be 
supported  in  Ireland,  and  the  ships  could 
bring  back  a  return  cargo  of  com. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  was  not  dis- 
posed  to  give  any  direct  encouragement  to 
the  scheme  which  the  hon.  Member  pro* 
posed.  He  would  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  by  the  Irish  poor  law  there  was, 
in  certain  cases,  a  power  given  to  supply 
funds  for  emigration.  With  regard  to  ves- 
sels bringing  com  to  this  country,  com- 
prising foreign  vessels,  he  would  remark 
that,  under  the  Act  for  the  suspension  of 
the  navigation  laws,  those  foreign  vessels 
would  be  at  libertv  to  carry  out  passen- 
gers, but  they  could  not  take  merchandise. 
Those  vessels  would  not  be  affected  by  the 
navigation  laws,  provided  thej  coimned 
themselves  to  passengers. 

Amendment  negatived. 

STATE  OF  THE  NAVY. 

Question  again  put. 

Su  C.  NAPIER,  before  the  Hovse 
went  into  Committee  on  the  Navy  Bsti- 
mates,  begged  to  call  attention  to  the  ex- 
penditure that  had  taken  place  in  thai 
oranch  of  the  service  for  the  building  and 
altering  of  vessels;  and  it  appeared  to  him, 
that  during  many  years  money  had  been 
most  improvidently  spent  for  the  purpose 
to  which  he  referred.  It  appeared  from  a 
retum  of  the  number  of  ships  cut  down 
since  1800,  that  thirteen  two-deck  vessels 
and  ten  frigates  had  been  cut  down  ;  that 
there  were  about  thirty  vessels  whose 
stems  had  been  altered  by  one  Surveyor  of 
the  Navy,  and  about  thirty  more  whose 
stems  were  changed  by  another  ;  and  that 
there  were  thirty  or  forty  ships  whose  ma- 
gasines  were  changed,  some  of  them  three 
or  four  times,  and  all  of  them  once ;  and  if 
the  House  considered  the  expense  that  was 
incurred  by  those  changes,  they  must  see 
there  was  something  wrong  in  the  manner 
in  which  the  Navy  was  conducted.  He 
had  stated  every  year,  since  he  had  a  seat 
in  that  House,  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Naval  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  do  all 
the  business  he  had  to  do.  He  had  said  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  there  should  be 
one  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  who  should  have 
no  other  duty  to  perform  than  to  superin- 
tend the  shipping  and  dockyards.  Not- 
withstanding these  suggestions,  and  the 
enormous  expense  that  was  incurred,  the 
same  system  was  continued  that  had  been 
going  on  for  many  years.  The  next  esti- 
mate he  held  in  ms  hand  bad  rcferenee  te 
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the  number  of  ships  cut  down  and  broken 
up  that  nerer  had  even  been  at  sea.  He 
would  read  the  statement,  which  would 
show  the  enormous  expense  that  was  in- 
curred. There  was  the  Eedoubtahle,  74 
gun  ship,  built  in  1815,  at  a  cost  of 
84,049Z.,  and  broken  up  in  1841  ;  there 
was  the  Vindictive,  74,  built  in  1813,  at 
a  cost  of  81,540,  and  cut  down  in  1832, 
without  erer  having  been  at  sea.  There 
was  the  Amazon,  42  gun  frigate,  built  in 
1821,  and  cut  down  in  1844,  never  was  at 
sea.  There  was  the  Doedalm,  42,  never 
at  sea,  cut  down  in  1844.  There  was  the 
Brilliant  cutting  down  at  the  present  mo- 
ment; there  was  the  Pen6?op«  converted  into 
a  bad  steam  frigate — the  Thames,  the 
Minotaur,  the  Bacchxts,  the  Hebe,  Now 
the  expense  of  cutting  down  all  those  ships, 
amounted  to  the  enormous  sum  of  619,700?. 
He  doubted  much  the  propriety  of  cutting 
them  down,  and  he  did  not  think  they  had 
been  made  more  efficient  by  the  operation. 
He  would  now  come  to  another  class  of 
ships.  They  had  six  three-deckers  on  the 
stocks,  that  were  to  mount  110  guns,  built 
after  the  Queen,  which  in  the  first  instance 
was  a  considerable  pet.  He  believed,  after 
cobbling  her  up,  they  had  produced  a  fair 
ship ;  but  in  the  last  cruise,  when  ships 
were  likely  to  roll,  the  Queen  was  not  at 
sea,  so  that  they  did  not  know  at  present 
whether  or  not  the  Qiieen  was  really  a  good 
ship.  There  were  ships  also  built  after 
the  Albion  ;  and  it  would  be  remembered 
that  he  had  cautioned  the  Admiralty  not 
to  build  any  other  ships  on  the  same  plan 
until  they  had  tried  the  first  vessel.  Now 
there  were  doubts  as  to  whether  the -4 ?6ton 
was  a  good  or  bad  ship,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  say  it  was  very  difficult  to  decide  it. 
But  there  was  one  incontestable  fact,  that 
in  a  gale  of  wind  the  Albion  rolled  over 
45  degrees  to  leeward,  and  lurched  over 
to  windward  43.  With  regard  to  the  Al- 
bio7i,  as  a  fighting  ship,  after  three  or  four 
trials  they  had  found  her  a  useless  ship; 
because  at  sea  ships  are  useless  that  do 
not  carry  their  guns  well  out  of  the  water, 
and  the  Albion  was  now  gone  to  Malta  to 
take  in  a  quantity  of  baUast.  When  they 
were  going  to  build  steam  vessels,  he  asked 
them  to  appoint  a  commission  of  two  naval 
officers  to  inquire  into  the  proper  way  of 
building  steam-boats ;  but  the  Admiralty 
refused  him.  The  first  they  constructed 
was  the  Gorgon,  and  he  would  not  blame 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy  for  that  vessel, 
because  it  was  the  first  steam-boat  that 
was  constructed;  and  after  the  Admirahj 


had  given  orders  to  construct  her  on  a  par- 
ticular plan,  and  with  particular  engines 
and  armament,  they  ordered  them  to  be 
altered.  The  objection  to  that  vessel  was 
that  she  could  not  carry  main-deck  guns. 
He  next  referred  to  the  Cyclops,  Penelope, 
and  Terrible,  The  engines  of  the  last- 
named  vessel,  steam  boxes  and  boilers,  ab- 
solutely projected  6  ft.  5\  in.  above  the 
water.  The  utmost  danger  would  attend  a 
shot  striking  the  boiler  of  one  of  their  steatn 
vessels.  If  a  shot  went  through  the  boiler 
of  a  steam  ship,  not  one  man  below  would 
escape:  every  one  would  be  completely  cook- 
ed in  a  moment.  [Laughter.]  This  would 
bo  no  laughing  matter;  and  on  the  first 
case  of  this  kind  occurring,  they  would 
never  be  able  to  get  either  engineer  or 
stoker  to  sail  on  board  one  of  these  ves- 
sels. There  was  not  a  single  steam  ves- 
sel in  the  service,  except  the  Terrible,  fit 
to  go  into  action.  There  was  not  one  of 
them  that  carried  more  than  a  few  dayS' 
fuel  on  board;  and  there  was  not  one  iti 
which  the  men  were  not  exposed.  He  had 
told  the  Admiralty,  when  they  began  to 
build  iron  steam-ships,  that  they  must 
have  them  lined  with  wood  both  within 
and  without  to  a  certain  height.  Until  a 
few  months  ago,  they  had  never  tried  the 
effect  of  a  shot  on  an  iron  vessel;  and  ther 
had  not  even,  after  thirty  years'  expen- 
ence  of  steam  vessels,  ascertained  whether 
a  funnel  could  be  knocked  away  by  a  shot 
until  last  year.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  list 
of  thirty-three  iron  steamers  in  the  service, 
and  these  had  all  been  ordered  or  built  be- 
fore the  Admiralty  thought  of  trying  what 
effect  a  shot  would  have  on  a  vessel  of  the 
kind.  When  they  did  make  the  trial,  it 
appeared  that  the  shot  went  clear  through 
one  side,  and  nearly  knocked  out  the  other 
side  altogether.  The  cost  of  these  ships, 
large  and  small,  had  been  nearly  two  mil- 
lions. He  would  ask,  what  was  the  use 
t>t  them?  The  Admiralty,  to  show  that 
they  were  not  altogether  useless,  had  turn- 
ed the  Birkejihead  into  a  troop-ship.  He 
was  on  board  that  vessel  the  other  day, 
And  on  inquiry  he  found  that  she  wodld  not 
darry  a  battalion  of  troops,  and  that  ifce 
Utmost  that  could  be  accommodated  was 
450  men.  He  found  also  that  the  only 
place  for  the  cables  was  the  steerage, 
Hrhere  the  officers  had  to  live.  Now,  if  a 
dhot  was  fired  at  this  vessel,  it  would  go 
through  her,  and  the  whole  of  the  men  on 
loard  would  be  lost.  Such  a  vessel  would 
he  utterly  unfit  to  convey  troops  in  time  of 
Mwt,  for  if  flhe  was  met  at  sea  and  stracl 
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by  a  shot,  she  would  certainly  go  down. 
In  timo  of  peace,  as  well  as  in  war,  the 
Admiralty  would  be  bound  to  furnish  every 
man  on  board  such  a  vessel  with  an  air 
collar.  He  thought  the  best  course  that 
could  be  adopted  with  regard  to  such  ves- 
sels was  to  sell  them  at  once,  and  so  get 
rid  of  them  altogether,  for  they  were  only 
fit  to  be  made  coal  depots  of.  The  pro- 
ceedings with  respect  to  these  iron  steam- 
ers showed  the  manner  in  which  business 
was  conducted  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
There  were  also  eleven  screw  steam  ves- 
sels either  built  or  now  in  course  of  con- 
struction, and  of  these,  the  only  one  that 
had  been  effectively  tried  was  the  Rattler, 
While  he  admitted  that  the  Battler  had 
been  tried,  he  must  add  that  it  did  not  ap- 
pear that  any  great  advantage  had  resulted 
from  the  screw  in  that  instance,  as  it  took 
up,  with  the  machinery,  the  whole  of  the 
hold.  Ho  admitted  that  the  Dauntless 
would  afford  a  fair  trial  of  the  principle  of 
the  screw;  and  if  it  answered  in  that  in- 
stance, the  adoption  of  it  in  other  cases 
might  be  attended  with  advantage.  In 
that  instance,  however,  as  well  as  in  others 
he  had  mentioned,  it  was  clear  that  ships 
had  been  built  without  foresight,  and  with- 
out a  knowledge  of  the  principle  on  which 
they  were  constructed.  He  now  came  to 
another  subject,  which  was  well  worthy 
the  attention  of  the  House — he  alluded  to 
the  system  of  promotion  in  the  Navy.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  return  of  the  list  of 
commissioned  officers  of  all  grades,  soon 
after  the  termination  of  the  war,  namely, 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1816.  That  re- 
turn showed  that  there  was  then  one  admi- 
ral of  the  fleet,  GG  admirals,  G8  vice-admi- 
rals, 75  rear-admirals,  851  captains,  812 
commanders,  and  4,014  lieutenants.  The 
syAtcm  of  promotion  which  then  existed, 
went  on  without  hindrance  to  1830,  until 
at  Vast  Lord  Melville  became  alarmed  at 
the  state  in  which  the  system  had  brought 
the  Navy;  and  he  and  his  colleagues  at 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  came  to  the  reso- 
lution to  put  a  stop  to  promotion,  unless 
under  peculiar  circumstances.  An  Admi- 
ralty Minute  was  adopted  to  give  effect  to 
this  resolution,  by  which  naval  promotion 
was  restricted  to  one  vacancy  in  three, 
unless  in  the  case  of  special  brilliant  ser- 
vices. The  Minute  was  dated  the  17th 
of  February,  1830,  and  was  as  follows: — 

*'  Tlioir  IxirdAhipA  having  taken  into  considera- 
tion the  ntatc  of  the  half-pay  list,  and  being  deair- 
OUB  of  o|M;niting  itA  gradual  reduction  in  time  ot 
peace — Resolve,  That  from  this  date  no  promotion 


(except  for  special  brilliant  service)  shall  bemad* 
in  any  rank  of  commission  ofBcers  (save  ilag-olB- 
cers),  except  in  the  proportion  of  one  promotion 
for  every  three  vacancies  which  may  be  made  by 
the  removal  by  death,  dismissal,  or  other  cause,  of 
officers  from  the  effective  lists  of  each  rank  kept 
at  this  office;  death  or  court-martial  vaeanoies, 
liable  to  be  filled  by  commanders-in-chief  abroad, 
not  being  reckoned.  Promotion  being  thus  limited, 
their  Lordships  deem  it  necessary  that  a  control 
in  some  degree  corresponding  should  be  placed 
upon  the  original  entry  of  young  gentlemen  into 
the  service ;  they,  therefore,  resolve  that  in  futura 
all  appointments  of  volunteers  of  the  first  class 
shall  be  made  directly  by  their  Lordships.  Their 
Lordships  direct  that  these  regulations  be  oommn- 
nicated  to  the  commanders-in-chief  on  foreign  sta- 
tions, with  an  observation  that  they  do  not  alter 
the  authority  vested  in  them  of  appointing  by 
commissions  to  death  or  court-martial  vaeanciee ; 
but  that  they  do  apply  to  the  subsequent  vacan- 
cies which  may  be  occasioned  by  the  promotion  of 
an  officer  into  an  actual  death  or  court-martial 
vacancy,  and  that  such  subsequent  vacancies  are 
to  bo  filled  up  only  by  acting  orders,  as  in  tba 
case  of  invalidiing  vacancies." 

He  would  ask,  what  had  been  the  effect  of 
adopting  this  Admiralty  Minute?  llad  the 
rule  laid  down  in  it  been  adhered  to?  A 
comparison  of  the  number  of  officers  in  the 
list  of  the  Royal  Navy,  on  the  27th  of 
February,  1830,  and  on  the  30th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1846,  would  show  whether  the 
former  extravagant  system  of  promotion 
had  been  abandoned,  and  the  rule  laid 
down  in  the  Minute  adhered  to.  At  the 
former  period  there  were  171  flag-offi- 
cers, at  the  latter  139;  in  1830  there 
were  858  captains,  and  in  1846  there 
were  730^  in  1830  there  were  918  com- 
manders, and  in  1846  there  were  855;  at 
the  former  date  there  were  3,550  lieute- 
nants, and  at  the  latter  2,538,  showing  a 
reduction  of  827  in  the  number  of  lieute- 
nants in  1846  as  compared  with  1830.  It 
appeared  from  this  and  other  returns  that 
the  rule  which  had  been  adopted  in  1830 
had  not  been  adhered  to  in  any  case.  To 
illustrate  this  further,  he  would  refer  to 
another  return  of  navy  officers  who  had 
died,  been  dismissed  the  service,  and  pro- 
moted, between  the  27th  of  February,  lo30, 
and  the  30th  of  September,  1846:  245 
flag-officers  had  died,  and  there  had  been 
189  promotions;  of  captains  361  had  died, 
4  had  been  dismissed  or  removed  the  ser- 
vice; 189  had  been  removed  by  promotion 
to  higher  ranks,  thus  making  509  remo- 
vals, while  there  had  been  365  promotiona 
to  that  rank.  Of  commanders  315  had 
(lied,  6  had  been  dismissiHl  or  removed  the 
Hcnice,  and  389  had  been  removed  by  pro- 
motion to  higher  ranks,  thus  making  1 10 
rcmovab,  while  there  had  been  ^5  pro- 
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motions.     Of  lieutenants,  1,049  had  died, 
65  had  been  dismissed  or  removed  the  ser- 
vice, and  1,153  had  been  removed  by  pro- 
motion to  higher  rank,  making  2,267  re- 
movals, while   there  had  been  1,224  pro- 
motions,    lie  also  found,  during  the  same 
period,  that  47  captains  had  been  promoted 
for  special  brilliant  service,   and  212  by 
brevet  and  general  promotions,  and  3  by 
death    or    court-martial    vacancies.       Of 
commanders,    112  had  been  promoted  for 
special  brilliant  service,  375  by  special  or 
general  promotions,   and   19  by  death  or 
court-martial    vacancies.     Of  lieutenants, 
127  had  been  promoted  for  special  brilliant 
service,   319  by  special  or  general  promo- 
tions, and  115  by  death  or  court-martial 
vacancies.     Last  year  30,000Z.  was  grant- 
ed to  enable  the  Admiralty  to  make  an  ef- 
fective retiring  list,  so  that  the  list  of  effec- 
tive flag-officers  should  be  reduced  to  150, 
and  the  list  of  captains  to  500;   and  there 
were  to  be  no  further  promotions  until  the 
list   was    thus   reduced.      Instead    of  the 
number  of  promotions  to  the  rank  of  flag- 
officers  being  such  as  to  make  the  number 
150,  it  was  made  up  to  160;  but  now  the 
number   was  only   2   above  the  proposed 
hst,  as  the  rest  had  died.     As  for  the  cap- 
tains,  the  Admiralty  had  told  the  House 
distinctly  that  the  object  in  view  was  to  get 
rid  of  a  number  of  old  officers,  and  to  place 
a  number  of  young  and  efficient  officers  on 
the  hst  of  captains.     But  what  had  taken 
place  ?  60    commanders   had  been   made 
captains;  and  of  the  officers  thus  promoted, 
several  were  as  old  as  many  of  those  who 
had  been  removed  off  the  effective  list  of 
captains.     It  was  a  breach  of  faith,  then, 
on    the   part  of  the  Admiralty,   to  make 
such  a  promotion,  while  they  had  reduced 
the  list  of  captains  to  500.     The  effect  of 
this  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty 
would  make    the  patronage  of  that  board 
greater  than  ever.     It  was  clear  from  the 
returns  that  had  been  made,  that  the  Ad- 
miralty   would    have    the    promotion    of 
twenty-fivo  officers  to  the  rank  of  captain 
every  year.     So  it  was  with  respect  to  the 
hst  of  commanders;  and  yet  the  Admiralty 
had  promoted  eighty    old   lieutenants    to 
that   rank.     The    Admiralty   had   impru- 
dently ordered   three  screw-vessels  to  be 
built,  without  having  tried  one;  and  thirty- 
three  iron  steamers,  without  trying  any  of 
them.     They  had  likewise  last  year  order- 
ed four  line-of-battle  ships — seventy-fours, 
and  four  frigates,  to  be  cut  down  to  steam 
block-ships.    He  hoped  the   Secretary  to 
the   Admiralty  would  tell  them  whether 


there  was  any  contract    for  that   work. 
There  they  had  those  four  seventy- fours 
and  four  frigates  to  be  altered,  at  an  ex- 
pense of  he  did  not  know  how  much.     He 
perceived  an  item  of  18,000Z.   voted  last 
year  for  repairing  those  ships;  but   that 
sum  would  not  do  one  of  them.    How  then 
was  it  to  be  done  ?     They  were  not  yet 
finished,  for  one  of  them  was  still  going  on 
in  Mr.    Green's   yard;    and  one  case    he 
should   particularly   mention,   in  which  a 
vessel,  acknowledged  to  be  a  fine  frigate, 
was  turned  into  a  bad  steam-boat.     Now 
the  sum  of  18,000Z.  was  in  the  estimates 
of  last  year  set  down  for  repairing  steam 
guard-ships,   but  there  was  no  vote  at  all 
for  the  purpose  in  the  estimates  of  the  pre- 
sent year.     There  was  a  sum  last  year  of 
120,000/.  for  building  iron  steam  vessels. 
This  year,  for  the  same  purpose,  the  sum 
was   78,175?.     The   best   thing  he  could 
recommend  them  to  do  with  those  vessels 
would  be  to  get  the  contractors  to  take 
them  off  their  hands,  for  they  were  good 
for  nothing.     They  were  no  use  for  war, 
and  those  that  had  been  on  foreign  sta- 
tions were  found  to  have  their  bottoms  so 
deteriorated  that  they  would  never  be  fit 
for  anything.     When  the  House  then,  and 
the  country,  voted  away  so  much  money,  it 
was  necessary  they   should  know  how  it 
had  been  expended.     He  hoped  the  pre- 
sent Admiralty  would  do  better  than  their 
predecessors  in  office  had  done.    They  had 
not  been  long  enough  in  to  enable  a  judg- 
ment to  bo  formed  upon  their  acts;  but  he 
hoped  from  what  he  had  heard  that  they 
would  improve  upon  those  who  had  gone 
before  them.     He  understood  that  a  com- 
mission had  been  lately  appointed  by  the 
board,  and  that  it  was  sitting  in  the  Admi- 
ralty for  the  consideration  of  the  propriety, 
and  with  the  view,  of  increasing  the  pay  of 
the  men,  and  for  the  purpose  of  specially 
considering  the   increase  of  pay  to  engi- 
neers.    Now,  that  was  a  question  of  great 
importance;  for   we    never,    by   accident 
even,  sent   a   steam-boat  to  sea,  but  she 
surely  broke  down.     He  thought  the  cause 
of  such  accidents  was  attributable  to  the 
parsimony   of   the   Admiralty,   which   by 
sending  inferior  engineers  to  sea — persons 
who  were   previously   unacquainted   with 
the  vessels,  did  not  take  sufficient  precau- 
tion.    They  never  sent,  as  they  ought,  a 
man  to  the  vessel  when  she  was  fitting  out, 
to  see  that  her  machinery  was  good,  and 
properly  placed  in  her.     He  himself  knew 
a  case  in  which  an  engineer  who  had  seen 
the  machinery  fitting  up  in  a  steam  vessel. 
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knew  that  there  was  a  fault  in  it,  and  that 
vessel  was  sent  to  sea,  at  the  risk,  not  only 
of  the  loss  of  the  ship,  but  of  the  valuable 
lives  on  board  of  her.  He  thought  that 
engineers  ought  to  have  at  all  events  the 
aame  rating  as  lieutenants  in  the  Royal 
Navy.  He  believed  that  the  Admiralty 
had  it  in  contemplation  to  rate  them  as 
such.  [Admiral  Dundas  :  Engineers  have 
got  that  rating.]  Hewasgladtohearit.  The 
petty  officers  ought  next  to  be  thought  of, 
both  first-class  and  second-class;  and  the 
seamen  ought  to  be  paid  better  than  they 
had  been  hitherto,  so  that  the  punish- 
ment they  would  have  in  their  power  to  in- 
flict upon  the  men  would  be  dismissal 
from  the  service.  If  the  service  were 
made  so  good  as  that  discharge  would  be 
a  punishment,  they  would  be  soon  enabled 
to  get  rid  altogether  of  the  question  of 
corporal  punishment  in  the  Navy.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  know  whether  the 
Admiralty  were  ready  to  pay  attention 
thi«  year  to  the  suggestion  of  increasing 
the  pay.  He  might  be  considered  rather 
exacting  in  requiring  so  much  from  a  new 
board;  but  he  liked  to  keep  the  Admiralty 
to  their  trumps,  and  so  he  began  at  once 
with  them.  He  wished  likewise  to  know 
whether  they  had  yet  established  a  sea- 
men's home  ?  And  he  should  also  like  to 
be  informed  upon  the  subject  of  the  mer- 
chant seamen's  fund.  The  House  had 
been  promised  that  it  should  be  looked 
after;  and  be  should  like  to  know  the  re- 
sult. If  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  merchant 
seamen's  fund,  they  had  better  repeal  the 
Act  at  once.  There  was  another  question 
which  also  was  one  of  great  importance. 
He  was  aware  it  was  one  about  which  the 
Admiralty  itself  had  great  doubt,  but  he 
thought  it  one  of  great  importance.  It 
was  so,  too,  with  rec^ard  to  the  Registra- 
tion of  Seamen  Bill.  The  subject  had 
been  began  by  a  right  hon.  Friend  of  his 
a  great  many  years  ago.  About  two  years 
ago  the  late  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty 
(the  right  hon.  Sidney  Herbert)  and  him- 
self brought  in  a  Bill  to  register  the  men, 
and  it  had  done  a  great  deal  of  good. 
He  had  received  a  letter  from  a  friend  of 
his  upon  the  subject,  which  stated  that  in 
the  yenr  184.5  the  number  of  register 
tickets  iHSUod  was  IS, 01 3,  and  the  deser- 
tions amounted  to  4,000;  whilst  in  the 
subsequent  year  the  tickets  amounted  to 
23,0(K),  and  the  desertions  were  only 
2.0000.  He  thought  the  system  might 
be  further  improvod;  and  Mr.  Brown  had 


suggested  a  plan  for  preventing  desertioBSy 
and  at  the  same  time  saving  the  men  from 
being  cheated,  by  having  a  person  to  seal 
the  tickets.  He  next  came  to  the  snbjeet 
of  enlistment.  As  the  law  stood.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's proclamation  b^ng  issued  in  time 
of  war,  calling  on  seamen  to  enliat,  eaeh 
able  seaman  who  appeared  in  answer  to 
the  call  within  five  days,  became  entitled 
to  lOl.  bounty;  and  oitiinaiy  seamen  and 
landsmen  volunteering  were  entitled  to 
bounties  in  proportion.  Now,  if  40,000 
or  50,000  men  were  to  offer,  as  they 
might,  in  answer  to  such  a  proclamation, 
the  moment  it  was  issued  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  shonld  be  prepared  to 
come  out  with  500,000/.  at  once.  Now, 
that  Bill  should  be  amended.  He  wonld 
not  take  away  the  bounty  altogether,  be- 
cause it  would  be  breaking  faith  with  the 
men  who  were  entitled  to  receive  it;  but 
only  in  the  event  of  hostilities  actually 
taking  place  should  the  bounty  be  eivcn— 
when,  in  fact,  the  men  would  be  likely  to 
be  employed  for  some  time,  and  not  merely 
for  two  or  three  weeks.  As  the  law  stood 
at  present,  by  the  issne  of  a  proclamation 
the  whole  merchant  service  wq^ld  be  de- 
ranged; but  if  they  arranged  so  as  that 
every  boy  who  was  apprenticed  to  the 
merchant  service  might  be  called  on  when 
out  of  his  time  to  serve  in  the  Royal  Navy, 
they  wonld  be  able  to  call  upon  just  as 
many  men  as  might  be  necessary  at  any 
given  time.  The  necessities  of  the  mer- 
chant service  would  thereby  bo  attended 
to.  But  much  good  might  be  effected  by 
the  Government  if  they  wonld  consider 
the  composition  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
and  re-arrange  the  disposition  of  the  busi- 
ness. Many  of  the  errors  that  had  been 
committed  throughout  the  service  arose 
from  the  fact,  that  the  First  Lord  had  a 
great  deal  too  much  to  do;  a  great  deal 
too  much  was  thrown  upon  him,  and  un- 
fortunately it  was  his  own  fault.  The 
First  Lord  thought  he  must  have  all  the 
dockyards  as  well  as  all  the  fleet  under  his 
own  hands.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
senior  officer  of  the  board  should  have  all 
the  fleet  to  look  after,  and  that  the  whole 
of  the  dockyard  business  should  be  looked 
to  by  the  next.  He  could  speak  with  some 
degree  of  experience  on  the  weight  of 
dockyard  business,  having  been  allowed 
by  the  late  Admiralty  to  build  one  ship 
himself,  and  he  ffavc  the  whole  of  his  at- 
tention to  it.  He  had  the  builders  and 
the  engineers  down  to  consult  together 
over  the  construction,  and  he  eooM  asaoro 
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tlio  House  that  such  a  course  was  neces- 
sary, in  order  that  each  should  properly 
understand  his  duties.  In  the  construc- 
tion of  steam-ships  the  man  who  huilt  the 
vessel,  and  the  man  who  had  to  construct 
her  engines,  ought  to  be  brought  together 
to  consult,  as  it  was  impossible  otherwise 
to  decide  where  the  shafts  of  the  engines 
should  be  fixed.  They  should  arrange 
how  to  dispose  every  ton,  and  that  would 
be  utterly  impracticable  when  the  engineer 
was  in  Glasgow  and  the  shipbuilder  at 
Portsmouth,  and  they  were  never  brought 
together  to  consult.  They  neither  had 
any  one  to  tell  tlicm  the  weight  or  height 
of  anything,  or  even  what  height  the  guns 
should  be  out  of  the  water.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  could  not,  if  he 
were  a  young  man  of  30,  go  through  the 
requisite  duties  properly,  and  he  had  him- 
self told  Sir  George  Cockbum  so;  and  how, 
then,  could  it  be  possible  for  a  man  of  70 
or  66  (as  he  believed  was  about  Sir  G. 
Cockburn*s  age)  to  get  through  them  ? 
He  knew  that  the  gallant  Admiral  oppo- 
site (Admiral  Dundas)  agreed  with  him. 
In  fact  it  was  notorious  that  the  common 
expression  was,  **  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  has  too  much  to  do."  The 
next  point  to  which  he  would  allude  was 
the  manning  of  the  ships.  He  should 
give  the  hon.  and  gallant  Captain  (Captain 
Berkeley)  the  credit  of  having,  on  the  sub- 
ject, done  the  best  thing  that  had  been 
hitherto  attempted,  in  having  directed  the 
forty-gun  ships  to  carry  their  full  comple- 
ment of  men.  But  he  found  that  they 
were  4,000  men  short  of  the  full  comple- 
ment required  for  the  service.  [**  No,  no  ! 
— 4,000  over."]  He  admitted  the  cor- 
rect on.  He  should  have  said  4,000  over. 
It  was  only  a  mistake.  But  the  noble 
Lord  who  moved  the  Address  last  year  had 
stated,  that  no  ships  should  again  be  sent 
to  sea  without  their  full  complement.  Sir 
G.  Cockbum  said  the  same.  The  three- 
deckers  were  to  carry  1,000  men.  They 
were  to  be  crammed  to  overflowing.  But 
when  the  squadron — that  squadron  which 
had  attracted  so  much  observation — ^put 
to  sea,  those  vessels,  instead  of  having 
their  full  complement  of  seamen,  had  the 
numbers  made  up  with  200  or  300  marines. 
Three  of  them,  with  those  short  comple- 
ments, were  still  in  the  Mediterranean, 
and  one  of  them  was  at  Lisbon.  If,  then, 
they  had  3,000  or  4,000  men  over  the 
number  requisite  to  complete  all  the  crows, 
how  were  they  to  be  paid,  for  he  under- 
stood that  in  some  vessels  there  were  100 


short  ?  And  if  the  4,000  were  to  be  paid 
off,  how  were  they  to  fill  up  the  comple- 
ments of  those  ships  that  were  still  at  sea? 
He  asked  the  pardon  of  the  House  for 
having  at  such  great  length  occupied  its 
attention,  even  at  the  risk  of  wearying  the 
attention  of  his  noble  Friend — if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  would  allow 
him  to  call  him  so.  The  noble  Lord  had 
stated  his  opinion  a  few  nights  back  to  be, 
that  he  (Sir  C.  Napier)  was  like  a  fish  out 
of  water  the  moment  he  stepped  off  the 
quarter-deck.  But  surely  his  noble  Friend 
^ould  have  considered,  before  he  used 
such  an  expression,  that  he  himself  was 
liable  to  a  similar  animadversion.  He  too 
had  his  quarter-deck,  and  his  quarter-deck 
was  Newmarket  and  the  turf.  He  (Sir  C. 
Napier)  wondered  that  the  noble  Lord, 
when  he  came  into  the  House,  did  not  re- 
collect that  he  might  be  suspected  of  know- 
ing little  of  the  subject  which  he  had  un- 
dertaken. But  as  the  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  of  the  Sidon,  he  begged  to  tell  the 
noble  Lord  that  she  would  be  ready  for  sea 
by  Saturday  night,  and  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  do  him  the  honour  of  accompanying 
him,  he  would  give  him  a  cruise  to  the  Isle 
of  Wight,  which  might  give  him  some  idea 
of  the  vessel,  and  he  should  have  the  best 
bottle  of  port  wine  that  could  be  procured, 
which  would  console  him  in  some  degree 
for  the  loss  of  his  Railway  Bill,  and  the 
awful  defeat  of  his  great  party. 

Mr.  CORRY  said,  that  he  was  very 
unwilling  to  detain  the  Speaker  in  the 
chair,  and  that  as  most  of  the  arguments 
which  they  had  heard  that  night  had  been 
advanced  by  the  gallant  Admiral  on,  at 
least,  half  a  dozen  former  occasions,  and 
had  been  as  often  answered  by  himself 
and  others,  he  need  not  advert  further  to 
them  than  to  refer  the  gallant  Admiral 
to  the  volumes  of  Hansard,  up  stairs, 
where  the  whole  were,  doubtless,  faithfully 
recorded.  But  there  was  one  point  an 
which  he  felt  himself  called  on  to  make  a 
few  observations,  not  only  because  ike 
credit  of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  was 
involved  in  it,  but  also  because  it  was  in 
itself  of  considerable  national  importance : 
he  alluded  to  the  conduct  of  the  late  board, 
in  so  largely  constructing  iron  shipa  of 
war.  The  matter  was  of  national  impor* 
tance  for  two  reasons.  It  was  known  that 
by  far  the  largest  portion  of  the  timber 
used  in  the  construction  of  ships  of  war 
was  of  foreign  growth ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, a  material  point,  if  iron,  which  was 
easilj  procured  in  this  country,  and  in 
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anj  quantities,  could  be  safelj  applied  to 
the  building  of  ships  of  war ;  and  se- 
condly, if  there  was  a  sudden  demand  for 
an  increase  of  our  naval  force,  as  there 
was  during  the  last  war,  when  forty  ships 
of  the  line  were  required  at  once — ^which, 
on  account  of  the  cost  to  which  the  country 
was  put  by  their  repairs,  were  afterwards 
known  by  the  name  of  the  Forty  Hiieves — 
it  would  be  totally  impossible,  either  in 
our  public  dockyards,  or  in  the  yards  of 
priyate  builders,  to  find  a  sufficiency  of 
seasoned  timber;  and  the  necessary  con- 
sequence would  be  premature  decay.  These 
were,  he  thought,  reasons  quite  sufficient 
to  justify  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  in 
fully  testing  the  experiment  of  constructing 
steamers  of  iron ;  but  the  gallant  Admiral 
said  that  the  late  Government  carried  that 
experiment  to  too  great  an  extent ;  he  said 
that  it  appeared  from  a  return  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  that 
thirty-three  iron  vessels  had  been  ordered 
since  1840.  Now,  the  number  out  of 
those  thirty-three  actuaUy  ordered  by  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty,  was  only  twenty- 
four;  the  remainder,  consistmg  of  five  or 
six  small  vessels  which  were  built  by  the 
preceding  board,  and  of  three  or  four 
packets,  he  believed  intended  for  the  Holy- 
head station,  which  had  been  ordered  by 
the  present  Government.  The  gallant 
Admiral  had,  in  the  course  of  his  observa- 
tions, questioned  the  fitness  of  iron  as  a 
material  for  building  vessels  designed  for 
ordinary  purposes,  as  contradistinguished 
from  puri»oses  of  war.  He  had  stated  that 
the  Grappler  had  so  strained  herself,  that 
nearly  all  on  board  were  lost.  He  thought 
that  if  that  were  so,  it  must  have  been  the 
result  of  some  accidental  defect,  for  he 
believed  that  for  general  purposes  nothing 
was  more  fully  proved  than  that  iron  was 
a  fit  material  for  the  construction  of  vessels. 
In  coming  into  that  House  that  evening,  a 
paper  had  been  put  into  his  hand  by  an 
,  iron  shipbuilder,  who  had  built  no  less  than 
250  iron  vessels,  some  of  them  of  1,800 
tons;  and  that  was  a  pretty  good  proof  of 
the  opinion  entertained  by  the  merchants 
of  this  country  of  iron  being  a  fit  material 
for  constructing  vessels  ;  and,  if  there  were 
any  doubt  upon  that  point,  ho  need  only 
turn  to  Dundrum  Bay,  where  the  Great 
Britain  had  been  lying  for  months  almost 
uninjured,  although  exposed  to  the  action  of 
a  sea  which  few  wooden  vessels  would  have 
been  able  to  withntand.  He  was  aware, 
however,  that  the  gravamen  of  the  charge 
against  the  late  board  was  involved  in  the 


question  of  the  fitness  of  iron  as  a  material 
for  vessels  intended  for  war.  Now,  of  the 
twenty-four  vessels  ordered  by  the  kte 
Board  of  Admiralty,  six — the  Bloodkmmd 
and  Harpy  class — ^had  only  been  tempo- 
rarily employed  as  men-of-war,  and  were 
never  intended  to  be  so  employed  penna- 
nently ;  having  been  built  merely  tor  the 
purpose  of  keeping  up  the  communicatiim 
between  the  dockyards,  conveying  newly- 
raised  men,  and  other  such  services.  Se- 
veral others  were  built  for  the  packet  ser- 
vice. Another  was  Her  Majesty's  yacht, 
the  Fairy:  and  out  of  the  whole  twenty- 
four  only  seven  were  intended  or  ever 
designed  by  the  Admiralty  for  the  pur- 
poses of  war.  Again,  of  these  seven,  two 
— the  Sharpshocier  and  the  Teater — 
were  of  very  small  size;  and  if  they  lailed, 
the  loss  would  not  be  much.  There  were, 
however,  five  large  vessels  which  had  been 
designed  for  war  p\irpoees,  the  Birkenhead^ 
and  the  four  other  large  steam  frigates  to 
which  the  gallant  Admiral  had  referred: 
the  gallant  Admiral  had  chosen  to  assume 
that  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  had  em- 
barked blindfold  in  this  experiment,  and 
that  they  had  had  no  proof  that  iron  was  a 
fit  material  to  oppose  to  shot.  He  did  not 
know  where  the  gallant  Admiral  had  been 
living  of  late;  but  ho  believed  that  every 
other  Member  of  the  House  had  heard  of 
the  yemesis — an  iron  vessel — which  had 
rendered  such  brilliant  service  during  the 
Chinese  war.  It  was  the  favourable  re- 
ports they  had  received  of  that  vessel, 
that  first  led  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  building  of  iron  vessels.  They 
had  received  similar  reports  of  the  Guada- 
loupe,  a  vessel  that  was  built  for  service 
under  the  Mexican  Government,  and  had 
been  commanded  by  Commander  Charie- 
I  wood.  The  gallant  Admiral  said  that  an 
j  experiment  had  been  tried  at  Portsmouth, 
and  that  that  experiment  was  conclusive 
'  against  iron  for  ships  of  war.  But  that 
'  experiment  was  tried  on  a  vessel  that  was 
'  never  intended  for  war ;  one  that  was  built 
>  before  the  late  Government  came  into 
office,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
shipwrights  from  Portsmouth  to  Spithead, 
;  and  having  the  lightest  possible  scantling; 
!  her  plates  having  been  originally  only  |  of 
'  an  inch  think,  and  reduced  by  wear,  as  he 
'  had  been  informed,  to  little  more  than  half 
that  thickness.  Against  this  experiment 
he  would  appeal  to  the  evidence  of  Captain 
Hall,  who  nad  so  ably  commanded  the 
Netnetis  during  the  whole  of  the  operations 
.  in  China,  aa  well  aa  to  the  ev ideaco  of 
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Captain  Cbarlewood.  Captain  Hall  stated 
in  a  letter  which  he  (Mr.  Corry)  had  lately 
received  from  him,  that — 

"  The  Nemesis  was  frequently  struck,  as  often 
as  fourteen  times  in  one  action,  and  much  da- 
maged by  shot  in  her  upper  works ;  but  only  one 
shot  can  be  said  to  have  gone  straight  through 
the  vessel,  which  made  a  hole  as  if  you  had  put 
your  finger  through  a  piece  of  paper.  Other 
shots  struck  the  Nfinesis  in  a  slanting  direction, 
and  merely  indented  the  iron,  glancing  otf  without 
penetrating.  We  remarked  no  particular  danger 
from  splinters  of  iron ;  but  I  would  observe,  that 
the  A'eniesis  was  constructed  of  the  best  possible 
material,  and  put  together  with  the  best  possible 
workmanship.  She  was  also  divided  into  seven 
water-tight  compartments ;  and  I  am  of  decided 
opinion  that  no  war-steamer  of  iron  should  be 
divided  into  less.  The  Nemesis  had  holes  knocked 
in  her  bottom  many  times  by  sharp  rocks ;  but 
those  were  easily  stopped  for  the  time  by  driving 
in  plugs  of  wood  and  oakum  from  the  inside.  For 
myself,  judging  from  my  own  experience,  and 
well  knowing  that  the  sides  of  iron  steamers 
(particularly  between  wind  and  water)  could  be 
strcngthend  and  supported  so  as  to  prevent  the 
destructive  effects  of  shot,  which  have  caused  so 
much  alarm,  I  should  still  give  the  preference  to 
an  iron  over  a  wooden  steamer  as  a  command 
under  all  circumstances." 

And  Captain  Charlewood,  of  the  Guada- 
loupCj  referring  to  that  vessel  in  a  letter  to 
him,  written  only  a  few  days  previously, 
said — 

"  Notwithstanding  the  extraordinary  report 
which  had  been  sent  home  of  the  effects  of  shot 
upon  one  of  our  iron  men-of-war,  my  opinion  is  as 
strong  as  ever  upon  this  subject,  providing  the 
vessel  is  properly  built;  and  I  should  still  cer- 
tainly prefer  commanding  an  iron  steam  frigate 
to  a  wooden  one.  I  think  also  that  you  will  con- 
sider my  opinion  as  to  the  effects  of  shot  upon 
iron  vessels  is  not  a  rash  one,  or  made  upon  slight 
grounds,  when  I  inform  you  of  the  following  par- 
ticular cases  which  occurred  to  the  Guadaloupe 
Mexican  steam-frigate,  two  of  which  occurred 
when  I  was  actually  on  board  in  command  of  the 
vessel,  and  the  others  very  sliortly  after  the  Ad- 
miralty order  reached  me  instructing  mo  to  return 
home,  when  Mr.  Martin,  a  relative  of  mine,  was  in 
command.  Full  particulars  of  each  case  I  have 
both  from  him  and  other  officers  who  were  on 
board: — 1.  A  2411).  shot  struck  the  vessel  on  the 
bow,  at  the  point  where  the  woodwork  of  the  head 
is  bolted  on  the  bow,  and  consequently  lies  on  the 
iron  side.  This  shot,  fired  from  a  distance  of 
about  1,000  yards,  passed  through  the  woodwork, 
say  about  five  inches  thick,  and  the  iron,  and 
dropped  on  board,  simply  making  a  hole  suffi- 
ciently lar'^c  to  let  the  shot  pass  tlirough.  2.  A 
shot  struck  the  counter,  indented  the  iron,  and 
glanced  off;  had  the  vessel  been  constructed  of 
wood,  this  shot,  I  think,  would  have  entered.  3. 
A  241b.  shot,  nearly  spent,  struck  the  iron  bul- 
wark on  the  inside,  having  passed  over  the  port 
side  of  the  vessel ;  this  shot  started  the  iron  and 
burst  the  rivets  of  a  plate  for  about  nine  inches 
in  length.  4.  A  fidl  plumper  24lb.  shot  struck 
just  abaft  the  mainmast,  on  the  port  side,  and 
about  two  feet  under  water;  this  shot  passed 
through  the  side,  and  lodged  in  the  coal  bunker ; 


the  hole  was  made  quite  tight  temporarily  with  a 
common  plug ;  no  rivets  were  started,  or  damage 
done,  beyond  the  circular  hole  made  by  the  shot. 
5.  An  181b.  shot  fired  at  a  distance  of  about  200 
yards ;  this  shot  struck  the  vessel's  side  near  the 
foremast,  passed  through  the  iron,  making  as 
clean  a  hole  as  if  it  had  been  drilled,  and  through 
three  casks  of  salt  provisions.  These  shot-holes 
were  all  repaired  by  the  boiler-makers,  who  served 
on  board  as  engineers  and  firemen.  Four  holes 
were  drilled  round  each  shot-hole  from  the  inside^ 
corresponding  with  four  holes  in  an  iron  plate, 
which  was  lowered  down  on  the  outside,  and  four 
screw-bolts  made  them  perfectly  tight  and  secure, 
not  a  drop  of  water  finding  its  way  through ;  the 
vessel  was  in  severe  weather  repeatedly  after- 
wards, and  I  believe  that  to  this  day  nothing  more 
has  been  done  to  these  shot-holes.  I  should  re- 
mark that  the  case  No.  3.  of  the  spent  shot,  would 
have  been  the  worst  leak  to  contend  with,  had  it 
struck  the  vessel  under  water,  as  a  plug  could  not 
easily  have  been  applied ;  but  still  the  leak  would 
not  have  been  cpmparatively  a  severe  one  Several 
other  shots  struck  the  vessel  about  the  bull,  both 
when  I  was  on  board  and  afterwards,  but  these 
are  the  only  cases  worth  mentioning,  and  which 
have  any  bearing  upon  the  question  in  point." 

lie  thought  these  statements  were  pretty 
clear  as  to  the  opinion  of  two  officers  of 
the  greatest  experience  in  the  English 
Navy  with  respect  to  iron  vessels  ;  and  he 
asked  whether  the  opinion  of  the  gallant 
Admiral,  who  had  had  no  experience  of 
iron  vessels,  deserved  to  he  set  against  that 
of  officers  who  not  only  stated  facts  which 
had  come  under  their  own  ohservation  on 
actual  service  and  under  fire,  and  which 
went  directly  to  prove  that  iron  was  a  fit 
material  for  steam  vessels  of  war,  hut  who 
hoth  declared  that  they  would  actually 
prefer  an  iron  to  a  wooden  steamer,  as  a 
command,  under  all  circumstances.  The 
late  Board  of  Admiralty  had  not,  however, 
intended  to  construct  any  more  iron  steam- 
ers, until  the  vessels  they  had  already  huilt 
were  fully  tested  ;  and  he  thought  the  pre- 
sent Board  of  Admiralty  would  act  wisely 
in  adopting  the  course  he  helieved  they 
were  adopting,  in  holding  their  hand  as'to 
huilding  more,  until  they  had  heen  fully 
tried.  He  hoped,  however,  they  would 
not  allow  these  iron  vessels  to  he  shelved, 
until  they  had  had  the  most  convincing 
proofs  that  iron  was  not  a  fit  material  for 
ships  of  war;  and,  even  if  it  should  so 
appear,  still  the  iron  steamers  now  in  pro- 
gress of  huilding  would  he  of  the  greatest 
possible  service  for  the  conveyance  of 
troops ;  a  service  for  which  vessels  of  that 
description  were  much  required,  and  for 
whi(;h  they  would  he  admirably  adapted. 
The  gallant  Admiral  said,  he  thought  it  ex- 
tremely rash  in  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty 
to  construct  so  many  as  seventeen  screw 
vessels,  without  trying  the  effect  of  the 
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screw  first.  He  (Mr.  Corry)  recollected 
that  in  that  House  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Brighton  was  always  taunting 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  for  not  building 
screw  vessels — [Captain  Pechell:  Because 
you  were  so  long  about  it] — and  the  gal- 
lant Admiral  said  they  had  been  too  hasty. 
It  was  really  no  very  easy  matter  to  satisfy 
everybody;  but  when  the  gallant  Admiral 
said  that  they  had  not  tried  the  effect  of 
the  screw,  he  replied  that  the  experiment 
had  been  fully  tested  in  tho  Battler,  in  the 
Gfreat  Britain,  and  in  other  vessels.  These 
experiments  had  been  so  successful,  that 
it  was  almost  the  universal  opinion  that 
the  screw  must  supersede  tho  paddle-wheel 
as  a  propeller  in  vessels  of  war ;  because, 
even  if  there  should  be  a  loss  of  speed,  it 
would  be  more  than  compensated  by  the 
security  which  would  result  from  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  whole  of  the  machinery, 
including  the  steam-chest  and  the  propeller 
itself,  would  be  under  the  water  line,  and 
thus  protected  against  shot.  The  gallant 
Admiral  also  complained  that  tho  late  Go- 
vernment had  converted  eight  ships  of  the 
line  and  frigates  into  steam  guardahips,  with- 
out trying  one  first.  But  these  vessels  were 
not  designed  for  services  requiring  great 
speed,  but  were  merely  intended  for  tho 
defence  of  the  dockyards  and  adjoining 
parts  of  tho  coast,  and  had  been  fitted  on 
the  recommendation  of  a  commission  com- 
posed of  ofticors  of  great  experience  and 
ability ;  and  there  could  bo  no  doubt  but 
that  they  would  prove  perfectly  successful 
for  tho  purposes  for  which  they  were  de- 
signed. He  believed  that  he  had  answered 
the  whole  of  the  gallant  Admiral's  objec- 
tions to  which  ho  thought  it  necessary  to 
advert  on  the  present  oocasion;  and  he 
would »  therefore,  trespass  no  further  on 
the  time  of  the  House,  as  he  was  very  un- 
willing to  detain  it  from  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Navv  Estimates. 

Admiral  DUN'DAS  said,  the  attack 
which  tho  gallant  Admiral  opposite  had 
made  on  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty, 
as  to  promotion,  was  most  unjust  and  illi- 
beral ;  and  tho  comparison  he  had  drawn, 
at  to  tho  number  of  ofiicers  promoted,  was 
most  erroneous.  Ho  hold  in  his  hand  a 
lint  of  the  state  of  the  Navy  in  181 G  and  in 
1817,  and  he  found  that  in  that  period  no 
less  than  1,454  ofiicors  had  died.  In  181G, 
tho  number  of  admirals  was  210.  It  was 
now  1 50.  Of  captains,  in  1816,  tho  num- 
ber was  851.  It  was  now  Gl^?.  Of  lieu- 
tenants, in  1816,  there  were  4,(»14.  There 
wwo  DOW  2,448.     tSo  that  in  that  number 


of  years  1,500  had  disappeared  firmn  the 
list.  The  number  of  promotions  that  had 
been  made  of  lieutenants,  for  meritoriow 
service,  by  the  present  Board  of  Admiraitj 
was  160 ;  and  he  regretted  that  when  thai 
promotion  was  announced,  the  number  was 
not  doubled,  to  show  the  sense  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  had  of  the  servicea  of 
those  officers. 

Captain  HARRIS  expressed  his  satis- 
faction at  learning  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  convert  men- 
of-war  into  carrying  vessels.  Any  such 
arrangement  would  interfere  with  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  men.  Neither  would  it  do 
to  take  the  guns  out  of  the  ships.  If  the 
House  would  look  at  the  relations  which 
existed  between  this  country  and  France, 
it  would  see  that  they  were  not  such  as 
to  justify  the  disarming  of  the  vessels, 
and  sending  them  to  the  Black  Sea  for 
grain,  thus  rendering  them  liable  to  be 
intercepted  on  their  return  should  war 
arise.  He  would  not  object,  however,  to 
the  employment  of   ships  in  ordinary  to 

Purposes  calculated  to  facilitate  the  intro- 
uction  of  food  into  Ireland.  With  re- 
spect to  tho  vessels  that  had  been,  and 
were  to  bo,  as  it  was  termed,  converted, 
there  was,  he  thought,  great  reason  for 
complaint :  the  armament  of  this  small 
frigate-class  was  unsatisfactory.  They 
had  ponderous  swivel -guns  on  the  upper 
deck,  and  the  men  working  them  were 
without  protection;  in  close  action  those 
vessels  were  most  likely  to  bo  over-match- 
ed, whilst  the  hatchways  beiujz  very  small, 
they  were  hable  to  be  carried  by  boarding. 
There  was  also  the  difficulty  of  working 
tho  heavy  guns  when  they  became  heat- 
ed. Further,  he  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  steam  vessels  belonging  to  the 
Navy  were  built.  They  were  built  solely 
with  a  view  to  speed,  and  were  quite  too 
narrow  and  sharp  to  carry  the  weight  of 
metal  and  machinery  which  men-of-war 
ought  to  bear.  With  theno  remarks  he 
should,  perhaps,  content  himself,  had  not 
blame  been  thrown  by  the  gallant  Admiral 
on  the  subject  of  tho  late  promotion;  now  he 
was  bound  to  declare  that  he  quite  ap- 
pro?e<l  of  the  spirit  which  actuated  the 
Admiralty  in  their  recent  arrangomentH 
n^spccting  promotions.  If  they  desired  to 
secure  the  servico  of  young  and  active 
men,  they  must  be  liberal  in  the  matter  of 
promotions.  He  was  «iuito  of  opinion  that 
the  Admiralty  had  in  this  respect  been  ac- 
tuated by  a  proper  spirit,  and  had  dene 


665 


State  of 


{Feb.  26} 


the  Na»y. 


666 


all  that  could  be  expected  from  them.  As 
to  the  subject  of  punishment  in  the  Navy, 
he  felt  that  that  was  one  which  would  be 
much  better  discussed  at  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty than  in  the  Rouse  of  Commons. 
He  must,  however,  say,  with  reference  to 
the  order  that  had  been  already  issued, 
that  if  a  captain  were  not  competent  to 
control  his  crow  at  home,  he  ought  not  to 
be  trusted  with  large  powers  upon  fo- 
reign stations.  While  fitting  out  a  ship,  a 
captain  would  naturally  be  loth  to  make  a 
report  to  the  admiral  in  command,  and  the 
gallant  Officer  opposite  well  knew  that  on 
the  training  of  the  first  three  months  de- 
pended the  discipline  of  a  ship's  company. 
If  punishment  were  necessary  in  any  given 
case,  it  ought  to  be  inflicted  according  to  a 
settled  plan,  and  Government  ought,  in- 
stead of  encouraging  Members  to  come 
down  and  make  Motions — they  ought,  he 
contended,  to  propose  to  the  House  some 
plan  of  their  own.  If  the  Admiralty  would 
come  down  with  a  definite  plan  upon  this  sub- 
ject, they  could  then  deal  with  it  according 
to  its  merits;  but,  after  what  had  occurred 
the  other  night  upon  the  subject,  he  thought 
that  they  would  hardly  be  secure  in  adopt- 
ing at  once  any  measures  that  might  bo 
thrust  upon  them  with  a  view  of  abo- 
lishing altogether  the  present  system.  His 
own  opinion  was,  as  he  had  before  stated, 
that  there  should  be  a  gradual  reduction  of 
punishment.  He  would  limit  the  authority 
of  captains  to  punish  only  to  the  extent  of 
thirty  lashes  to  be  inflicted  for  special  of- 
fences named  in  the  Printed  Instnictions. 
He  would  limit  the  authority  under  court- 
martials,  to  award  fifty  lashes  the  same  as 
in  the  Army.  lie  did  not  think  they  could 
go  safely  beyond  that  at  present.  He  did 
not,  however,  say  it  was  impossible  that 
they  should  ultimately  do  without  flogging 
altogether.  It  was  a  well-ascertained  fact 
that  many  men  came  under  the  lash  from 
taking  a  glass  too  much  of  grog ;  and 
many  of  the  young  men  could  not  drink 
the  allowance  of  spirits  with  impunity. 
Now  he  thought  it  would  be  a  material  im- 
provement to  give  the  men  the  option  of 
taking  up  an  additional  quarter  of  a  pound 
of  salt  beef  in  lieu  of  the  quarter  of  a  pint  of 
rum.  The  cost  of  both  was  nearly  alike. 
If  a  man  were  therefore  found  to  be  the 
worse  for  liquor  in  the  evening,  it  would 
have  a  very  good  effect  to  leave  it  at  the 
discretion  of  the  captain  to  have  his  grog 
converted  into  beef.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  this  would  be  a  great  improvement. 
Mu.  HUME  coincided  with  most  of  the 


views  expressed  by  the  gallant  Admiral 
(Sir  C.  Napier)  with  regard  to  the  building 
and  alteration  of  ships.     No  subject  con- 
nected with  the  estimates  was  more  im- 
portant than  this;  and  if  he  had  not  known 
that  the  present  Admiralty  were  engaged 
in  devising  means  to  prevent  such  waste, 
he  should,  before  this,  have  brought  Ae 
subject  under  notice.     No  question  could 
be  more  clearly  demonstrated  than  this — 
that  the  building  of  ships  for  the  Navy  had 
been  upon  the  worst  principle,  and  that 
they  were  worse  constructed  than  those  of 
any  country  in  the  world.     There  was  no 
instance  anywhere  of  so  many  ships  being 
cut  down  and  altered;    and  for  the  last 
twenty  or  thirty  years  there  had  been  no 
instance  of  any  ship  built  for  any  particular 
purpose  turning  out  fit  for  that  purpose. 
The  waste  of  materials  and  labour  he  be- 
hoved to  be  equal  to  what  the  gallant  Ad- 
miral (Sir  0.  Napier)  had  stated;  and  he 
never  saw  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  James  Graham)  when  the  Navy 
was  mentioned,  without    feeling  that  in 
1832,  when  he  was  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, he  struck  the  greatest  blow  that 
had  ever  been  levelled  against  the  naval 
architecture  of  this  country.     The  report 
of  the  Commissioners  appointed  in  1806  to 
inquire  into  the  civil  affairs  of  the  Navy, 
stated  that  at  that  time  our  naval  architec- 
ture had  been  neglected.     We  had  not  a 
ship  then  but  what  was  built  from  foreign 
moulds.     Our  best  vessels  were  taken  from 
the  French,  Spaniards,  Danes,  and  Swedes. 
He  blamed  the  Government  of  the  day  for 
not  having  adopted  a  better  system.     The 
consequence  of  that  report  was  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  School  of  Naval  Architecture, 
which,  he  contended,  the  gallant  Admiral 
had   not  proved   inefficient.     As  to   pro- 
motion, he  should  be  prepared  to  show  the 
House  that  the  late  step  had  cost  the  coun- 
try  a  million   and   a  half.      He  did  not 
grudge  the  money  if  it  were  applied  to  a 
useful  purpose;  but  if  it  were  not,  he  should 
grudge  it.     Concerning  wages,  he  would 
recommend  the  Government  to  allow  tl^em 
to  follow  the  general  rule.     They  must  not 
think  of  keeping  up  the  same  rate  at  all 
times.     The  rate  must  depend  upon  the 
demand.     If  in  time  of  war,  wages  were 
limited  to  the  same  rate  as  was  paid  during 
peace,  men  could  not  be  blamed  if  they  de- 
serted when  they  were  wanted;  but  he  was 
confident  if  the  power  of  the  Government 
were  exercised  so  as  to  render  their  situa- 
tion comfortable,  and  to  improve  it,  they 
would  have  abundance  of  men  in  war,  aH 
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woU  as  in  peace.  A  fair  rate  of  wa^es 
would  prevent  any  difficulty  in  manning  the 
Navy.  The  step  which  the  Admiralty  had 
taken  was  honourahle  to  them,  and  he 
hoped  they  would  not  he  led  away  from  it. 

House  in  Committee. 

Mr.  WARD  said,  he  could  not  help  feel- 
ing very  strongly  impressed  with  a  sense 
of  the  difficulty  of  discharging  the  duty  of 
laying  hefore  the  House  a  statement  re- 
specting the  Navy  estimates  for  the  present 
year :  first,  on  account  of  the  large  expen- 
diture at  present  necessary,  and,  secondly, 
on  account  of  the  great  variety  of  items 
over  which  that  expenditure  was  distri- 
buted, which  made  it  difficult  for  him  to 
lay  before  the  House  a  clear  and  intelligible 
statement,  without  trespassing  largely  upon 
its  indulgence.  He  would  begin  by 
stating  that  the  gross  estimates  would  ex- 
ceed those  of  last  year  by  a  sum  of 
62,284/.  But  the  di£ferencc  in  the  mo- 
ney actually  to  be  voted,  was  still  lar- 
ger ;  for  the  credits  in  aid  for  the 
year  1846-7,  were  190,46H.,  while  the 
credits  in  aid  for  the  present  year  would  be 
175,322/.  The  difference  betwe«5n  these 
was  15,139/.,  and  the  difference  in  the  net 
votes  would  amount  to  77,423/.  He  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Portsmouth,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Coventry,  in  some  of  the  ob- 
servations which  they  made  upon  the  finan- 
cial statement  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchciiuor.  He  was  as 
much  impressed  as  they,  or  as  any  one 
could  be,  with  the  conviction  that  there 
was  no  suhject  more  deserving  of  tho  watch- 
fulness of  Parliament,  than  this  tendency 
of  the  estimates  to  increase  during  a 
time  of  peace.  Hon.  Members  had  ad- 
verted to  the  state  of  the  estimates  in  the 
years  1834  and  183;'>,  when  thoy  wore 
4,24.'),723/.  and  4.533,543/.  respectively; 
but  if  there  were  any  force  in  that  re- 
ference, ho  saw  no  reason  why  they  should 
not  go  as  far  back  as  the  year  1817,  when 
the  whole  nunihcr  of  seamen  and  ma- 
rines amounted  to  only  1!)JM)0.  Why 
did  not  his  hon.  Friends  do  this  ?  Be- 
cause common  sense  tnld  them  that  no 
countrv  could  fix  a  standard  for  its  naval 
expenditure  without  reference  to  the  expen- 
diture of  other  count rios.  All  power  was 
relative.  It  was  pDWcr  only  until  it  was 
met  by  a  power  ^n*atcr  than  its  own.  Th<' 
nations  of  Europe  had  now  cnjoyoil  a  long 
peace.  In  iJ517  they  were  at  the  close 
of  a  long  war.  Their  resources  wore  then 
exlmusted.    They  were    now  in  u   differ- 


ent condition.    They   had    been    allowed 
time    to    recruit  their  resources,    and    a 
naval   establishment,    which   would    have 
been  adequate,  or  ample,  might,  in  1817, 
be   quite  inadequate  to  our  present  exi- 
gencies.    When  he  used  the  word  "  inade- 
quate,*' be  meant  it  only  in  reference  to 
national  defence,  and  not  to  purposes  of 
aggrandizement.     He  felt  as  strongly  as 
any  man  the  blessings  of  peace;  but  he 
felt  also  that  the  best,  nay,  the  only  way 
to  secure  them,    was    always    to    be    in 
a  position  to  defy  hostility  ;    and  he  be- 
lieved that  there  would  be  no  man  in  that 
House  who,  on  that  principle,  would  not 
feel  that  we  must  keep  up  a  parity  of 
position  with  other  Powers,  in  the  great 
scale  of  national  importance.     Two  things, 
therefore,  he  must  do,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  assent  of  the  House  to  the  vote  he  was 
about  to   propose :    first,    he   must   show 
what  the  increase  in  the  e£fective  strength 
of   the  Navy  really  was  ;  and,  secondly, 
he  would  show    that    such    increase    did 
not  bear  more  than  a  fair  proportion  to 
the  increase  of  the  naval  strength  of  other 
Powers.     Indeed,  he  very  much  doubted 
whether  we  had  as  yet  taken  precautions 
enough ;    whether    we    had    reached    the 
point  at    which  we   could    stop,    consist- 
ently with  the  maintenance  of  the  honour 
and  integrity  of  the  empire.      First,  then, 
what  was  the  increase  in  the  naval  establish- 
ment?    To  come  at  the  real  increase,  it 
was  necessary  to  strip  the  subject  of  all 
extraneous  matter;  for  instance,  the  packet 
service,  which  had  gone  on  swelling  the 
estimates  from  year  to  year.     He  did  not 
say  that  there  had  been  an  improper  in- 
crease in  this  department :  it  had  been  the 
natural  consequence  of  the  increase  of  inter- 
course with  our  colonies  and  dependencies, 
and    with    other     commercial    countries. 
Still,   the  House  must  bear  in  mind,  that 
whereas  in  1830  the  an.ount   required  for 
the  packet  service  was  27, 87^/.,  and  in 
1811   only  24.040/.,   the  vote  he   should 
propose  to-ni^ht  included  no  loss  a  sum 
than  820,08.3/.  for  that    service,    in    one 
shape  or  other.     There  were  also   other 
branches  of    charge  in   which  there  had 
bet?n   a  great  increase,  but  which  did  n<it 
directly  beh»ng  to  the  effective  naval  service 
of  the  country,  j^uch  as  the  army  and  ord- 
nance tran.sport  service,   the   tnM»p  ships, 
and    the  victuallini;  of   them,   as   well  as 
the    supplies    furnished    to    other    depart- 
njents  ;  the    difTereuce   hetwofn  the    lialf- 
pny  and  the  |H.'nsion  list,  calculat<Hl  upon 
a   scale    corresponding   with   the   present 
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active  list  of  admirals,  i'c. ;  and  the  pre- 
sent dead  weight,  including  the  half-pay 
(725,788Z.)»  and  pensions  to  widows  and 
seamen  (491,447/.)  The  total  amount 
of  these  different  branches  of  charge, 
which  could  not  be  said  to  form  a  part  of 
the  effective  naval  service,  but  were  never- 
theless included  in  the  estimates,  was 
1,564,948/.  The  House  would  find,  there- 
fore, that  the  total  sum  applied  by  Eng- 
land to  the  maritime  defence  of  the  coun- 
try, including  the  wages  and  victuals  of 
seamen  and  marines,  the  dockyards,  build- 
ing, repairs,  steam  machinery,  afloat  and 
ashore,  ike,  was  5,996,928/.,  after  deduct- 
ing  the  non-naval  services  from  the  net 
vote  for  the  current  year,  or  7,561,876/.; 
by  England,  too,  be  it  remembered,  a  coun- 
try which  had  no  other  defences,  of  which 
the  coast  was  unprotected,  which  had  a 
disposable  army  of  but  20,000  men, 
without  a  militia,  a  fortified  town,  or  any 
military  organization  whatever.  And  yet, 
while  we  voted,  under  these  circumstances, 
but  5,996,928/.  for  our  naval  service, 
France,  by  her  estimate  for  the  present 
year,  which  he  had  received  a  day  or 
two  ago,  devoted,  to  the  same  purpose, 
5,639,383/.,  making  a  difference  between 
France  and  England  of  only  357,545/., 
although  France  had  her  coast  admira- 
bly fortified,  her  capital  impregnable,  a 
standing  army  of  300,000  men,  and  a 
national  guard  of  a  million  to  fall  back 
upon.  And  at  the  same  time,  the 
House  must  be  aware  that  within  the 
last  two  years  a  remarkable  change  had 
taken  place  in  the  naval  establishment  of 
France.  In  1846,  the  Chamber  of  Depu- 
ties added,  on  the  deliberate  report  of  the 
Government,  an  extraordinary  credit  of 
93,000,000f.,  to  be  spread  over  seven 
years,  to  the  ordinary  estimate  for  the 
year.  The  estimates  for  the  year  1847-8 
amounted  to  140,984,591f.,  or  5,639,383/. 
Of  this  amount,  19,800,000f.,  or  792,000/. 
were  for  extraordinary  service,  which,  added 
to  the  ordinary  service  of  121,184,591f., 
or  4,847,383/.,  made  up  the  grand  total. 
The  amounts  ordered  to  be  applied  to 
shipbuilding  very  considerably  exceeded 
the  amounts  which  should  be  appropriated, 
were  the  proportion  of  the  seventh  part 
of  the  93,000,000f.  strictly  adhered  to. 
And  the  Minister  of  Marine,  at  the  close 
of  his  report,  said  in  explanation  of  this — 

"  It  is  thought  to  be  in  harmony  with  the  mani- 
fest intentions  of  the  Chambers,  that  the  building 
of  new  ships  should  he  proceeded  with  as  fast  as 
possible,  so  as  to  complete  the  projected  increase 


of  the  fleet  as  soon  as  can  be  done,  without  wait- 
ing for  the  term  of  seven  years.  The  works  for 
1847  and  1848  are  regulated  with  this  view.  The 
sum  of  2,100,000f.,  84,000/.,  for  steam-engines 
likewise,  and  for  the  same  reason,  exceeds  the  pro- 
portion of  the  seventh.** 

The  great  object  of  this  increased  expendi- 
ture was,  that  France  might  increase  the 
number  of  her  ships  from  359,  which  they 
were  in  1846,  to  390,  which  was  what  they 
intended  to  be.  Now,  he  found  no  fault 
with  France  for  these  things.  France  did 
what  she  thought  right  and  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  her  position.  She  set 
us  in  many  respects  a  noble  example.  He 
admired  the  wise  and  systematic  liberality 
with  which  her  great  naval  works  had 
been  carried  on  from  year  to  year  till  she 
had  compensated  herself  for  the  natural 
disadvantages  under  which  she  laboured, 
along  the  whole  coast  of  the  Channel, 
by  some  of  the  most  magnificent  works 
now  in  existence.  Along  the  whole  coast 
from  north  to  south — from  Dunkirk  and 
Calais,  to  Havre,  Cherbourg,  St.  Servan, 
Brest,  L 'Orient,  Indret,  Rochfort,  and 
Toulon — works  were  going  on  of  which* 
that  House  had  but  little  conception  either 
as  to  the  actual  importance  of  the  works 
themselves,  or  of  the  magnificent  artifi- 
cial harbours  that  were  being  constructed: 
there.  For  Cherbourg,  44,000,000  francs 
had  been  appropriated;  18,000,000  for  the* 
breakwater,  and  26,000,000  for  the  dock- 
yard. The  yard  contained  231  acres,  and  16^ 
building  slips;  and  6,000  workmen  were  em- 
ployed there;  while  the  breakwater  exceed- 
ed that  at  Devonport  by  one  mile  in  length.. 
At  Brest  the  steam  establishment  was  om 
a  larger  scale  than  any  which  England 
possessed.  The  smithery  contained  127 
fires,  while  that  at  Portsmouth  had  only 
48;  and  the  same  proportions  were  main- 
tained at  the  other  harbours.  These  facts, 
it  appeared  to  him,  ought  to  be  a  lesson  to* 
us.  They  imposed  a  very  heavy  responsi- 
bility on  those  who  were  in  power  in  this- 
country.  It  behoved  them  to  take  care,  by 
the  proper  development  of  our  resources  in 
time  of  peace,  to  prevent  the  balance  of 
power  being  changed  in  case  of  war.  It- 
was  true  that  England  had  no  need  to  vie* 
with  France  in  the  extent  Government  had", 
gone  to  in  these  great  Government  estab- 
lishments, because,  besides  our  naturaL 
advantages,  there  existed  so  many  resources; 
of  a  private  nature,  in  the  hands  of  com- 
mercial companies  and  individuals,  which: 
could  be  made  available  in  the  event  of  ad- 
ditional naval  power  being  required.  But, 
eyen  as  between  Goyernments,  a  certaim 
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parity  must  be  kept  up  between  ike  natal 
resources  of  the  two  nations.  England 
must  not  grudge  the  money  that  went 
to  fortify  her  arsenals  and  coasts,  for  the 
worst  possible  economy  was  that  which 
left  them  exposed  in  the  event  of  war.  He 
could  not  congratulate  the  House  on  its 
work  in  this  respect  being  nearly  done.  It 
was  only  begun  within  the  last  five  years. 
We  did  not  begin  till  1842;  while  France 
had  carried  on  her  works  systematically 
for  sixteen  years.  The  finest  naval  sta- 
tions in  the  world,  were  ours,  and  we  had 
scandalously  neglected  them.  Bermuda  was 
a  disgrace  to  us.  Malta  was  yet  far  from 
being  complete;  and  both  Portsmouth  and 
Devonport  were  most  inadequately  defend- 
ed. Throughout  the  Mediterranean  we 
had  not  a  place  where  a  steam-boat  of 
any  size  could  be  repaired.  He  did  hope, 
however,  that  the  dockyard  establishment 
at  Malta  would,  ere  long,  be  so  improved 
that  every  necessary  repair  of  steam- 
vessels  might  be  effected  there  with  as 
much  ease  as  in  this  country.  From 
what,  however,  had  this  state  of  things 
arisen  ?  From  the  unwise  economy,  the 
miserable  parsimony,  which  had  refused  in 
former  years  to  look  forward  to  inevitable 
necessities.  Ten  years  ago  we  thought 
of  nothing  but  cutting  down  the  establish- 
ments of  the  country;  and  now  we  were 
obliged  to  crowd  into  three  years  what 
ought  to  have  been  spread  over  ten;  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  what  every  one 
admitted  to  bo  inevitable,  was  done  under 
ten  times  greater  pressure  than  it  other- 
wise would  have  been,  and  at  a  time  when 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
very  ill  spare  a  single  shilling  beyond  the 
current  necessities  of  the  country.  And 
yet  there  was  no  help  for  it,  unless  we  were 
prepared  to  leave  this  mi<^hty  empire  in  a 
state  which  no  man  would  say  the  power  of 
England  ought  to  be  left  in.  It  might,  how- 
ever, be  asked,  what  had  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  done  to  redeem  the  promise 
they  gave  last  year,  that  they  would  im- 

frove  and  systematize  our  naval  resources? 
n  the  first  place,  he  must  answer,  they  had 
done,  and  were  prepared  to  propose,  much 
less  than  they  could  have  wished.  But 
any  hon.  Member  who  listened  to  the 
statement  made  the  other  night  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  must  have 
seen  how  small  was  the  margin  with  which 
the  public  departments  had  to  deal.  The 
choice  was  less  as  to  what  to  do  than  as 
to  wliat  to  leave  undone;  and  many  things 
had  been  left  undone  which  he  (Mr.  Ward) 


sincerely  regretted.  The  question  railed 
last  year  as  to  the  naval  reserve,  thej  had 
been  compelled  to  postpone;  and  they  were 
also  unprepared  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  coal  depots,  though  they  felt  them  to  be 
most  essential.  The  works  at  Bermuda  moifc 
be  suspended  for  another  year,  until  those 
were  finished  which  were  nearer  home. 
It  was  thought  more  necessary  to  add 
1,500  men  to  the  marines  (which  would  be 
proposed  under  vote  No.  1),  and  to  reor- 
ganize entirely  the  corps  of  naval  engi- 
neers. Nothing,  it  must  be  admitt^# 
could  be  more  pressing  than  this  latter  sub- 
ject, considering  the  great  importance  of  the 
duties  which  the  engineers  had  to  perform, 
and  the  detriment  to  the  public  service  aris- 
ing from  the  incompetency  of  many  of  those 
who  were  now  employed  in  that  department. 
A  Committee  had  been  appointed  to  consi- 
der the  subject,  consisting  of  officers  who 
were  thought  to  be  best  acquainted  with 
the  steam  navy,  and  presided  over  bj 
his  noble  Friend  Lord  John  Hay.  That 
Committee  made  a  most  able  and  conclu- 
sive report.  It  admitted  at  once  that  the 
inferiority  of  the  pay  in  the  Government 
service,  as  compared  with  others,  drew 
away  from  that  service  the  men  most  emi- 
nent in  character  and  abilities,  and  left 
the  servico  too  often  as  the  last  resource 
for  the  ignorant  and  unworthy.  The  re- 
port then  went  on  to  make  a  comparative 
statement  of  the  pay  in  the  Government 
service,  and  that  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany or  of  the  merchant  service.  In  both 
those  services,  the  duty  was  much  better 
performed  than  in  Her  Majesty  *s  service, 
because  they  could  command  the  best  men. 
It  appeared  from  the  statement  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  pay  of  a  first-class  engineer 
in  Her  Majesty  s  service  was  13/.  8#.  per 
i  month,  no  allowance  being  made  for  outfit, 
I  nor  any  addition  for  long  service.  In  the 
I  East  India  Company's  service,  besides  an 
,  allowance  of  50c.  for  outfit,  the  pay  of  a 
'first-class  engineer  was  15/.  7f,  o^i/.  per 
'  month  for  the  first  three  years;  19/.  is.  id. 
.  for  the  next  four  yonrs;  and  from  the 
•  eighth  year,  23/.  1*.  iyd.  per  month.  In 
the  merchant  service,  the  West  India,  and 
!  China  Packet  Companies*  service,  and  the 
other  great  private  companies*  service,  the 

fay  of  a  first-class  engineer  was,  for  tho 
ndia  and  China  packets.  2/i/.  per  month; 
for  the  Mediterranean  IG/.  por  month; 
and  for  the  Wrst  Indies,  from  !«»/.  to  20/. 
per  month.  In  the  one  service  they  were 
reckoned  as  men  of  a  high — almust  liberal 
— Mutation;    while,   in  the  other,  they 
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ranked  below  the  lowest  warrant  officers, 
were  not  treated  as  gentlemen,  until  most 
of  those  who  really  were  gentlemen,  and 
were  qualified,  had  been  driven  from  the 
service.      Now,    with    reference    to    this 
branch,    it    was    proposed   by   the   Com- 
mittee that  the  corps  of  engineers  should 
be  classed  in  three  divisions  ;  that  there 
should  be,  first,  a  class  of  engineers  who 
shoidd    be    called    inspectors    of    machi- 
nery afloat;  then,  that  there  should  bo  a 
class  called  chief  engineers;   and,  lastly, 
that  there  should  be  another  class  called 
assistant  engineers.     The  two  latter  class- 
es were  to  be  subdivided,  severally,  into 
three  classes.     It  was  proposed  that  the 
inspectors  of  machinery  afloat  should  rank 
with,    but    after,   masters    of   the    fleet  ; 
that  the  chief  engineers  should  rank  with, 
but  after,  masters;  and  that  the  assistant 
engineers  should  rank  with,  but  after,  se- 
cond masters.     The  inspectors  of  machi- 
nery afloat  would  receive  261,  per  month; 
the  chief  engineers,  first-class,   20?.   per 
month;    second-class,    16?.    per    month; 
third-class,  14/.  per  month;   and  the  as- 
sistant    engineers,     first-class,    12?.    per 
month;   second-class,  9?.  10s.  per  month; 
third-class,  8/.   per  month.      It  was  fur- 
ther   proposed    that    the    examination   of 
candiaates  for  entry  or  promotion  should 
be   most   rigid;    and   that    the    assistant 
engineers  should  be  entered  on  probation, 
as  **  acting"  for  the  fii-st  year;  also,  that 
as  opportunities   ofl'ered,    they  should  be 
encouraged  to  go  into  the  factories  to  ac- 
quire practical  skill  in  the  use  of  tools,  &c. 
It  was  also  recommended  that  a  chief  en- 
gineer should  always  attend  the  construc- 
tion of  engines  ordered  of  private  manu- 
facturers, after  the  payment  of  the  first 
instalment,  in  order  that  he  might  supervise 
the  work,  and  acquire  a  thorough  insight 
into  their  mode  of  construction,  he  also 
having  charge  of  them  when  fitted.     The 
chief  engineers  were  to  be  allowed  the  pri- 
vilege of  studying  at  the  Royal  Naval  Col- 
lege.    These  arrangements,  he  conceived, 
would  be  found  most  advantageous  in  prac- 
tice; for  he  could  say,  with  reference  to 
his  own  short  experience  at   the   Admi- 
ralty,  that,    since    he   had  been    there, 
half  the   accidents  that  had  occurred  in 
steam-ships  had  arisen  from   the  incom- 
petency of  the   engineers.     With  regard 
to   the   oflice  of  inspector   of  machinery 
afioat,  it  was  considered  desirable  that  an 
oflicer  of  very  superior  attainments  should 
be  borne  in  the  flag-ships,  for  the  purpose 
of  inspecting  and  reporting  on  all  matters 


connected  with  machinery.     It  often  hap- 
pened under  thc^  present  system  that  ves- 
sels were  detained  or  withdrawn  from  ser- 
vice for  trifling  defects,  or  returned  from 
foreign  stations  before  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  they  should  do  so.     The 
additional  expense  of  this  proposed  scale 
of  pay   for   the  engineers  would  be  ul- 
timately from  7,000?.  to  8,000/.  a  year, 
exclusive   of  the    inspectors'  pay.      The 
sum  required  for  the  present  year  would 
not  be  more  than  4,000?.,  which  he  con- 
ceived could  not  be  regarded  as  being  too 
much,  when  it  was  remembered  that  the 
value  of  the  machinery  under  the  imme- 
diate charge  of  these  engineers  was  at  the 
present  moment  estimated  at  1,400,000?. 
The  additional  expense  of  the  whole  pro- 
posed scale  of  pay,  would  not  amount  to 
above  one-half  per  cent  on  this  sum,  or 
about  3^  per  cent  on  the  average  annual 
cost  of  maintaining  this  machinery  in  effi- 
cient working  condition.     It  was  proposed 
to  take  a  vote  of  500  men  for  the  marines, 
for  twelve  months,  and  1 ,000  men,  for  six 
months   only.     It  was   also  proposed   to 
take  (under  No.  8)  20,000?.  for  the  or- 
ganization of  corps  of  artificers  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  dockyards;  and  if  he  might 
judge  from  the  spirit  that  had  been  shown 
in  entering  into  them,  these  corps  might  be 
expected  to  prove  very  useful  hereafter  for 
defence.     The  number  of  men  who  had 
already  enrolled  themselves  in  the  diflferent 
dock  and  victualling  establishments,  were, 
at  Deptford,  900;  at  Sheemess,  866;  at 
Chatham,  968;  at  Portsmouth,  1,664;  at 
Plymouth,  1,639;  and  at  Pembroke,  600. 
These,  with  80  at  the  Royal  William-yard, 
and  80  at  the  Royal  Clarence-yard,  made 
a  total  of  6,797  men.     A  Committee  had 
also  been  appointed,  of  which  his  gallant 
Friend  (Captain  Berkeley)  was  chairman, 
to  consider  as  to  the  best  means  of  pre* 
venting  desertion,  by  improving  in  each 
ship  tho  pay  and  condition  of  a  certain 
number  of  the  petty  officers  and  seamen 
—and  he   regretted  from  his  heart  that 
it  was   not  possible  to  carry  out  its  re- 
commendations.     He  thought  such  a  sys- 
tem would  be  most  essential  to  the  ms- 
cipline  of  the    service.      He  would    not 
there    enter  into  the  vexaia  quettio   of 
punishment :  he  thought,  however,  that  a 
preventive  system  must  be  admitted  to 
be  best.     With  regard  to   the  marines, 
it  was  proposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  Umit 
the  period    of   their  enlistment,    similar 
to  the  proyision  for  the  same    nurpose 
whieh  WM  to  be  made  with  regard  to  the 
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Army.  But,  while  it  was  intended  to  give 
to  the  marines  the  full  henefit  of  that  prin- 
ciple, there  wo;ild  necessarily  be  some  dif- 
ference in  the  manner  of  effecting  the  ob- 
ject; because  there  was  in  the  condition 
of  the  marine  such  a  mixture  of  service 
ashore,  with  service  afloat.  What  they 
desired,  was  to  establish,  with  respect  to 
the  term  of  enlistment,  a  substantial  equal- 
ity between  the  two  branches  of  the  ser- 
vice; that  is  to  say,  to  put  the  marines, 
in  all  respects,  on  a  footing  of  equality 
with  the  army,  without  absolutely  assimi- 
lating the  term  of  service.  For  one  mo- 
ment he  would  touch  on  the  question  of 
punishment,  as  he  wished  to  inform  the 
gallant  Captain  opposite  (Captain  Harris), 
with  reference  to  that  Admiralty  order 
which  he  did  not  approve  of,  but  of  which 
officers  of  high  standing  had  spoken  in 
most  favourable  terms,  as  working  very 
well  at  the  present  moment,  that  it  was 
intended  to  bring  in  a  Bill  giving  the  Go- 
vernment the  power  of  doing  what  they 
eoidd  not  do  now,  by  establishing  a  system 
of  secondary  punishments,  similar  to  that 
which  had  worked  so  admirably  in  the 
Army.  Jt  was  also  proposed  to  introduce 
a  Bill  to  legalize  the  apprenticeship  of 
boys  for  seven  years.  There  was  another 
subject  for  which  he  proposed  to  provide 
under  two  separate  votes,  a  new  system 
of  inspection  and  measurement  in  the  se- 
veral dockyards.  The  cost  of  this  would 
be  about  5,000/.  The  House  was,  perhaps, 
not  aware  that  the  condition  of  the  dock- 
yards was  a  subject  of  great  magnitude. 
The  vote  for  wages  and  salnrios  at  home 
And  abroad  had  averaged  8I0,GG4/.  during 
die  last  four  years,  and  it  was  a  perpetually 
increasing  vote.  The  vote  for  1 843-4  was 
779,380^;  the  vote  for  the  year  184G-7 
was  951,886/.;  and  when  the  House  con- 
sidered that  the  vote  for  stores  (including 
nteam  machinery)  for  the  last  year  was 
1,694,152/..  and  the  charge  for  buildings 
and  new  works,  526,810/.,  so  that  altogether 
the  dockyards  involved  an  expense  of  about 
3,172,848/.,  they  would  at  once  see  that 
the  subject  was  well  worthy  of  the  consi- 
deration of  Parliament.  Now,  so  far  from 
thinking  that  any  diminution  of  this  vote 
was  probable,  he  could  only  see  that  a  fur- 
ther extension  of  it  was  inevitable,  as  the 
steam  factories  at  rortsniouth,  Theyhani, 
and  Malta,  came  into  operation.  Every 
Government  had  recognized  tiie  inconve- 
nience and  danger  in  the  event  of  war 
from  leaving  all  the  re]>airs  of  our  steamers 
to  be  made  at  ono  factory,  and  tliat  the 


least  accessible  of  all  our  factories — Wool- 
wich. The  French  liad  steam  factories  at 
Cherbourg,  Brest,  L'Orient,  Indret,  Roch- 
fort  and  Toulon,  at  each  of  which  the  lar- 
gest steam  vessels  could  be  docked  and  re- 
fitted. We  had  one  only — Woolwich.  The 
conviction  of  this  danger  pressing  upon  the 
minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  had  led 
to  the  commencement  of  those  magnificent 
works  to  ^hich  he  had  alluded,  and  which 
he  hoped  would  soon  be  completed,  at  Ports- 
mouth, Theyham,  and  Malta.  But  the 
greater  the  extension,  present  and  pro- 
spective, of  the  dockyards  and  their  con- 
comitants, the  greater  was  the  necessity 
that  vigilance  and  economy  should  be  exer- 
cised in  their  management;  and  economy 
and  vigilance  could  only  be  attained  in  a 
Government  establishment  by  making  the 
people  employed  there  feel,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, that  their  private  interests  were  iden- 
tified with  the  interests  of  the  public.  In 
dealing  with  masses  of  men,  they  most 
have  broad  and  intelligible  principles  to 
appeal  to.  Men  must  be  made  to  feel 
that  promotion  was  open  to  all — that  merit 
would  meet  with  fair  play — that  the  con- 
duct of  every  one  would  be  known  and  ap- 
preciated by  his  superiors — that  if  ho  ran 
the  risk  of  offending  the  feelings  of  his 
brother  workmen,  there  was  some  higher 
authority  to  which  he  could  appeal,  add 
that  his  conduct  was  sure  to  meet  with  its 
proper  recompense.  He  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  there  was  no  feeling  of  this 
kind  at  present  in  the  dockyards.  Promo- 
tion there  had  hitherto  been  a  lottery.  It 
was  a  thing  canvassed  for,  not  earned. 
Whenever  a  vacancy  occurred,  lords,  and 
ladies,  and  mayors,  and  Members  of  Par- 
liament beset  the  Admiralty  with  applica- 
tions to  fill  it;  and  the  last  they  looked  for 
was  the  opinion  of  the  ofliccrs  of  the  yard, 
who  ought  to  be  the  first  consulted.  What 
wonder  that  the  men  should  think  and  say 
that  a  10/.  house  was  better  than  any  testi- 
monial that  their  superiors  could  give  them. 
The  printed  regulations,  indeed,  were  ex- 
cellent, so  far  as  paper  went.  They  were 
full  of  minute  and  efiicient  checks,  but  they 
were  in  reality  a  dead  letter.  The  prac- 
tice of  the  Admiralty  had  not  been  such 
as  to  put  life  and  vitality  ii^o  the  svs- 
tem,  or  to  inspire  the  men  with  a  beiief 
that  they  were  impartially  dealt  with,  and 
that  meritorious  exertion  was  certain  to  be 
rewardtnl.  He  believed  that  all  Boards  of 
Admiralty  had  been  equally  culpable.  If 
he  wanted  any  proof  of  this,  it  would  he 
found  in  the  fact  that  no  ^Secretary  of  the 
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Admiralty  hod  dared  to  leave  behind  hhu  a 
record  of  any  correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject of  promotion,  or  of  the  principles  upon 
which  they  were  based.  Occasionally,  no 
doubt,  they  hit  upon  a  good  man  in  the 
course  of  their  appointments;  but  still  the 
system  was  a  mere  lottery.  Now  he  main- 
tained that  this  system  was  a  completely 
demoralising  system.  There  were  12,000 
artificers,  all  belonging  or  hoping  to  belong 
to  these  establishments,  whose  every  hope 
was  concentrated  in  the  dockyard,  and  who 
had  no  view  or  prospect  beyond  it.  The 
yard  was  their  world.  They  expected  to 
rise  gradually  from  shipwright  to  leading 
man,  from  leading  man  to  inspector,  from 
inspector  to  master  shipwright's  assist- 
ant, and  from  that  to  a  master  ship- 
wright himself,  with  a  house,  and  a  salary 
of  650^.  a  year.  This  was  a  noble  field 
for  those  men,  provided  they  could  make 
sure  that  promotion  would  be  adminis- 
tered upon  a  fair  and  intelligible  prin- 
ciple. But  at  present  there  was  no  such 
principle — all  was  a  matter  of  accident  or 
favour.  There  was  no  previous  report,  no 
examination,  no  rise  from  one  grade  to 
another — no  hope  that  good  conduct  would 
be  known  or  rewarded.  There  had  been  a 
growing  conviction  in  every  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty that  there  was  an  apathy  and  in- 
ertness in  the  dockyards  which  no  seve- 
rity could  check,  and  which  they  did 
not  know  how  to  get  rid  of.  His  no- 
ble Friend  at  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment had  felt  very  acutely  on  the  sub- 
ject from  the  first  month  he  had  taken 
office;  and  he  must  say  so  had  he  him- 
self, because  he  had  opportunities  of  know^ 
ing  more  of  the  working  of  the  system 
than  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
could  know.  Indeed,  it  was  the  belief 
of  the  whole  of  the  board,  that  the  root 
of  the  evil  lay  in  the  dispensation  of  the 
patronage  which  the  Admiralty  hod  at 
its  disposal.  He  hoped  therefore  that 
the  House  would  give  them  the  means,  at 
a  very  moderate  expense  of  working  out  a 
better  system,  as  they  believed — a  system 
of  promotion  among  the  men  upon  plain 
and  equitable  principles,  and  a  system  of 
care  and  vigilance,  and  economy  in  the  su- 
perintendence, which  he  believed  the  pub- 
lic interest  imperatively  required.  He 
begged  the  House  to  consider  what  was 
in  the  power  of  the  petty  officers  in  the 
dockyards.  Every  inspector  —  and  there 
were  108  of  them  —  was  responsible  for 
10,000Z.  worth  of  stores  and  other  ma- 
terials which  passed  through  his  hands.  It 
VOL.XC.    {S'ili} 


was  in  their  power,  therefore,  either  to  ef- 
fect important  savings,  or  to  tolerate  bound- 
less waste;  and  he  believed  if  the  House 
treated  them  with  liberality  and  faimesSy 
these  officers  would  repay  them  a  hundred- 
fold by  the  savings  they  would  effect  in  the 
important  article  of  stores  in  the  dock- 
yards. The  system  which  they  proposed 
to  introduce  was  this :  they  proposed  to 
continue  the  present  plan  of  taking  in  a 
certain  number  of  apprentices  annually, 
and  allowing  those  whose  conduct  had  been 
satisfactory  to  fill  the  first  vacancies  upon 
the  establishment,  reserving  the  rest  for 
other  candidates.  They  proposed  to  in- 
troduce an  educational  test  in  respect  to 
all  apprentices,  as  a  preparation  for  the 
advantages  provided,  in  the  dockyard 
schools  for  the  more  intelligent  of  the  boys 
admitted  to  them.  The  present  schools 
had  worked  very  well;  but  it  appeared 
from  the  recent  visit  of  Professor  Moselej 
that  they  were  susceptible  of  considerable 
improvement,  and  it  was  intended  to  im- 
prove them  accordingly.  They  meant  to 
require  a  school  certificate  of  the  good  con- 
duct of  the  boys  before  they  were  admitted 
into  the  yards.  All  promising  boys  who 
should  show  a  talent  for  drawing  in  the 
mould-loft  would  be  fixed  there  ultimately  as 
draughtsmen,  with  the  condition  that  out  of 
each  three  vacant  inspectorships  one  should 
be  given  in  future  to  the  head  draughtsman, 
provided  his  testimonials  were  satisfactory, 
and  that  he  had  worked  one  year  at  his 
tools  at  the  ship's  side.  This  would  in- 
sure a  regular  course  of  promotion  in  the 
mould-loft,  and  produce  a  succession  of 
well-instructed  inspectors.  But  let  men 
enter  the  yard  as  they  might,  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  board  that  once  there  the 
work  of  promotion  must  be  left  to  them* 
selves  alone.  As  a  first  step,  they  meant 
to  introduce  a  system  of  weekly  and 
monthly  returns,  mie^Ling  each  leading  man 
report  to  his  inspector  on  the  conduct  of 
the  men  composing  his  gang — which  would 
consist  of  twelve  men  with  a  proportionate 
number  of  apprentices;  the  inspector  would 
report  to  the  foreman,  and  the  foreman 
would  in  like  manner  transmit  the  inspec- 
tor's report  to  the  master  shipwright — with 
his  own  remarks  and  those  of  the  foreman 
attached  to  it;  and  those  reports  would  be 
transmitted  quarterly  to  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, who  would  require  the  production 
of  the  whole  returns  whenever  a  man's 
name  was  submitted  for  promotion.  When- 
ever a  vacancy  occurred,  the  master  ship- 
wright, with  his  assistant,  would  lay  before 
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the  superintendent  the  three  names  which 
they  recommended  for  promotion.  The 
superintendent  would  direct  the  candidates 
to  be  publicly  examined  in  those  mat- 
ters which  were  essential  to  the  proper 
Serformance  of  the  duties,  and  haying  re- 
uced  the  list  of  candidates  to  two  by 
omitting  the  one  whom  ho  should  think 
least  qualified,  one  of  the  two  names  thus 
sent  up  would  be  appointed  by  board  order 
to  fill  the  vacancy.  They  proposed  to  raise 
the  salaries  of  all  the  inspectors,  which 
were  now  only  1002.,  to  \2ol.  per  annum; 
and  on  the  1st  of  April  next  a  first  class 
of  inspectors  would  be  formed  with  a  sa- 
lary of  150^.,  which  was  to  be  composed  of 
one-fourth  of  the  inspectors  in  each  yard, 
selected  after  a  year's  probation  of  their 
qualifications  as  officers.  There  were  va- 
rious other  regulations  of  a  similar  kind; 
but  he  would  not  detain  the  House  with 
detailing  them.  He  would  only  say  that 
all  the  new  regulations  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  dockyard  authorities,  and 
that  he  had  received  from  every  one  of 
them  the  assurance  that  they  believed  they 
would  work  well.  He  hoped,  then,  the 
House  would  allow  them  to  try  the  experi- 
ment, for  wbich  they  asked  only  5,000{. 
He  would  now  proceed  to  allude  to  a  few 
of  the  principal  items  in  the  estimates. 
Under  Vote  No.  1,  which  provided  for 
wages  of  seamen  and  marines,  there  was 
an  increase  of  31,1002.,  which  included  the 
vote  for  1,500  marines,  and  for  the  reorga- 
nisation of  the  steam  engineers.  On  Vote 
No.  2,  for  victuals  to  seamen  and  marines, 
there  was  a  reduction  of  4,2202.  He  might 
naturally  be  asked  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite how  this  happened  in  a  year  of  uni- 
versal high  prices,  and  upon  what  basis  they 
had  made  this  calculation?  The  fact  was, 
that  they  had  taken  the  highest  prices  dur- 
ing the  present  year  as  their  basis,  and 
hoping  that,  after  the  next  harvest,  the 
prices  would  fall  to  their  natural  level,  they 
nad  ventured  to  dispense  with  the  five  per 
cent  for  contingencies,  which  amounted  to 
30,0<K)2.  Under  No.  3  would  be  found  an 
increase  of  7.340/.  That  sum  covered  a 
new  Bj»tem  of  management  in  the  steam 
and  packet  departments,  which  was  ren- 
dered necessary  by  the  great  increase  of 
our  steam  navy.  The  vote  required  for  the 
■team  and  packet  department  in  the  pre- 
sent estimates  exhibited  an  increase  of 
1,640/.  upon  the  estimates  of  last  year. 
Another  cause  of  the  increase  was  the  aug- 
mentation of  the  salaries  of  clerks  in  the 
Admiralty  Office  according  to  the  time  of 


service,  and  of  the  salary  of  the  diraetor 
of  the  works,  in  pursuance  of  an  enm^ 
ment  entered  into  by  the  late  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty. Whenit  was  recollected  thai  this 
gentleman  had  the  entire  superintendence  of 
the  works  connected  with  the  steam  navyt 
which  last  year  invohred  an  expendiior*  of 
559,600/.,  it  could  not  be  thooflht  thai  lb« 
salary  which  he  received  was  largtr  than 
was  due  to  a  person  holding  an  office  of 
such  great  trust  and  responsibility.  HaT- 
ing  mentioned  the  most  important  items  of 
increase  in  this  vote,  he  felt  it  to  be  un- 
necessary to  trouble  the  Committee  with 
any  detail  respecting  the  minor  items. 
Passing  over  the  fourth  and  fifth  Votes, 
he  came  to  the  sixth,  on  which  there 
was  an  increase  of  7,291/.,  as  compared 
with  the  estunate  of  last  year.  This 
increase  was  caused  almost  entirelj  by 
changes  introduced — wisely  and  necessarily 
— ^by  the  predecessors  of  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty.  The  changes  which  he  re> 
ferred  to,  consisted  in  the  appmntment  of 
engineers  to  all  the  naval  yards.  Mr.  Mur- 
ray, the  engineer  at  Portsmouth,  irith  a  ta* 
lary  of  650/. ;  Mr.  Laurie,  at  Chatham,  5001. ; 
Mr.  Miller,  Devonport,  400/. ;  Mr.  Rigby, 
Woolwich,  200/.;  and  Mr.  Chatfidd,  iust 
named,  acting  assistant  to  the  master  ship- 
wright there — ^were  all  included  under  thu 
vote ;  as  was  Mr.  Grant,  the  storekeeper  at 
the  Royal  Clarence-yard,  who  had  surrender- 
ed to  the  public  a  valuable  patent  for  fuel. 
It  was  deemed  unadvisable  that  a  publie 
servant  should  have  the  benefit  of  his  own 
patent  in  the  supply  of  a  public  department, 
and  therefore  he  would  receive  300/.  % 
year  additional  salary  as  an  indemnifica- 
tion for  surrendering  his  interest  in  the 
patent,  until  the  Government  had  an  op- 
portunity of  promoting  him  to  a  higher 
office.  A  better  bargain  than  that  had 
seldom  been  made  for  the  public.  Part  of 
the  increase  on  this  vote,  however,  to  the 
extent  of  2,785/.,  was  occasioned  by  the 
adoption  of  the  new  system  of  inspection  and 
measurement  in  the  dockyards,  from  which 
much  advantage  was  anticipated.  Vote  7 
called  for  no  observation,  and  therefore  ho 
would  proceed  to  Vote  8,  in  which  there 
was  an  increase  of  58,877/.  One  of  the 
items  of  increase  was  2,214/.,  for  the 
new  system  of  inspection  and  measure- 
ment to  which  he  nad  already  alluded; 
another  was  20,000/.  for  training  and  ex- 
ercising the  dockyard  artificers.  A  consi- 
derable increase  had  also  taken  place  in  the 
vote  reouired  for  the  steam  factory  at 
Woolwicn,  where  it  had  been  found  abio- 
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lutely  necessary  to  have  a  Government  es- 
tablishment for  the  repair  of  steam-vessels, 
instead  of  having  the  work  done  in  private 
yards.  The  result  of  this  alteration  would 
be  a  considerable  saving  to  the  public  : 
735  workmen  were  now  employed  in  the 
factory  at  Woolwich,  and  last  year  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  steam  repairs — with  the 
exception  of  those  required  by  the  Liver- 
pool packets — were  executed  at  Woolwich. 
The  horse-power  in  commission  last  year 
amounted  to  25,424.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  read  the  following  account  of  the 
works  and  repairs  performed  at  the  factory 
at  Woolwich,  during  the  years  1844,  1845, 
and  1846,  showing  the  number  of  steam- 
vessels  repaired,  <!^c.,  and  fitted  with  new 
boilers,  and  their  aggregate  horse-power; 
the  expenditure  on  repairs  of  steam-ves- 
sels; and  the  total  estimated  value  of  the 
works  performed  at  the  establishment : — 
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The  average  price  of  marine  steam  engines 
was  50?.  per  horse-power,  and  the  cost  of 
repair  was  8?.  per  year  in  private  factories, 
and  6?.  at  Woolwich.  Now,  the  total 
horse-power  for  the  financial  year  1847-8 
was  estimated  at  41,025,  and  the  cost  of 
maintaining  that  in  efficient  working  order 
would  be  328,000?.  in  private  establish- 
ments,  and  only  246,000/.  at  the  Wool- 


*  Present  rate  of  expenditure,  £46,000. 


wich  factory,  making  a  saving  of  25  per 
cent,  or  82,000?.  a  year.  It  was  only 
necessary  to  add,  that  the  workmen  at  the 
factory  would  only  be  employed  in  making 
machinery  when  not  engaged  in  repairs. 
Vote  9  called  for  no  particular  remark, 
though  it  exhibited  a  decrease  of  1,4502. 
Under  Vote  10  there  was  a  general  decrease 
of  79,928?.,  although  an  increase  had 
taken  place  in  the  expenditure  on  account 
of  stores  to  the  amount  of  58,373?.  The 
decrease  fell  almost  entirely  under  the 
heads  of  "  Purchase  and  repair  of  steam 
machinery, '  *  and  '*  Building  iron  steamers. " 
The  decrease  under  the  former  head  was 
100,000?.,  and  under  the  latter  41,825?. 
The  sum  required  in  the  present  vote  for 
building  iron  steamers  was  78,177?.,  and 
this  was  entirely  absorbed  by  the  liabilities 
of  the  preceding  year.  It  was  not  desira- 
ble to  enter  into  any  discussion  at  that 
moment  with  respect  to  the  question  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  opposite 
had  raised  that  night,  relative  to  the 
buiding  of  large  iron  steamers.  He  would 
merely  express  a  hope  that  the  hen. 
and  gallant  Member's  experiment  might 
ultimately  prove  successful.  In  Vote  11 
there  was  an  increase  of  32,790/.  for  new 
works.  It  might  be  necessary  to  explain 
that  it  had  for  many  years  been  the  prac- 
tice to  take  large  sums  for  new  works  under 
Votes  8,  9,  and  10,  which  were  stHoilj 
votes  for  wages  and  stores.  This  practice 
occasioned  some  confusion,  and  therefore  it 
had  been  determined  that  henceforth  all 
new  works  should  be  charged  under  Vote 
11.  Perhaps  he  might  be  pardoned  fbr 
addressing  a  few  words  to  the  Committee 
on  the  subject  of  these  works  on  which  so 
much  had  been  expended.  The  first  ob- 
ject which  the  Admiralty  had  in  view 
was  to  reduce  the  number  of  works  bj 
completing  those  now  in  hand  as  soon  as 
possible.  The  sum  required  for  new  works 
at  Portsmouth  was  therefore  raised  to 
167,538?.  It  was  satisfactory  to  know 
that  the  steam-basin  was  nearly  complete, 
and  the  works  were  carried  on  with  so 
much  activity,  that  it  was  believed  they 
would  be  completed,  if  not  by  the  end  of 
the  next  financial  year,  certainly  by  May 
or  June  following.  The  sum  of  10,0001. 
was  required  to  complete  the  marine 
barracks  at  Woolwich.  Those  works  fur- 
nished a  striking  example  of  the  loss  which 
resulted  from  being  dilatory  in  the  ex- 
ecution of  public  works.  If  the  marine 
barracks  at  Woolwich  had  been  com- 
pleted two  years  since,  the  sum  ef 
U2 
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15,000{.,  which  must  now  be  expended 
on  the  enhanced  price  of  labour  and  mate- 
rials, would  have  been  saved  to  the  coun« 
try.  The  sum  required  for  the  works  at 
Plymouth  was  170,2302.;  and  he  was  sorry 
to  say  that  three  years  must  elapse  before 
they  could  be  completed,  in  spite  of  the 
extraordinary  efforts  which  were  made 
by  the  contractor,  Mr.  Baker,  who  dis- 
played the  utmost  vigour  and  enterprise 
m  all  his  proceeding;  30,000^  out  of  the 
gross  sum  of  170,230^  for  Plymouth  would 
be  expended  in  enlarging  the  basin  and 
constructing  entrances  to  the  docks ; 
10,0002.  were  required  for  an  establish- 
ment at  Hawlbowline  for  repairing  steam- 
ers and  steam  machinery.  It  was  calcu- 
lated that  the  work  there  would  be  com- 
pleted in  three  years.  A  sum  was  also 
taken  in  the  Vote  for  the  works  at  Malta. 
The  docks  there  were  almost  ready  for  the 
reception  of  the  largest  vessels.  We  had 
long  wanted  a  good  naval  station  in  the 
Mediterranean,  and  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  the  want  would  soon  be  supplied.  He 
had  now  completed  his  task.  It  would 
be  apparent  that  the  expenditure  demand- 
ed for  the  naval  service  was  large,  but  it 
was  inevitable;  in  fact,  the  country  was 
now  called  upon  to  pay  for  the  niggardli- 
ness of  former  years.  Until  the  works 
now  in  hand  were  completed,  he  could  give 
little  hope  of  any  reduction  in  the  esti- 
mates. He  had  gone  through  the  various 
items  carefully,  and  all  that  he  could  ven- 
ture to  assure  the  House  was,  that  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  were  deter- 
mined to  exercise  as  strict  an  economy 
as  they  could,  in  every  branch  of  the  ser- 
vice, consistently  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  honour.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  with  moving  the  first  Vote. 
On  its  being  moved  that  18/>,286Z.,  for 
the  arrears  over  and  above  the  grants  of 
last  year  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 

Admiral  BOWLES  approved  of  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  exercise 
of  Government  influence  in  the  boroughs 
where  there  were  dockyards  and  naval  es- 
tablishments; and  it  was  his  desire  to  see  a 
Bill  brought  in  for  placing  the  persons  cm- 
ployed  in  dockyards  on  the  same  footing 
as  those  in  the  coast  guard,  who  were  dis- 
franchised. He  would,  at  the  same  time 
impress  on  the  Government  the  necessity 
of  forming  a  squadron  of  exercise.  In  the 
last  thirty  years  they  had  only  had  five; 
the  race  of  ofHcors  who  had  aeon  war  was 
nearly  extinct,  and  it  was  absolutely  neces- 


sary to  let  those  who  might  hereafter  limve 
to  assert  the  honour  of  the  nation  in  war, 
have  the  opportunity  of  gaining  experienee 
in  their  profession.  They  ought  next  year 
to  have  a  squadron  at  least  as  strong  m 
that  of  1845  and  1846.  Much  injury  had 
been  done  to  the  service  by  the  system  of 
dispersing  their  naval  force,  in  single  ships, 
at  different  ports  and  stations,  where  they 
remained  sometimes  for  two  or  even  three 
years  without  moving.  He  knew  consnls 
were  often  very  anxious  to  have  an  Eng^ 
lish  ship  in  their  ports,  and  sometimes  they 
might  overrate  a  danger  in  order  to  get 
one  sent.  The  length  of  time  the  ships 
often  remained  at  one  place  was  an  evil. 
In  one  case  a  frigate  had  been  eighteen 
months  at  Beyrout;  in  another,  a  wip  of 
war  remained  in  the  Tagus  for  three  years. 
He  would  subject  our  ships  to  a  rotation 
that  would,  in  turn,  give  every  ship  an  op- 
portunity of  evolution  and  instruction. 

Captain  PECHELL  said,  if  he  congra- 
tulated the  hon.  Secretary  (Mr.  Ward)  on 
the  extensive  improvements  he  had  pro- 
posed, which  were  in  continuance  of  those 
great  reforms  which  had  been  effected  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Dorchester,  whilst  he  presided  over  our 
naval  affairs,  how  must  he  (Captain  Peehell) 
value  the  sentiments  of  the  gallant  Admiral 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Admiral  Bowles),  in 
freely  acknowledging  the  political  jobbing 
which  was  suffered  to  exist  in  the  navu 
yards  during  the  time  he  was  so  efficient 
a  member  of  the  late  Administration  ?  The 
hon.  Secretary  had  given  many  reasons  for 
the  increase  of  the  estimates  ;  but  they 
were  not  required  by  any  one  who  had  ac- 
cess to  those  public  sources  of  information. 
The  hon.  Secretary,  in  the  detail  of  the 
number  of  ships  employed,  had  omitted  all 
mention  of  the  cruisers  employed  on  the 
coast  of  Africa.  Three  years  was  too  long 
a  period  to  be  engaged  on  that  station,  so 
fatal  to  the  crews  of  our  vessels,  who  in  ad- 
dition to  the  sufferings  of  the  climate  and 
the  service,  were  through  the  gross  abuses 
in  the  several  Vice  Admiralty  Courts,  de- 
prived of  large  portions  of  the  rewards 
which  Parliament  had  granted  for  their  en- 
couragement. He  had  heard  nothing  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ward)  about  the 
paymasters  and  pursers  and  masters  of  the 
Navy;  but  he  trusted  that  before  the  next 
estimates  were  brought  forward,  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Naval  Commission 
with  respect  to  that  first-mentioned  class 
of  officers  would  be  acted  upon.  It  was 
not  calling  on  the  public  for  one  sixpence^ 
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as  til  ere  was  a  balance  of  several  thousand 
pounds  in  the  Exchequer  applicable  to  that 
purpose,  from  the  fund  accruing  from  the 
sea  pay  emoluments  which  they  had  volun- 
tarily resigned  for  increase  of  retirement 
and  half  pay;  and  therefore,  ho  could  not 
understand  why  the  number  of  officers  in 
the  retired  list  was  not  kept  up.  The 
masters,  too,  complained  of  the  inferior  po- 
sition they  held  in  Her  Majesty's  service. 
Their  memorial  was  before  the  House;  and 
though  they  had  also  memorialised  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  it  was  of  no  use  to 
memoralise  unless  an  agitation  at  the  same 
time  was  got  up  in  that  House.  He  was 
quite  willing  at  the  proper  period  to  prove 
his  casein  favour  of  the  masters  and  pursers; 
and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  not  lose  sight  of  the 
subject.  With  regard  to  the  manning  of 
the  Navy,  he  thought  the  plan  in  respect  to 
the  steamers  would  give  satisfaction,  and 
that  ships  on  being  paid  off  should  not  be 
dismantled  in  the  usual  manner,  a  proceed- 
ing which  had  caused  so  much  disgust  in 
the  Navy.  He  was,  however,  sorry  to  say, 
that  in  manning  the  Navy,  Government  had 
departed  from  a  wholesome  rule  with  re- 
spect to  boys.  The  old  regulations  as  to 
the  requirements  of  clothing  and  good  cha- 
racter were  very  good.  The  indiscriminate 
enlistment  of  boys  had  done  mischief,  and 
had  lowered  the  character  of  that  particu- 
lar branch  of  the  service.  He  also  wished 
to  ask  the  right  hpn.  Secretary  what  was 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  putting  into  the 
water  the  vessels  built  by  that  eminent 
shipwright,  Mr.  White  ?  He  referred  to 
the  Termagant,  a  vessel  which  was  lying 
on  the  slips,  while  the  Sidon — having, 
perhaps,  better  interest — was  taking  a 
cruise  round  the  Isle  of  Wight.  The  Ter- 
magant had  been  laid  down  at  a  much 
earlier  period.  It  was  satisfactory  to  him 
to  observe  that  the  present  board  had  kept 
up  competition.  If  Sir  William  Seppings 
had  had  his  way,  probably  he  would  have 
excluded  Sir  W.  Symonds;  and  Sir  W. 
Symonds  would  have  probably  excluded 
that  talented  builder,  Mr.  White.  He  had 
hoped  that  some  improvements  would  have 
been  proposed  in  the  mode  of  holding 
courts-martial,  by  revising  the  entire  sys- 
tem. He  had  reason  to  think  that  the 
proceedings  which  had  taken  place  at  Ber- 
muda would  not  again  occur.  Jn  the  case 
of  the  Daphne,  an  officer  was  brought  to 
trial  when  it  was  considered  the  whole 
affair  had  been  passed  over.  All  parties 
were  reconciled,  the  officer  was  doing  his  I 


duty,  dining  with  his  prosecutor,  and  every- 
thing going  on  fairly;  yet  a  twelvemonth 
afterwards  ho  was  brought  to  trial,  with 
only  two  days'  notice.  There  was  also  the 
circumstance  of  a  vessel  lost  recently;  and 
such  was  the  peculiar  law,  that  the  officer 
in  command  was  obliged  to  give  evidence 
against  himself.  As  we  had  got  a  Reform 
Administration,  he  thought  we  must  now 
have  an  alteration  in  the  mode  of  taking 
courts-martial.  If  no  change  was  to  take 
place,  why  was  the  gallant  Admiral  oppo- 
site displaced  ?  Why  w^as  there  any  change 
at  all  when  a  new  Administration  came  in, 
unless  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  revising 
what  the  previous  board  had  done,  and  to 
set  right  that  which  was  wrong  ?  He  had 
been  much  pleased  with  the  proceedings  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  in  their  depart- 
ments; and  this  circumstance  would  induce 
him  to  pass  over  many  sins  which  othef- 
wise  he  should  have  taken  notice  of.  He 
would  now  advert  to  those  officers  and  men 
indirectly  connected  with  the  Navy ;  be 
meant  those  employed  in  the  service  of  the 
coast  guard  in  Ireland,  who,  owing  to  the 
supposed  difference  in  the  price  of  pro- 
visions, were  paid  a  less  amount  than  those 
employed  in  England;  they  were  now  suf- 
fering great  hardships  in  consequence,  and 
great  distress  existed  among  them.  They 
had  made  application  to  the  Customs;  and 
as  it  was  the  Admiralty  who  named  and 
recommended  the  men  for  the  service  of 
the  coast  guard,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Admiralty  to  see  these  men  were  not  star- 
ving on  pay  inferior  to  that  of  the  same 
class  in  this  country.  The  peculiar  situ- 
ation of  matters  in  Ireland  caused  these 
parties  great  inconvenience  and  suffering. 
The  Committee  on  Shipwrecks  recom- 
mended promotion  to  those  gallant  men 
who  had  saved  life  and  property  to  a  great 
extent;  but  this  recommendation  had  not 
been  attended  to.  Had  these  men  shot  a 
number  of  smugglers,  they  would  have  ob- 
tained promotion;  but  if  they  saved  the 
lives  of  shiploads  of  persons,  they  would 
obtain  nothing  but* the  thanks  of  those  who 
considered  protection  to  the  revenue  as 
paramount  to  protection  of  life  and  pro- 
perty. He  pressed  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty  the  fact  that  the  magistrates  of 
Kent  and  Sussex  had  borne  testimony  to 
the  gallantry  of  these  men,  who  had  saved 
many  lives  during  the  late  gales;  and  it 
was  but  just  and  right  that  their  services 
should  not  be  overlooked. 

Dr.  BOWRING  could  not  help  looking 
at  the  estimates  ia  connexion  with  the  a£ 
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mirable  report  laid  on  the  Table  last  year; 
but  though  he  approved  of  them,  one  prin- 
ciple had  been  overlooked,  which  he  had 
always  insisted  upon,  namely,  that  of  keep- 
ing the  receipts  and  expenditure  entirely 
separate.  In  the  present  estimates,  though 
drawn  up  with  great  ability,  that  principle 
had  been  confounded.  In  the  accounts 
there  were  many  great  improvements.  The 
grants  used  to  be  generally  prospective; 
but  now  the  estimates  represented  facts; 
and  ho  hoped  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
would  take  care  that  the  same  system  was 
adopted  in  every  other  department.  He, 
however,  contended  that  this  principle 
ought  to  be  kept  in  mind,  that  accounts 
should  be  kept  clear  and  distinct.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  a  matter  of  primary  and  para- 
mount necessity;  and  it  was  from  the  want 
of  this  principle  that  enormous  amounts 
appeared,  of  which  no  distinct  account 
could  be  taken.  He  acknowledged  that  the 
present  estimates  were  lucid,  and  depended 
more  on  positive  data  than  anticipation; 
but  he  did  hope  the  observations  and  sug- 
gestions he  had  made  would  not  be  over- 
looked. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  as  there  could  be 
no  reduction  in  the  estimates,  it  was  quite 
hopeless  to  expect  that  any  reduction  in 
the  number  of  men  could  be  made.  With 
respect  to  the  reserves,  he  should  wish  to 
have  additional  attention  paid  to  that  sub- 
ject. There  was  also  another  important 
point  to  be  looked  to  —  the  coaling  of 
steamers.  It  was  necessary  to  have  some 
new  regulations  respecting  this  branch  of 
the  service,  lie  mentioned  these  points 
because  he  considered  it  was  necessary  that 
the  attention  of  the  Admiralty  should  be 
called  to  them,  with  a  view  to  alter  that 
which  was  at  present  defective.  With  re- 
ference to  the  dockyards,  he  begged  to 
say,  as  soon  as  he  had  a  seat  at  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  his  attention  had  been  at- 
tracted to  the  abuses  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred. 

Caitain  HKRKELEY  stated,  with  re- 
gard to  the  increase  of  men  above  the  num- 
ber voted,  that  this  had  arisen  chiefly  from 
what  had  taken  place  in  China,  New  Zea- 
land, and  the  Plata.  In  many  instances 
relief  ships  were  sent  out  there,  which  had 
been  retained  on  the  stations;  and  the  re- 
sult was,  that  many  ships  were  now  ly- 
ing at  homo  manned  by  marines.  With 
respect  to  the  coaling  of  steamers,  mea- 
sures were  being  taken  to  carry  out  a  plan 
under  the  superintendence  of  Lord  George 
Hay,  by  which  steamers  would  bo  coaled 


in  harbour  from  old  hulks  in  a  much  more 
expeditious  manner  than  heretofore. 

Mb.  ward  had  consulted  the  uoblo 
Lord  (Lord  George  Hay)  upon  the  subject 
of  the  plan,  and  had  ascertained  that  tho 
construction  of  a  coal  depdt  would  cost  not 
less  than  from  20,0001.  to  30,000^ 

Sib  J.  GRAHAM  was  extremely  un- 
willing to  retard  the  progress  of  the  es- 
timates. He  was  greatly  indebted  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  the  Member  for 
Brighton  (Captain  Pechell)  for  recollecting 
the  share  which,  in  former  times,  he  had 
borne  in  the  naval  administration.  He 
must  confess  that  the  great  object  he  bad 
then  in  view  was  to  diminish,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  naval  estimates;  and,  concur- 
rently with  that,  to  diminish,  as  little  as 
passible,  the  efficiency  of  the  service.  That 
was  the  chief  aim  of  his  administration; 
and  that  administration  had,  fortunately, 
been  under  the  control  of  a  First  Lord 
well  versed  in  naval  affairs,  and  of  a  noble 
and  lamented  fnend,  who  had  constantly 
enforced  on  him  the  strict  necessity  of  rigid 
economy.  He  could  say,  in  perfect  truth, 
he  had  watched  with  regret  the  progressive 
increase  in  the  naval  estimates;  and  be  had 
heard  with  alarm  the  statement  that  even- 
ing of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
that,  notwithstanding  this  progressive  in- 
crease, he  (Mr.  Ward)  was  of  opinion  the 
increase  of  the  present  year,  and  the  esti- 
mate as  it  now  stood,  were  not  so  large  as, 
with  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  country, 
he  thought,  in  other  circumstances,  it 
should  be.  He  should  not  have  risen  to 
express  this  regret  if  it  had  not  been  for 
one  topic  touched  upon  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty.  It  was  one  of  extreme 
delicacy — so  delicate,  that,  if  he  were  not 
free  from  official  restraint,  he  should  not  in 
that  House  venture  to  allude  to  it.  He 
referred  to  that  topic  which  had  been 
brought  prominently  under  their  notice, 
namely,  the  pay  of  the  men  in  the  naval 
service.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  laid 
down  a  principle  on  that  point  which  ap- 
peared to  him  (Sir  J.  Graham)  to  be  un- 
sound. If  he  had  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  rightly,  he  exprei«sed  an  opin- 
ion that  it  was  absolutely  necessary,  if  not 
to  raise  the  pay  in  the  Queen *s  service,  at 
least  to  level  it  with  the  pay  in  the  mer- 
chant service.  Now,  that  was  a  doctrine 
from  which  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  must  ex- 
press his  dissent.  If  once  the  Queen's 
service  was  made  to  compete  with  regard 
to  wages  with  the  merchant  service,  every 
increase  on  official  authority  in  the  Queen  ■ 
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service  would  bo  met,  of  necessity,  by  a 
corresponding  increase  in  tbe  merchant 
service.  If  they  once  entered  on  a  com- 
petition of  that  kind,  he  saw  no  end  to  the 
expenses  which  would  be  entailed.  It  was 
a  most  delicate  matter  to  discuss;  but  he 
thought  no  hope  should  be  held  out  to  per- 
sons now  serving  in  the  Royal  Navy  that 
any  increase  of  pay  was  to  be,  or  ought  to 
be,  expected,  on  any  such  principle.  If  any 
great  increase  of  pay  were  required,  he  did 
not  consider  that  the  present  financial  diffi- 
culties should  be  held  as  a  bar  to  such 
increase.  He  dissented  from  the  justice  of 
denying  or  postponing  an  increase  of  pay 
if  it  was  due,  and  they  were  called  upon  to 
grant  it,  because  of  a  financial  difficulty. 
He  warned  the  House,  that  if  they  entered 
on  the  question  of  pay  to  seamen,  they 
must  also  consider  the  pay  of  the  marines, 
the  army,  and  of  those  engaged  in  the  mi- 
litary affairs  of  this  country.  If  they  com- 
menced an  increase  of  pay  to  the  Navy, 
with  reference  to  the  competition  of  the 
merchant  service,  upon  the  same  principle 
they  must,  of  necessity,  increase  the  pay  of 
all  military  officers;  they  must  enter  into  a 
circle  of  boundless  expenditure  on  the  one 
hand,  and  of  boundless  expectation  on  the 
other,  which  he,  free  from  official  restraint, 
did  most  strongly  deprecate.  Ho  might 
have  misunderstood  the  hon.  Gentleman; 
and  it  was  a  question  of  such  immense  im- 
portance, that,  without  the  direct  sanction 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — of  the  Go- 
vernment acting  on  its  responsibility — it 
could  not  be  properly  admitted  for  discus- 
sion. He  was  sure  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  glad  of  the  opportunity 
which  was  given  of  offering  some  explana- 
tion of  his  words.  A  more  dangerous  im- 
pression than  that  which  had  been  pro- 
duced by  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon« 
Gentleman  could  not  go  forth. 

Mr.  ward  believed  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  seldom  misapprehended  anything 
which  passed,  or  was  said,  in  that  House; 
but  he  had  now  most  certainly  misunder- 
stood the  purport  of  his  remarks.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  enlarged  upon  the  question  of  pay  in 
the  Queen's  service,  and  some  reply  was 
demanded.  He  (Mr.  Ward)  had  not  for- 
gotten the  difference  between  the  two  ser- 
vices; he  was  aware  of  the  delicacy  of  the 
subject,  and  cognizant  of  the  necessity  of 
not  touching  upon  it  without  having  ob- 
tained the  general  assent  of  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown.     The  only  obseryation  he 


had  made  had  reference  to  the  proposition 
of  the  Committee,  of  which  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Captain  Berkeley)  had 
been  the  head,  that,  to  prevent  desertion, 
they  should  increase  the  pay  in  the  Navy, 
not  generally,  but  to  petty  officers  and  to 
seamen,  to  be  selected  from  the  general 
body,  after  long  service.  It  had  been 
hoped,  that  by  adopting  such  a  plan,  a 
better  moral  feeling,  and  a  higher  tone  of 
self-respect,  would  be  created  among  the 
seamen,  and  that  a  progressive  increase  in 
pay  would  have  the  effect  of  encouraging 
and  attaching  to  the  service.  He  had  men- 
tioned only  the  petty  officers  as  those  who 
would  be  effected  by  such  a  change.  [  Sir 
J.  Graham:  Petty  officers  and  seamen.] 
He  meant  seamen  after  long  service.  He 
was  obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  opportunity  of  explanation. 

Sir  C.  NAPIER  was  very  sorry  indeed 
to  hear  that  explanation.  He  had  always 
been  of  opinion  that  the  seamen  in  the 
British  Navy  were  badly  paid;  and  even  if, 
by  increasing  the  pay  in  the  Navy,  they 
compelled  the  merchant  service  to  increase 
their  pay,  they  would  do  a  great  deal  of 
good,  and  bring  back  those  50,000  sea- 
men who  now  navigated  the  American 
merchant  service.  The  Army  was  a  very 
different  service  from  the  Navy;  and  it  did 
not  foUow,  that  because  they  increased  the 
pay  in  the  one,  they  must  increase  it  in  the 
other.  The  labourer  should  be  paid  ac- 
cording to  his  hire;  and,  if  they  wanted  to 
keep  their  seamen  in  this  country,  thej 
could  only  do  so  by  paying  them  ade- 
quately. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  was  glad  that  an 
explanation  had  been  given  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Ward)  of  the 
statement  made  by  him  in  his  speech ;  for 
nothing  could  be  more  dangerous  than  to 
announce  measures  which  had  the  effect  of 
exciting  hopes  that  were  not  likely  to  be 
realized  by  the  men  employed  in  the  ser- 
vice. He  did  not  believe,  however,  that 
the  wages  in  the  Royal  Navy  were  lower 
than  those  in  the  merchant  service ;  for  if 
they  considered  the  pensions  received  after 
service,  the  cheap  price  at  which  slops 
were  sold,  and  various  other  things  which 
were  in  their  favour,  it  would  be  found 
that,  after  a  certain  period,  the  seamen  in 
the  Queen's  ships  received  as  much  as  any 
in  the  merchant  service.  He  thought  it 
was  not  a  prudent  thing  to  diminish  nowv 
for  the  first  time,  the  amount  taken  for 
the  victualling  of  the  Navy.  It  bad  been 
usual  to  take  %  margin  of  5  per  cent  on 
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the  victualling  of  the  Navy;  and  he  thought 
it  a  right  course  to  follow,  for  the  vote, 
however  large,  was  always  sure  to  he  ex- 
ceeded. Ue  thought  they  could  not  have 
selected  a  year  more  unfortunate  for  a 
diminution,  as  there  was  a  certainty  of 
high  provisions ;  and  he  was  apprehensive 
that  in  such  circumstances  the  Admiralty 
might  he  led  into  financial  difficulties.  As 
regarded  the  subject  of  recommendations, 
he  thought  care  should  be  taken  not  to  fix 
a  low  standard  of  responsibility.  His  ex- 
perience had  led  him  to  look  with  great 
doubt  on  dockyard  reconmiendations,  as  he 
had  reason  to  believe  they  were  often  given 
from  political  considerations. 

Mr.  M.  gore  was  much  gratified  at 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Secretary  for 
the  Admiralty,  and  hoped  that  whatever 
party  was  in  power  they  would  never  forget 
what  was  essential  to  the  interest  of  the 
Navy  and  the  defences  of  the  country. 

Mb.  F.  baring  trusted  that  the  time 
would  never  come  when  any  Government 
would  neglect  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy, 
or  any  House  of  Commons  would  refuse 
the  money  necessary  to  maintain  that  effi- 
ciency. At  the  same  time,  he  looked  with 
anxiety  at  the  manner  in  which  the  expen- 
diture for  the  naval,  as  well  as  every  other 
public  service,  was  gradually  increasing; 
and  if  the  House  had  not  shown  itself  ex- 
tremely willing,  not  merely  to  sanction  the 
estimates,  but  to  press  on  the  Government 
increased  expenditure  in  every  quarter, 
there  would  probably  not  have  been  such 
large  sums  to  vote,  and  the  real  efficiency 
of  the  services  might  not  have  been  less. 
The  tone  in  which  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Ward)  had  spoken,  had  not  given  him  much 
confidence  on  this  point,  for  his  hon.  Friend 
had  spoken  of  niggardly  economy — words 
which  were  common  enough  when  he  (Mr. 
Baring)  first  came  into  Parliament.  There 
was  one  point  with  respect  to  which,  in 
particular,  the  House  of  Commons  might 
properly  inquire,  viz.,  whether  that  which 
had  been  granted  liberally,  had  been  spent 
honestly.  He  admitted  that  the  Govern- 
ment acted  judiciously  in  attending  to  the 
progress  of  steam  power  in  the  naval  ser- 
vice :  but  an  impression  was  abroad  that 
the  largo  sums  voted  by  the  House  had 
not  been  spent  propcrlv;  and  he  believed 
that  some  inquiry  on  the  point  might  be 
better  carried  on  by  Government  authority 
than  any  other.  He  thanked  his  hon. 
Friend  for  his  endeavour  to  correct  the 
system  prevailing  in  the  dockyards,  and 
he  shoold  rejoice  to  find  his  hon.  Friend 


able  to  carry  out  his  plan  in  respect  to  the 
promotion  of  merit  in  the  pubhc  service ; 
but  at  the  same  time  he  must  join  in  the 
caution  given  by  the  right  hon.  GenUemaa 
(Mr.  S.  Herbert),  and  express  a  hope  that 
his  hon.  Friend  might  be  able  to  cheek 
any  course  of  jobbing.  The  present  vote 
was  for  former  arrears,  the  excess  of  expen- 
diture  over  the  estimate  being  185,0002. 
He  thought  that  some  explanation  ahonld 
be  given  of  this  vote,  and  that  Parliament 
ought  not  to  be  lax  in  attending  to  these 
estimates,  because  it  might  be  found  that 
not  only  was  there  an  excess  of  expenditure 
over  the  votes  in  the  present  year,  hat 
also  in  the  last,  and  probably  for  two  years; 
and  the  excess  upon  every  vote,  taking  the 
efiective  service,  and  throwing  aside  the 
non-effective  service,  and  the  service  for 
the  different  departments,  wonld  be  found 
to  be  not  185,0001.,  but  230,000t  Thii 
might  happen  from  necessity,  but  it  re- 
quired explanation,  and  was  not  to  be 
passed  over  as  a  matter  of  coarse ;  and  if 
done  for  two  years,  created  a  most  incon- 
venient and  unconstitutional  precedent. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  observed  naturaUy 
enough  on  the  excess  of  expenditure^ 
amounting  to  185,000L  That  excess  arose 
from  the  report  of  a  commission  appointed 
by  the  Government  to  inquire  into  the  de- 
fences of  the  harbours  of  this  coantrT»  and 
the  adoption  of  measures  at  the  close  of 
the  Session  of  Parliament,  for  expediting 
certain  defences  which,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  time,  were  thought  expedient. 
The  excess  appeared  to  be  on  all  the  heads 
of  the  different  estimates;  but  that  was 
the  natural  consequence  of  such  works, 
for  they  comprised  iron  steamers  and  a 
considerable  addition  to  the  consumption 
of  timber,  copper,  kc.  It  was  very  diffi- 
cult to  explain  to  the  Committee,  in  all 
particulars,  the  grounds  of  the  necessity 
for  this  outlay;  but  it  was  founded  on  the 
report  of  officers  most  competent  to  form  a 
judgment  on  the  subject. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  thought  that  the 
explanation  given  of  the  grounds  of  the 
increased  expenditure  ought  to  be  satisfac- 
tory. In  reference  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  behind  nim,  as 
to  the  expenditure  for  the  Navy,  he  might 
say,  that  it  was  his  opinion,  which  he  had 
stated  to  Lord  Auckland  and  the  heads  of 
the  different  departments,  that  whenever 
expenditure  was  voted  by  the  Hoose  of 
Commonst  the  greatest  pains  aboald  be  dis- 
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played  in  endeavouring  to  have  the  money 
so  voted,  expended  so  as  to  ensure  the 
greatest  possible  efficiency  in  the  service. 
He  did  not  think  that  a  larger  sum  was  ap- 
propriated to  these  services  than  ought  to 
he  voted  for  them;  but,  from  the  various  no- 
tions which  might  b.^  entertained  by  different 
individuals,  as  to  the  way  in  which  those 
services  should  be  conducted,  there  was 
undoubtedly  sometimes  a  waste  of  money 
when  the  service  might  be  more  economi- 
cally performed.  He  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, with  regard  to  the  amount  of  the  es- 
timates, either  for  the  past  year  or  for  the 
present,  that  the  House  of  Commons  could 
expect  that  there  should  be  any  great 
saving  with  reference  to  the  Navy.  He 
entertained  a  strong  opinion  that  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  was  entitled  to  require 
that  a  sufficient  sum  should  be  voted  for 
this  branch  of  the  pubHc  service,  to  ensure 
the  safety  of  the  country  if  any  exigency 
should  arise.  Considering  the  great  im- 
provements which  had  of  late  been  effected 
in  naval  science,  and  the  introduction  of 
steam  power,  he  did  not  think  that,  be- 
cause they  had  a  powerful  Navy  in  former 
years,  and  had  obtained  great  and  cele- 
brated victories,  they  onght  to  deem  that 
they  were  invincible,  and  to  rest  satisfied 
that  they  were  at  all  times  safe.  As  the 
head  of  the  Executive  Government,  he 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  felt  that,  whatever  dis- 
position there  might  be  to  economize,  and 
however  the  Government  might  he  sub- 
jected to  the  imputation  of  wasteful  expen- 
diture, it  was  their  duty  to  secure  the  safety 
of  this  country,  remembering  that  the 
dearest  of  all  their  interests  depended  upon 
that  safety.  For  his  own  part,  he  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  should  not  be  disposed  to 
shrink  from  making  any  demand  upon  the 
public  purse  which  he  thought  fair  and 
reasonable  for  this  purpose.  An  hon. 
Friend  of  his  had  referred  to  the  impor- 
tance of  preventing  that  jobbing  in  the 
dockyards  which  had  been  continued  by 
successive  Governments,  and  which,  by  the 
right  of  voting  given  under  the  Reform 
Act,  had  not  been  checked,  but  had  rather 
been  increased.  He  (Lord  J.  Russell)  was 
glad  to  state  that  the  Admiralty  had  mea- 
sures in  contemplation  to  put  a  stop  to 
these  abuses.  Tliose  plans  would  be  tried, 
and  if  they  were  not  effectual  it  would  bo 
necessary  to  come  to  that  House  for  still 
more  extreme  measures.  He  thought 
that  in  every  point  of  view,  this  was  an 
important  subject  ;  it  was  important,  not 
only  on  the  ground  of  preventing  political 


corruption,  but  really  as  a  matter  of  public 
economy.  An  officer  who  left  this  country 
last  year,  and  who  had  been  much  engaged 
in  the  dockyard  service,  represented  that 
the  labour  performed  by  the  dockyard  men, 
where  they  possessed  a  right  of  voting, 
was  very  inefficient  as  compared  with  the 
labour  performed  for  private  individuals  by 
persons  who  had  no  such  privilege.  He 
believed  there  was  a  great  loss  of  public 
money  in  consequence  of  the  political  in- 
fluence possessed  by  parties  in  these  situ- 
ations, and  that  it  was  most  desirable,  in 
every  point  of  view,  that  the  Government 
shoidd  attempt  by  all  the  means  in  their 
power  to  check  the  present  system.  He 
was  far  from  saying  that  he  thought  the 
check  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  would 
be  successful ;  but  any  suggestion  which 
might  be  made  on  the  subject  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  receive  prompt 
attention  from  his  Colleagues  and  him- 
self. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  believed  be 
could  show,  by  a  return  of  the  appoint- 
ments made  during  the  time  his  right  hon. 
Friend  behind  him  held  office,  that  the 
greater  number  of  those  appointments 
were  not  in  favour  of  persons  who  enter- 
tained the  particular  opinions  which  were 
held  by  himself  and  his  hon.  Friends. 
This,  however,  would  not  prove  the  non- 
existence of  the  evil  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  referred.  What  he  (Mr.  S. 
Herbert)  complained  of  was  this — that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  or  whoever 
might  discharge  such  duties,  could  not 
make  appointments  without  attending  to 
recommendations  which,  if  acted  upon, 
proved  very  detrimental  to  the  public 
service.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  understood 
as  stating  that  the  appointments  of  the 
Government  which  succeeded  that  of  which 
he  was  a  Member,  must  necessarily  bo  cor- 
rupt. He  must  say,  however,  that  every 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  who  attempted 
to  exercise  his  patronage  honestly,  must 
do  so  with  great  trouble,  and  with  the  risk 
of  encountering  great  abuse. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  were  several  other 
votes. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit  again. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Twelve 
o'clock. 
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■■il,  lad  tors  Natioiul  KjU«  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor. 


THE  HARBOURS  OF  PORTPATRICK  AND 
DONAGUADEE. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
said,  that  he  wished  to  put  a  question  on 
this  suhject  to  the  nohle  Earl  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty.  It  would  he  in  their 
Lordships*  recollection  that  on  former  oc- 
casions he  had  made  rarious  inquiries  re- 
lative to  the  intentions  of  the  Goyemment 
with  respect  to  perfecting  the  harhours  of 
Portpatrick  and  Donaghadee.  The  efforts 
which  he  had  hitherto  made  had  heen  un* 
successful;  hut  still  he  was  persuaded  that 
a  good  cause  must  ultimately  prevail.  The 
point  which  was  in  dispute  on  this  suhject 
ought  to  be  put  at  rest  in  some  way  or 
other.  The  controversy  had  already  lasted 
too  long,  and  the  reports  which  had  heen 
made  were  so  numerous,  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  determine  whether  it  was 
prudent  and  right  to  continue  this  packet 
station  in  a  defective  state,  or  to  abandon 
it  altogether,  and  to  name  some  other 
quarter  to  accomplish  the  object  which  it 
had  in  view.  He  found  that  there  had 
been  no  less  than  thirteen  different  reports 
on  this  subject.  Out  of  these — and  they 
were  made  by  most  able  men — seven  were 
entirely  in  favour  of  the  passage  between 
Portpatrick  and  Donaghadee ;  four  were 
against  it;  and  the  other  three  were  neu- 
tral. These  reports  all  came  from  the 
most  efficient  officers.  Now  nothing  what- 
ever had  been  done.  The  station  on  which 
driblets  had  been  expended,  remained  in  a 
very  defective  state.  Sums  had  merely 
been  given  to  clear  out  the  sand  in  the 
harbour,  and  the  vessels  employed  were 
quite  inedequate  to  the  station.  The  har- 
bour of  Portpatrick  remained  unsafe,  and 
vessels  were  obliged  to  remain  off  the  har- 
bour if  the  tide  did  not  permit  them  to 
come  in.  The  sum  of  300,000?.  had  been 
expended  on  this  harbour;  and  the  ques- 
tion was  wh<»ther  the  Government  would 
supply  .30,0<M)^  more,  and  put  good  steam- 
ers on  the  Htation,  or  whothor  they  would 
leave  the  harbour  in  its  present  state  ?  If 
the  Government  would  make  the  propose<l 
improvements,  employment  would  be  given 
to  a  groat  number  of  persons  in  that  part  of 
Ireland.  This  passage  was  the  best  and 
the  shortest  that  could  be  made  from  land 
to  land.  Seven  or  nine  out  of  the  thirteen 
reports  stated  that  the  wind,  the  tides,  and 
the  currcnta  all  combined  to  make  it  the 
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most  desirable  station.  It  was  qmte  elear 
if  the  railroad  was  continued  from  Carlisle 
to  Dumfries,  and  from  Dumfries  to  Port- 

Satrick,  that  letters  and  the  mail  could  be 
elivered  by  that  line  in  Dublin  in  a  much 
shorter  time  than  by  Holyhead.  He  would 
wish  the  noble  Eaii  particularly  to  regard 
this  pomt.  If  it  were  determined  to  take 
the  passage  to  some  other  station,  that 
coula  not  be  done  without  a  large  expendi- 
ture. But  if  that  were  to  be  done,  what 
arrangement  in  the  interval  was  to  be 
made  ?  He  only  wished  for  30,000{., 
which,  according  to  Sir  John  Ronnie's  re- 
port, would  put  the  harbour  in  a  complete 
state  of  efficiency.  He  should  more  that 
Sir  John  Renuie's  report  be  placed  on  the 
Table.  He  wanted  to  know  on  what 
grounds  the  Government  refiised  to  make 
this  harbour  efficient.  If  they  asked  the 
captains  who  made  this  passage,  they  would 
all  say  that  it  was  the  best  that  conld  be 
made.  There  were  reports  ranging  from 
the  year  1809  to  1843  on  this  subject,  and 
therefore  the  Government  could  not  say 
that  it  wanted  information.  Captain  Bvaoa 
had  made  a  report  for  the  purpose  of  some 
railway,  and  it  appeared  that  his  report 
was  to  paralyse  and  overturn  all  the  former 
reports  that  had  been  made. 

The  Earl  of  AUCKLAND  was  afrud 
the  answer  he  had  to  give  would  hardly  be 
satisfactory  to  the  noble  Marquess,  though 
he  agreed  very  much  in  what  had  &llen 
from  him.  It  was  certainly  true  that  the 
harbour  of  Portpatrick  was  in  a  most  un- 
satisfactory state,  and  the  packets  employ- 
ed were  also  of  an  inconvenient  construc- 
tion. At  the  same  time,  it  was  impossible 
to  introduce  better  packets  into  the  harbonr 
as  it  now  stood;  and  the  first  question  that 
presented  itself  was  as  to  the  propriety  of 
laying  out  a  very  large  sum  of  moner  on 
its  improvement.  Bad  as  the  harbomr 
was,  and  poor  as  the  vessels  employed 
also  appeared  to  be,  yet  for  very  many 
years  the  service  hod  been  regularly  per- 
formed. Having  made  inquiry  into  the 
point,  he  was  informed  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  expend  a  sum  of  50,000^  on 
the  harbour.  The  question  had  been  al- 
ready under  the  consideration  of  the  Post 
Office,  and  survevors  had  been  employed  to 
inquire  what  har^urs  of  the  western  coast 
of  Scotland  might  be  thought  best  fitted  for 
the  communication  with  Ireland,  and  the 
conveyance  of  correspondence.  He  learn- 
ed that,  only  within  the  last  two  or  three 
days,  a  report  had  been  made  to  the  Post 
Office,  and  through  the  Post  Office  to  tlie 
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Treasury.  That  report  was  not  favourable 
to  the  maintenance  of  correspondence  by 
the  line  between  Donaghadec  and  Port- 
patrick.  He  (the  Earl  of  Auckland)  had 
been  informed  also  that  this  report  was 
likely  to  be  submitted  to  him  officially  in  a 
few  days;  and  he  could  only  promise  that 
when  it  was  so  he  would  give  it  his  best 
consideration,  as  he  should  also  to  the  ar- 
guments and  facts  the  noble  Marquess  had 
adduced.  But  he  must  beg  the  noble 
Marquess  also  to  bear  in  mind,  that  though 
the  Admiralty  might  be  the  executive 
office  superintending  works  of  this  descrip- 
tion, yet,  with  respect  to  the  subjects  of 
expenditure  and  public  convenience,  they 
must  come  mainly  under  the  consideration 
of  other  departments.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  report  of  which  he  spoke  being 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
expressed  his  satisfaction  at  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Earl. 

THE  LABOURING  POOR  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
On  Motion  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  2», 
Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  granting  an  indemnity  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  for  exceeding 
the  powers  of  the  law ;  but,  on  constitu- 
tional principles,  he  thought  that  in  any 
case  where  such  an  indemnity  was  sought 
for,  those  in  whose  favour  it  was  required 
should  show,  first,  that  it  had  been  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  break  the  law ;  and, 
secondly,  that  it  had  been  broken  for  the 
shortest  possible  time.  He  thought  an 
unnecessary  delay  had  been  made  in 
the  latter  respect,  and  that  Parliament 
should  have  been  summoned  at  an  earlier 
period. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  most  entirely  and 
most  cordially  approved  of  the  responsi- 
bility assumed  by  the  Irish  Government, 
for  which  they  now  sought  an  indemnity. 
Mr.  Labouchcro  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
deserved  every  praise  for  their  conduct, 
for  an  interposition  more  called  for  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  had  certainly 
never  occurred.  With  respect  to  the  Bill 
immediately  before  the  House,  he  thought 
there  were  some  points  worthy  of  notice  in 
its  modes  of  operation.  The  principle  of 
calculating  works  by  voluntary  agreement 
between  the  landlords  and  tenantry  was  of 
a  most  important  character;  and  he  thought 
they  should  promote  that  principle,  instead 
of  leaving  it  to  the  award  of  a  third  party, 
as  was  proposed  in  the  Bill.  He  prayed 
their  Lordships  to  recognize  agreements  of 


that  character  by  the  express  terms  of  the 
Act;  and  he  proposed,  therefore,  to  give 
them  validity,  where  they  had  been  actually 
made  bond  fide,  by  means  of  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  Bill.  Indeed,  he  would  be 
almost  disposed,  not  only  to  induce,  but  to 
compel  parties  in  Ireland  to  adopt  that 
principle;  and  it  would  be  found  that  the 
works  would  be  well  executed  in  every 
case  where  it  was  carried  out.  Another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  was,  as  he  apprehended, 
of  considerable  importance.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  aware  that  baronies  in  Ireland 
were  divided  into  electoral  divisions.  Under 
Mr.  Labouchere*s  letter,  any  electoral  divi- 
sion could  lay  out,  in  reproductive  works, 
the  whole  of  the  money  assessed  on  it  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor  by  public  works,  and 
by  doing  so,  stood  entirely  discharged  from 
any  contribution  to  the  rates  of  any  other 
electoral  division.  In  the  present  Bill, 
however,  there  was  a  power  reserved  to 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  to  alter  that 
arrangement;  and  in  cases  where  any  elec- 
toral division  had  assmned  the  whole  of 
the  charge  upon  it,  and  expended  it  in 
reproductive  works,  the  board  was  enabled 
to  put  upon  it,  in  addition  to  that  sum,  the 
proportion  of  the  whole  baronial  charge  to 
which  it  would  be  liable  if  it  had  not  done 
so,  and  to  which  it  had  not  made  itself 
subject.  That  was  an  evil  which  ought  to 
be  corrected ;  and  he  thought  a  clause 
should  be  introduced  in  Committee  to  pro- 
tect the  Irish  landlords  from  the  injustice 
he  had  described. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  objected  to  the  se- 
cond section — the  Indemnity  Clause — of 
the  Act.  It  went  far  beyond  Mr.  Labou- 
chere*s  letter,  and  was  so  general  in  its 
terms  as  to  indemnify  the  most  illegal  and 
most  fraudulent  acts  ostensibly  conunitted 
by  any  person  under  that  letter.  The 
words  of  the  section  would  indemnify  any 
person  who  had  illegally  taken  away  a 
man's  property  under  the  authority  of  a 
presentment  sessions.  It  would  be  much 
oetter  to  amend  this  wide  limit  of  indem- 
nity. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  had 
not  observed  the  danger  which  the  acute- 
ness  of  his  noble  Friend  had  discovered  in 
the  Bill.  As  he  was  one  of  those  who  had 
taken  on  themselves  the  whole  charges 
in  their  respective  electoral  divisions,  he 
should  be  liable  to  the  injustice  complained 
of ;  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  if  the  objections  were  well 
fomided,  and  take  some  steps  to  protect 
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him  in  case  his  noble  Friend  were  correct 
in  his  views. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  very 
willingly  ocquicsced  in  the  measure  before 
the  House;  but  he  could  not  think  the 
conduct  of  Government  deserved  the  very 
high  encomiums  bestowed  on  it  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Monteagle). 
The  highest  praise  was  to  foresee  and  pro- 
vide against  a  difficulty;  next  to  that  was 
the  praise  of  successfully  meeting  it  when 
it  had  arrived,  and  of  taking  every  step  to 
redeem  their  original  omission.  To  the 
first  the  Government  certainly  had  no 
claims,  however  they  might  be  entitled  to 
the  second ;  for  all  that  was  done  by  Mr. 
Labouchere's  letter  on  the  28th  of  October, 
might  have  been  done  by  Parliament  on  the 
26th  of  August,  six  weeks  earlier.  He 
wished  to  look  to  the  future  as  well  as  to 
the  past,  and  he  entertained  very  deep 
anxiety  on  one  point,  which  it  would  be 
most  satisfactory  to  him  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  explain.  It  was  in- 
tended, he  believed,  to  close  the  relief 
works  as  soon  as  possible,  and,  relying  on 
the  means  afforded  by  the  Destitute  Per- 
sons (Ireland)  Bill,  and  upon  public  >  and 
private  works,  which  were  spoken  of  as 
being,  or  likely  to  be,  in  operation,  to  put 
an  cud  to  every  work  of  that  description 
within  six  weeks  from  the  10th  of  Feb- 
ruary. Now,  the  people  hitherto  employed 
on  these  works  could  earn  money  by  their 
daily  labour,  and  might  purchase  seed  for 
their  land  if  they  chose  to  do  so.  There 
were  at  least  564,000  persons  in  Ireland 
who  employed  no  labourers,  but  tilled  their 
land  by  their  own  exertions.  The  whole 
of  this  class  depended  oltogcthcr,  or  to  a 
very  great  extent,  on  the  potato — money 
they  had  none.  As  long  as  the  relief 
works  continued,  they  could  earn  money 
wages;  but  so  soon  as  they  were  stopped, 
they  were  left  without  any  means  of  ob- 
taining money  wherewith  to  purchase  seed 
for  their  land.  They  must  receive  food, 
but  they  were  to  give  nothing  in  exchange 
for  it.  They  would  then  Iw  enablcil  to  do 
that,  which  Govern  men  t  so  properly  de- 
sired they  should  do — cultivate  their  lands. 
But  of  what  possible  use  or  benefit  would 
the  tillage  of  their  farms  be,  if  they  had 
no  seed  to  put  in  them  ?  lie  wished  there- 
fore to  ask  the  Government  what  means 
there  were  of  providing  the  people  with 
grain,  and  what  sources  there  were  for 
enabling  them  to  sow  their  land  with  wheat 
for  the  ensuing  year  ? 

Eakl    FITZWILLIAU    Uiougbt    the 


question  asked  by  the  noble  Lord,  was  one 
of  the  very  greatest  importance.  There 
would  be  no  doubt  great  difficulties  in  what 
geologists  would  call  *'  the  transition  state" 
of  the  people  from  public  works  to  any  con- 
dition of  permanent  employment;  but  the 
question  of  providing  them  with  seed  was 
one  of  far  greater  importance.  It  would 
be  a  most  desirable  thing  if  Government 
should  not  feel  itself  under  the  necessity 
of  embarking  in  such  a  dangerous  experi- 
ment as  that  of  providing  a  whole  people 
with  seed;  and  if  they  could  leave  it,  as  it 
ought  to  be  left,  to  the  exertions  of  private 
individuals,  and  of  the  landowners  of  the 
country.  But  there  was  a  question  of  still 
greater  importance  than  that  of  the  noble 
Earl's — a  question  which  it  would  be  well 
for  their  Lordships  carefully  and  matorelj 
to  consider — and  that  was,  whether  the 
measures  which  it  seemed  to  be  the  design 
of  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  Her  lu- 
jesty's  Government  to  propose,  for  getting 
over  this  great  calamity,  were  adequate  to 
the  emergency  of  the  occasion.  He  begged 
his  noble  Friends  in  that  House — hebegffed 
the  Gentlemen  of  the  other  House  of  Pania- 
ment — to  consider  it.  He  asked  the  Eng- 
lish people,  and  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  who  entertained  exclusively  Eng- 
lish ideas,  and  represented  exclusively  Eng- 
lish interests,  to  say  if  the  principle  of 
economy  which  seemed  the  order  of  the 
day  out  of  doors  were  well  founded,  and 
whether  it  was  not  rather  a  sort  of  prospec- 
tive extravagance,  and  a  principle  which 
would  necessarily  lay  the  foundation  for 
future  expenditure.  It  was  his  earnest 
wish  that  the  country  should  come  to  its 
senses  on  this  point.  He  was  sure  they 
were  not  in  their  senses  now,  or  they  would 
act  differently.  They  really  did  not  un- 
derstand the  nature  of  the  calamity  which 
had  fallen  upon  Ireland,  and  how  it  must 
affect  them  hereafter.  The  people  of  Eng- 
land did  not  comprehend  the  latter  part  of 
the  case,  because  it  never  had  been  brought 
home  to  them.  He  thought  the  measures 
produced  by  Government  were  small  mea- 
sures— made  indeed  in  the  right  direction, 
but  entirely  insufficient  to  cure  the  effect 
of  this  great  calamity.  He  felt  must 
deeply  that  England  was  taking  a  wron/^ 
view  of  the  case  of  Ireland — that  she  did 
not  understand  what  was  going  forward  in 
that  country — and  that  they  had  no  proper 
foresight  of  the  future  calamities  which 
would  come  on  her  if  steps  were  not  t*ken 
to  remwly  the  present  evils. 
The  Majkqiess  of  LANSDOWNE  said. 
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that  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lords 
who  had  preceded  him,  required  a  few 
words  in  reply.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  spoke  first  (Lord  Brougham), 
with  great  candour  and  fairness,  made 
some  remarks  on  the  general  principle  of 
indemnities,  in  which  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  entirely  concurred;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  had  expressed  some  regret  at 
the  amount  of  delay  which  had  taken  place 
in  summoning  Parliament  together,  and  in 
bringing  forward  this  present  Bill.  He 
was  perfectly  ready  to  admit  the  general 
principle  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
that  whenever  any  infraction  of  the  law 
took  place,  it  should  be  shown  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary,  more  especially  in 
the  case  of  such  a  great  infraction  as  the 
present  undoubtedly  was,  and  that  it  had 
lasted  for  as  short  a  period  as  possible,  as 
the  shorter  the  time  was,  the  less  would  be 
the  objection.  Under  any  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances it  certainly  would  have  been 
desirable  and  expedient  to  call  Parliament 
together  at  the  earhest  possible  period; 
but,  as  had  been  stated  on  former  occa- 
sions, when  similar  objections  were  urged, 
when  this  question  came  to  be  considered 
by  the  Government,  they  conceived  a  very 
great  inconvenience  would  arise  by  with- 
drawing from  Ireland,  to  their  seats  in 
Parliament,  a  great  number  of  the  most 
intelligent,  active,  and  influential  persons 
who  were  engaged  in  mitigating  the  evils 
and  confusion  which  the  unexpected 
amount  and  extent  of  the  calamity  had 
created.  He  was  fully  prepared  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  such  a  course:  but, 
with  respect  to  the  objections  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Broug- 
ham), he  could  confidently  say  that,  when 
Parhament  had  met,  not  a  day  had  been 
lost  in  stating  that  an  indemnity  would  be 
asked  from  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
Ministers  felt  grateful  for  the  expression 
of  public  opinion  on  that  occasion,  for  no 
sooner  was  that  statement  made,  than  the 
utmost  readiness  was  expressed  by  both 
branches  of  the  Legislature  to  give  the  re- 
quired indemnity.  With  respect  to  the 
suggestions  of  his  noble  Friend  behind  him 
(Lord  Monteagle),  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  several  of  them  were  highly  impor- 
tant. There  could  be  no  doubt  that  vo- 
luntary agreements  made  in  such  a  shape 
as  rendered  it  evident  they  were  sound  and 
binding,  should  be  considered  as  final.  As 
to  the  question  raised  by  the  noble  Lord 
respecting  the  electoral  divisions,  and  the 
powers  reserved  by  the  board,  he  would 


wish  to  reserve  it  for  consideration.  The 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough)  had 
said,  that  the  Government  were  not  enti- 
tled to  the  praise  of  foresight.  He  ad- 
mitted that  Government  had  not  foreseen 
the  extent  of  the  calamity;  but  they  shared 
this  blindness  as  to  the  future  with  the 
rest  of  the  community.  No  man  had  cal- 
culated on  the  amount  of  the  calamity 
which  had  befallen  Ireland,  or  on  the  ex- 
tent of  the  scarcity  which  prevailed,  and 
which  was  not  confined  to  that  particular 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  extended 
to  other  countries.  The  Government  like- 
wise did  not,  he  admitted,  suppose  that 
the  ordinary  course  of  labour  in  the 
country  would  have  been  interfered  with 
to  the  extent  to  which  it  had  been. 
The  noble  Earl  stated  that  there  would  be 
great  difficulty  in  procuring  seed — a  ques- 
tion which  had  again  and  again  attracted 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  He  must 
say  that  all  the  accounts  which  the  Govern- 
ment received,  and  he  might  add  those 
accounts  which  reached  him  in  his  private 
relation,  proved  that  it  was  impossible  to 
exaggerate  the  importance  of  providing  for 
the  approaching  harvest,  and  stimulating 
the  exertions  of  the  people.  Though,  as 
he  had  said,  this  subject  had  received  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  the  more  his 
attention  was  directed  to  it,  the  more  he 
was  persuaded  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  undertake  the  providing 
seed  for  the  whole  country  without  inter- 
fering with  the  ordinary  modes  of  supply; 
and  the  effect  of  the  announcement  that 
Government,  even  to  a  very  limited  extent, 
intended  to  provide  seed,  had  at  once  the 
effect  of  raising  the  price,  and  in  many 
quarters  diminished  the  facility  of  obtain- 
ing that  article.  This  was  a  question  which 
must  be  left  to  individual  proprietors;  and 
though  he  could  not  say  that  they  had  the 
power  of  providing  for  the  want  to  its  full- 
est extent,  yet  he  knew  that  a  great  num- 
ber were  actively,  though  quietly,  engaged 
in  providing  a  supply,  if  not  adequate  to 
the  occasion,  at  least  to  such  an  extent  as 
held  out  favourable  prospects  of  the  future 
harvest.  The  noble  Earl  expressed  great 
apprehension  as  to  the  effect  of  immediately 
discontinuing  the  relief  works.  It  was  on 
that  ground  that  Government,  having  some 
time  back  determined  that  it  was  expedient 
to  discontinue  those  works,  nevertheless 
tempered  that  resolution  by  affording  em- 
ployment to  destitute  persons  up  to  the 
present  period,  to  a  limited  extent,  and  bj 
I  looking  forward  as  the  object  of  their  pro- 
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ceediDga  to  the  diBcontinuance,  and  not 
the  continuance  of  works  of  that  descrip- 
tion. He  had  hopes  that,  while  those  in 
great  distress  received  relief  under  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  the  mass  of  the  lahourers  would 
Boon  he  enahled  to  support  themselves  in 
the  ordinary  occupations  of  the  country. 
He  had  stated  on  former  occasions  that  he 
looked  upon  the  measure  authorizing  ad- 
vances to  the  landlords  for  the  drainage 
and  improvement  of  estates,  as  one  of  the 
most  salutary  and  safest  that  could  he  de- 
vised. He  had  not  the  least  douht  that, 
as  the  consequence  of  these  advancements, 
large  improvements  would  ho  undertaken; 
indeed  he  might  say  that  at  the  present 
moment  not  a  few  of  the  landlords  were 
considering  how  host  to  give  effect  to  the 
intentions  of  the  Legislature  hy  affording 
the  largest  amount  of  employment.  In 
what  degree  the  other  House  might  be  in- 
duced to  alter  or  extend  the  provisions  of 
the  measures  for  giving  relief  to  Ireland, 
he  could  not  state;  but  he  must  say  that 
the  disposition  exhibited  towards  Ireland 
by  Parliament — with  the  exception,  per- 
haps, of  a  few  individuals — ^had  not  been 
at  all  of  a  niggardly  character.  On  the 
contrary,  in  Parliament  and  out  of  Parlia- 
ment (he  had  witnessed  it  with  a  degree  of 
pleasure  which  he  could  not  express)  there 
had  been  exhibited — in  proportion  as  men's 
minds  were  satisfied  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
calamity — a  strong  disposition  to  afford 
every  possible  relief  to  Ireland,  and  to  ac- 
knowledge with  fairness  and  promptitude 
the  great  object  which  all  parties  ought  to 
have  in  view  under  such  a  visitation.  It 
was  unnecessary,  however,  for  him  to  re- 
mind their  Lordships  that  the  present  was 
a  Question,  not  of  money  only,  but  of 
food,  and  that  a  profuse  application  of 
money,  unless  cautiously,  and  indeed  slow- 
ly made,  might  defeat  the  great  object  in 
view,  and  by  promoting  a  sudden  and  in- 
creased demand  for  food,  aggravate  exist- 
ing evils. 

Ilouse  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  March  I,  1847. 

Ilfitmii.]    Puauc  BiLLfk^l'Dninageof  Land, 
f*  CoMoUdated  Fund  (£S.000.000). 
JUyorfnL— Poor  Relief  (IreUnd). 

PsTiTioiii  Prmkntbd.  By  Dr.  Bowring.  tnm  Bengal,  fur 
IiM|ulry  Into  the  Ltpiey  Dutiet.— By  Mr.  Fonter  and 
ocher  Hon.  Mcnibert.  ttom  fevcral  plaece.  for  Reductkm 
of  Ughtbouie  Due*.— By  Mr.  H.  BailUe.  from  Chairman 
and  Committee  of  the  Forret  Agricultural  SodeCy ,  agaiaec 
the  Propnwd  MeMum  relating  to  Rom.— By  Mr.  Heath- 
•Ota,  ftam  UbooIiw  i«|Mtiac  tte  RMwnintlMi  tl  Tu 


Aaemon  and  CoUaeton.— By  Lord  J.  Mai 
Stalybridge.  in  Favour  at  the  Ten  Hours  BUI  fai  Fteto- 
riek— By  Mr.  Sherman  Crawford,  tnm  Hawkk,  mgpil- 
iogMeaniTMof  ReUefftar  Ireland  and  SeotlaDd.— By  Sir 
H.  Douglaa,  ttam  the  Liverpool  ShipowDanf  Soctety, 
against  the  Repeal  of  the  NsTigatioo  Laws.— By  Mr.  P. 
Scrope,  flpom  Cork,  fbr  Alteratioo  of  the  Poor  Law  (lea- 
land).— By  Sir  C  Cootaand  Captain  Joaai.  ttam  Mewt 
MeUck  and  Londonderry,  against  the  Poor  Relief  (Ira- 
land)  BilL— By  Mr.  Berkeley,  and  other  Hon.  Membm, 
fromsereralplaess,  for  Repeal  or  Altantfton  of  Ike  Poor 
Remoral  Act.— By  Mr.  Batann,  tiam  ColeniBa,  in  Fla* 
Tour  of  tfw  RaUways  (Ireland)  BilL— By  Mr.  S.  O^Bria, 
f^ora  Oalway,  suggesting  Measures  for  Reltef  to  IrslMd)i 
and  fkom  Clare,  respeeting  eartaia  Chsriai  mpaeliag 
Captain  Wynne. 

LABOURERS  ON  PUBLIC  WORKS 
(IRELAND). 

Mb.  smith  O'BRIEN  wished  to  caU  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  to  certain  mforma- 
tion  which  had  heen  received  respecting 
the  wages  of  lahourers  engaged  on  the 
puhlic  works  in  Sligo.  It  appeared  that 
the  J  were  paid  only  Sd.  a  day  ;  and,  taking 
into  account  the  present  prices  of  provi- 
sions, this  payment  could  not  he  laid  to 
he  sufEicient  to  supply  a  lahourer  and  hii 
family  with  an  adequate  quantity  of  food. 
He  would  also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  was  aware  of  the  proportion  which  the 
expenses  of  the  staff  of  clerks  and  overseen 
hore  to  the  expenses  incurred  in  payment 
of  lahour  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  what  had  passed  on  a  former 
day,  he  had  communicated  with  the  Board 
of  Works  in  Dublin,  and  would  state  the 
result  of  his  inquiries.  It  was  true  that 
the  rate  of  pay  for  lahourers  in  the  county 
of  Sligo  was  od.  per  day.  The  Board  of 
Works  had  thought  it  desirable  as  mneh 
as  possible  to  encourage  the  system  of  task- 
work :  task- work  was  open  to  any  labonror 
who  chose  to  undertake  it,  and  it  was  only 
where  task-work  could  not  he  given  that 
the  system  of  day  lahour  was  adopted.  The 
reason  why  the  Board  of  Works  had  not 
thought  it  expedient  to  raise  the  price  of 
day  labour  above  Sd,  was,  that  the  ordinary 
rate  of  wages  in  Sligo  was  only  6c2.  per 
day.  It  was  extremely  desirable  not  to 
divert  labour  more  than  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary from  the  cultivation  of  the  soil : 
where  it  was  inevitable,  of  course  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  case  must  be  submitted  to. 
Under  those  circumstances,  the  officers  of 
the  Board  of  Works  considered  it  better  to 
meet  tho  case  of  a  man  who  was  not  able 
to  support  his  family  on  Sd,  per  day, 
by  allowing  more  than  one  member  of  tliat 
family  to  be  employed  :  this  was  deemed 
more  adTiinUie  than  to  raise  the  wagca  of 
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the  man  to  above  Sd.  Though  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  admitted  that  at  the  present 
price  of  provisions  it  was  extremely  difficult 
for  a  labourer  to  support  himself  and  his 
family  on  Sd.  a  day;  yet  the  case  had  been 
met  by  relaxing  the  rule  at  first  laid  down 
that  only  one  in  a  family  should  be  em- 
ployed. That,  as  he  had  said,  was  looked 
upon  as  a  mode  of  proceeding  preferable 
to  raising  the  price  of  labour.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  system  of  task- work 
was  still  open  to  all,  and  that  by  taking 
task-work  more  than  Sd.  per  day  could  be 
earned.  The  other  point  referred  to  on 
a  previous  night  was  the  expense  of  the 
staff  as  compared  with  the  amount  ex- 
pended in  labour.  He  had  made  inquiries, 
and  he  found  that  the  apprehensions  ex- 
pressed in  some  quarters  on  this  question 
were  altogether  unfounded.  He  had  the 
details  before  him  ;  but,  perhaps,  it  would 
be  enough  for  him  to  say  that  during  a 
month  the  number  of  labourers  employed 
in  Sligo  varied  between  19,000  and 
22,000.  There  was  one  pay-clerk  to 
every  1,250  men,  and  an  overseer  to 
every  140  men,  besides  a  check-clerk. 
The  expense  of  pay-clerks,  overseers,  and 
check-clerks  was  2,110Z.  The  total  ex- 
penditure during  the  month  had  been 
27,877/. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  wished  to  know  what 
provision  had  been  made  for  infirm  paupers 
who  were  not  able  to  be  employed  upon  the 
roads  ?  The  only  measure  that  was  des- 
tined for  their  relief — the  Bill  which  had 
recently  passed — was  one  which  would 
not  come  into  operation  before  next 
autumn.  There  were  only  two  modes  of 
relieving  the  infirm  destitute,  one  was  by 
the  workhouse  ;  but  he  had  a  letter  in  his 
hand  from  a  gentleman  in  Carlow,  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  this  class  had  been  re- 
fused admission  into  the  workhouse,  and 
the  guardians  refused  to  relieve  them,  and 
would  not  build  temporary  sheds  for  their 
accommodation.  The  other  mode  to  which 
he  referred  was  by  relief  committees,  and 
they  were  interdicted  from  giving  relief  by 
the  limited  means  at  their  command,  the 
Government  only  supplying  assistance  in 
proportion  to  voluntary  subscription.  The 
question  he  wished  to  ask  was,  what  cer- 
tainty of  relief  the  hon.  Gentleman  could 
hold  out,  under  those  circumstances,  to  the 
old  and  infirm  women  and  children  ? 

Mr.  labouchere  said,  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  class  referred  to  were 
likely  to  suffer  from  starvation.  The  pre- 
sent system  of  public  works  would  be  con- 


tinned  until  the  plan  proposed  to  be  substi- 
tuted came  into  operation,  and  he  did  not 
apprehend  that  the  inconvenience  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  ever 
arise. 

.Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  whether  a 
certain  day  had  been  fixed  when  the  ex- 
penditure on  the  public  works  shotdd 
cease. 

Mr.  labouchere  said,  that  no  no- 
tice  had  been  given  of  a  day  ;  general  di- 
rections had  been  given  that  the  system  of 
public  works  should  be  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion as  rapidly  as  was  consistent  with 
due  regard  to  safety  and  the  relief  of  the 
destitution. 

CULTIVATION  OF  THE  SOIL  (IRELAND). 

Sir  D.  NORREYS  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
if  the  Government  had  taken  any  measures 
to  ascertain  whether  the  additional  quan- 
tity of  groimd  which  would  be  required 
this  year,  in  consequence  of  the  failure  of 
the  potato  crop,  had  been  prepared  for 
com  ;  and  also  whether,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Government,  it  would  not  be  desirable 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Irish  gentry  and 
Irish  landlords,  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
convert  their  land  into  tillage  land. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  The  Government 
have  been  in  constant  communication  with 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  this  very  important 
subject.  But  I  regret  that  I  cannot  say  that 
I  am  satisfied  that  the  quantity  of  land 
prepared  for  tillage  will  supply  the  loss  of 
the  potatoes — supposing  no  potatoes  to  be 
grown  this  year.  With  respect  to  the 
suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  that  procla- 
mations should  be  issued  by  the  Govern- 
ment, calling  the  attention  of  the  Irish  pro- 
prietors to  the  subject,  and  pointing  out  the 
necessity  of  their  preparing  more  arable 
land,  I  cannot  say  that  the  Government  are 
disposed  to  interfere  by  proclamation.  I 
am  sure  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  hms 
called  the  attention  of  the  proprietors  to 
the  importance  of  the  subject,-  and  the 
landlords  can  and  ought  to  issue  directions 
to  their  tenants  ;  but  the  proprietors  and 
farmers  of  Ireland  ought  to  be  as  fully 
aware  of  the  danger  as  the  Government; 
and  I  hope  that  they  will  use  their  utmost 
exertions  without  our  interference. 

THE  EDUCATION  GRANT. 

Mr.  C.  HINDLEY  wished  to  know  ^e 

amount  to  be  proposed  in  the  Estimates  for 

educational  purposes ;    and  whether  the 

nble  Lord  intended  to  bring  the  Minutes  ^ 
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the  Coancil  of  Education  before  the  notice 
of  the  House,  with  a  riew  of  proposing  a 
resolution  upon  them  as  to  the  application 
of  the  funds. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  replied  that  the 
turn  proposed  would  be  the  same  as  received 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  last  rear, 
100,000/.  for  Great  Briuin.  With  re- 
spect to  the  second  quention,  he  did  not 
intend  to  propose  any  new  resolution. 

DLSTRESS  (SCOTLAND}— EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  H.  J.  BAILLIE  said,  that  he  trust- 
ed he  might  obtain  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  few  moments  with  reference 
to  a  statement  that  had  been  made  the 
other  evening  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fife,  when  he  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  the  distress  which  eiisted  on 
the  west  coast  of  InTemess-shire.  It  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  read  a  report  which  had 
been  published  by  the  sheriff-substitute  of 
Fort  William,  in  which  certain  charges 
were  made  against  some  proprietors  who 
were  said  to  have  neglected  theil*  tenants; 
amongst  others,  Macdonald,  of  Glengarry, 
of  whom  it  was  stated,  in  the  report  in 
question — 

*'  That  the  proprietor  of  Knoydart  has  about 
100  boUff  of  meal  in  store  at  Iiircree ;  bnt  the 
■torehoune  was  shut  up  about  Christmas,  and 
since  then  a  single  pound  cannot  bo  obtained  for 
love  or  money." 

In  answer  to  this,  he  held  in  his  hand  the 
letter  of  Glengarry,  who  said — 

*'  In  the  beginning  of  November,  I  sent  into 
Knoydart  2W.  in  money,  100  bolls  of  oatmeal,  and 
100  bolls  of  In<lian-com  meal,  besides  rice  and 
biscuit ;  of  thi'se  a  |K>rtion  was  immediately  diHtri- 
but«Kl.  On  the  10th  of  November,  the  person  in 
clmrge  received  inntructions  from  my  fiictor  to 
supply  f<M>d  in  all  castas  of  extreme  destitution : 
tliese  instructions  were  conftnned  by  me;  and 
Inst  week  the  Mton>ke4*p4T  said  lie  had  acted  on 
them,  nnd  I  deHJrcd  him  to  continue  to  do  so. 
KikmI  im  n'guUirly  diNtributed  from  my  store  to  the 
fiunilies  of  men  who  are  gone  to  tlie  soutii  of 
Scotland  for  work,  and  who,  witliout  thin  assist- 
ance, could  not  liaro  gone  from  their  homes." 

Now,  it  wtts  unnecessary  to  inform  the 
HouHc,  that  Macdonald  of  Glengarry  was  a 
gentleman  of  the  highest  honour;  and  it 
was  therefore  to  be  presumed  that  the 
sheriff-Huhstituto  of  Fort  William  must 
have  been  misinfonncd  in  the  ])articular 
instance  to  which  ho  had  alluded.  And 
perhap.H  he  mi^ht  take  that  opportunity 
also  to  alhide  to  the  correspondence  which 
had  lately  bei'U  puhlinhed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Gorernuient  relative  to  the  distress  in  the 
Highlands;    ho  alluded  to  the   last  blue 


book  which  had  been  laid  upon  the  Tabia 
of  the  House.  It  was  unfortunate  that  thu 
correspondence  should  hare  been  published 
incomplete;  he  was  aware  tliat  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  been  much  preaied 
for  its  production;  bnt  the  result  waa,  that 
charges  were  sometimes  made  against  in- 
dividuals, whilst  the  answers  to  those 
charges  had  not  been  received  in  time  ta 
be  published  in  the  present  volume.  The 
particular  case  to  which  he  wished  to  al- 
lude at  present,  was  that  of  the  hon.  Mrs. 
Stewart  Mackenzie,  of  Seaforth.  Thai 
distinguished  lady  hod  been  accused  by  Sir 
Edward  Coffin  of  having  neglected  her 
tenantry,  and  of  having  allowed  two  per- 
sons on  her  estate  to  die  of  starvatifw.  Bj 
order  of  Mrs.  Mackenzie,  an  investigatioa 
of  the  circumstances  immediately  took 
place;  and  it  was  proved  beyond  the  possi- 
bility of  doubt,  that  the  two  persons  in 
question  had  died  from  natural  causes — 
one  of  them  being  an  old  woman  between 
eighty  and  ninety  years  of  age;  and  the 
other,  her  daughter,  who  had  been  for  some 
time  in  a  consumption,  of  which  several  of 
her  children  had  died;  and  the  parties  were 
living  within  a  short  distance  of  a  meal 
store,  where  food  was  distributed  to  those 
who  were  in  want.  These  facts  had  been 
communicated  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  eiplanation,  however,  did  not 
arrive  in  time  to  be  published  with  the  ac- 
cusation; and  this  was  the  more  unfortu- 
nate, for,  from  all  he  had  heard,  he  be- 
lieved no  proprietor  in  the  Highlands  had 
used  greater  exertions,  or  made  greater 
efforts,  to  relieve  the  distress  which  existed 
among  the  people  than  the  lady  to  whom 
he  alluded. 

Mil.  E.  ELLICE,  Jux.  was  willing  to 
give  full  credit  to  the  statement  that  those 
steps  had  been  taken  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to;  but  still  he  be- 
lieved tliat  the  report  of  Mr.  Eraser  was 
fully  borite  out  in  its  essential  statements. 
Since  last  week  he  had  received  a  commu- 
nication from  Lord  Cranstoun,  who  thought 
he  was  aggrieved  by  the  obsen'ations  he 
had  made  in  that  House,  and  wished  him 
to  contradict  the  statements  he  had  then 
made  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Eraser;  but, 
considering,  as  he  did,  those  statements  to 
be  correct,  he  had  decline<l.  Now,  giving 
full  cre<iit  to  all  these  gentlemen  for  wish- 
ing to  do  their  duty,  he  still  thought,  that, 
by  reference  to  the  blue  book  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  the  statements  made  by  Mr. 
Eraser  would  be  found  to  be  borne  out  br 
the  documents  which  were  there  publishea. 
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He  believed,  that,  in  many  cases,  the  stops 
taken  by  proprietors  to  relieve  the  people 
on  their  estates,  had  been  entrusted  to 
agents  who  had  not  carried  out  the  wishes 
of  their  employers;  and  that  to  this  cause 
might  be  attributed  much  that  was  discre- 
pant in  the  accounts  which  were  received. 
While  he  was  on  his  legs  he  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  allude  for  an  instant  to  what  had 
fallen  from  him  on  another  point.  It 
might,  perhaps,  have  appeared,  from  the 
statement  he  made  the  other  night,  that 
he  had  implied  a  doubt  as  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  measures  taken  by  Government  to 
meet  the  present  calamity;  but  lie  should 
not  be  doing  justice  to  the  Government,  if, 
after  having  learned  the  nature  of  the 
measures  they  had  taken,  he  did  not  state 
that  the  Government  had  done  all  that  was 
in  their  power  to  lessen  the  sudden  calamity 
which  had  overtaken  the  county.  But, 
however  laudable  the  exertions  of  Govern- 
ment might  have  been,  the  success  which 
had  attended  their  efforts  hi  the  north  was 
mainly  due  to  the  two  gallant  officers  who 
had  been  despatched  to  that  part  of  the 
kingdom  with  the  means  of  relief. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Baillie)  had  referred  to  the  correspond- 
ence which  had  been  published  m  the  blue 
book,  and  expressed  his  regret  that  certain 
letters  had  not  been  published  which  were 
w^ritten  in  answer  to  charges  brought 
against  certain  proprietors  in  Scotland. 
He  might  state  that  Sir  E.  Coffin  had 
been  instructed  to  confer  with  those  pro- 
prietors as  to  the  best  mode  of  giving  re- 
lief. He  had  done  so  in  the  case  of  Mrs. 
Mackenzie,  from  whom  he  received  a 
prompt  answer,  showing  the  great  desire 
which  Mrs.  Mackenzie  had  to  take  imme- 
diate steps  to  remedy  any  defect  which 
might  exist  in  her  arrangements ;  and, 
among  other  matters,  she  had  directed  in- 
quiry to  be  made  into  the  cases  of  the  two 
persons  who  were  said  to  have  died  from 
starvation.  The  statement  made  by  that 
lady,  as  well  as  those  made  by  others 
similarly  situated,  would  of  com-so  appear 
in  the  correspondence  hereafter  to  be  pub- 
lished. 

EXPENDITURE  IN  FORMING  RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  W.  J.  COLLETT  begged  to  refer 
very  shortly  to  a  subject  on  which  he  had 
formerly  addressed  the  House.  He  thought 
it  right  to  state,  that  since  the  debate  on 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  had  made 
considerable  inquiry  into  the  subject  of  the 
formation  of  railways;  and  by  way  of  ex- 
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ample  he  would  refer  to  the  island  of  An- 
glesea,  to  show  the  amount  of  benefit 
which  railway  works  created.  The  potato 
crop  had  failed  entirely  in  that  island, 
which,  as  everybody  knew,  was  a  very 
poor  island.  The  Holyhead  Railway  em- 
ployed in  1846  about  5,000  labourers,  and 
of  that  number  there  were  2,500  Welch- 
men,  700  Irishmen,  and  300  Englishmen, 
merely  as  gangers.  The  island  of  Angle- 
sea  had  never  been  in  so  prosperous  a  con- 
dition as  it  was  in  1846,  and  it  had  been 
produced  entirely,  he  believed,  by  the  ex- 
penditure of  100,000?.  by  the  railway 
company.  The  same  remark  would  apply 
to  the  construction  of  other  lines.  If  they 
looked  at  the  railway  from  Maryborough 
tlirough  Thurles  to  Mallow,  they  would 
find  that  the  expenditure  of  capital  by  that 
line  liad  given  employment  to  labourers 
within  ten  miles  on  each  side  of  the  rail- 
way. On  the  Dundalk  line,  and  on  the 
Carlow  Railway,  the  same  thing  was  to  bo 
seen.  On  the  latter  lino  there  was  not 
one  Englishman  employed,  except,  per- 
haps, an  overseer.  Now,  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  stated  that  the  prosperity 
of  Ireland  for  the  following  year  in  a  great 
measure  depended  on  the  labour  of  the 
next  six  weeks  in  manuring  the  ground,  in 
sowing,  and  other  agricultural  labour;  but 
he  did  not  say  what  would  become  of  the 
labourers  after  those  six  weeks  were  oyer. 
He  was  prepared  to  state  that  the  baronies 
of  Ireland  were  wiUing  to  make  present- 
ments to  the  extent  of  500,000iJ.  to  give 
employment  to  railway  labourers;  and  it 
was  desirable,  therefore,  that  Government 
should  declare  what  were  their  intentions. 
There  was  to  be  a  poor  law,  which  would 
aifect  the  decrepit  and  the  infirm;  but 
what  provision  was  to  be  made  for  the  rest 
of  the  population  ?  He  was  sorry  that  the 
Government  had  not  pressed  forward  the 
Holyhead  Harbour  BiU,  which  would  have 
given  employment  to  at  least  5,000  Irish- 
men. What  was  now  wanted  was,  to  em- 
ploy the  able-bodied  labourers  of  Ireland 
during  the  time  that  there  was  no  employ- 
ment for  them  in  the  usual  labour  of  the 
fields;  but,  excepting  the  Drainage  Act» 
nothing  seemed  to  be  doing  for  this  pur- 
pose. Now,  if  30,000  persons  could  be 
taken  from  the  highways,  and  employed  on 
railways,  it  would  be  very  beneficial  to  the 
country.  He  considered  that  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  had  not  taken  the  proper 
steps  in  reference  to  this  question.  They 
ought  not  to  have  trusted  to  mere  anony- 
mous authority;  and  he,  for  one,  would 
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have  been  ready  to  afford  tliem  all  the  in« 
formation  which  he  possessed. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  thought  he  had  been 
misunderstood  hy  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
in  some  observations  which  he  had  made 
in  a  previous  part  of  the  evening.  His 
question  related  to  the  infirm  poor,  who 
were  unable  to  work  on  railways,  or  at 
any  work.  As  to  the  impossibility  of  col- 
lecting the  rates  in  Ireland,  he  might  state 
that  the  amount  collected  did  not  exceed 
7^d.  in  the  pound.  As  to  the  union  of 
Castlebar,  it  had  been  conducted  during 
the  last  four  years  at  4id.  only  in  the 
pound;  and  now  they  had  refused  to  collect 
any  more  rates,  though  the  rents  had  been 
fully  collected. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  would  not  be 
brought  on  the  present  occasFon  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  whole  subject  of  the  poor 
law,  especially  considering  the  opportuni- 
ties that  they  would  have  of  discussing 
that  subject  afterwards.  The  present  poor 
law  in  Ireland  was  inadequate  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  destitute  poor  of  that  country; 
and  the  Government  had  admitted  that, 
by  the  fact  of  their  having  declared  their 
intention  to  introduce  a  new  Bill,  which 
was  now  before  the  House.  He  had  risen, 
however,  to  guard  himself  against  a  mis- 
representation of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  had 
not,  in  the  answer  which  he  had  given, 
said  anything  which  could  infer  that  a  well- 
organized  system  of  relief,  by  means  of 
soup-kitchens  and  the  like,  would  not  have 
a  strong  tendency  to  check  the  extent  of 
misery  and  destitution  in  Ireland.  He  did 
hope  that  the  measures  adopted  by  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Government  would  relieve 
the  misery  which  he  acknowledged  and  la- 
mented did  exist  in  many  parts  of  Ireland. 
But  he  must  say,  with  reference  to  what 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
P.  Serope),  that,  whilst  ho  admitted  that 
a  poor  liiw  would  be  beneficial  to  Ireland, 
ho  never  had  bet^n  of  opinion  that,  what- 
ever i>oor  law  nii<rht  bo  proposed  for  that 
country,  it  could  he  of  itself  adequate  to 
meet  the  present  eondition  of  Ireland.  Ho 
believed  that  no  poor  law  could  meet  such 
a  case;  and  he  believed  that  it  was  an  er- 
ror to  supj)ose  that  any  poor  law  could  bo 
sufficient  to  meet  and  remedy  tho  present 
state  of  Ireland. 

THE  Ei(;nT  million  loan. 

llouftc  in  A  Cuniiiiittcc  of  Ways  and 
Means, 


The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said:  I  am  obhged  to  my  hon. 
Friends  for  their  kind  consideration  in 
postponing  the  Motions  of  which  they  had 
given  notice,  in  order  to  enable  me  at  once 
to  make  the  statement  I  am  about  to  do 
in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means;  and  in 
saying  this,  I  should  not  be  doing  jostice 
to  my  own  feelings  if  I  did  not  state  how 
much  I  feel  indebted  to  the  kind  indul- 
gence of  the  whole  House,  when  I  made 
my  financial  statement  last  week.  On 
that  occasion  I  stated,  that  in  order  to 
meet  the  extraordinary  demands  which 
were  made  on  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  in  consequence  of  the  existing 
distress  in  Ireland,  I  thought  it  advisable 
to  have  recourse  to  a  loan  of  8,000,000{. ; 
and  it  has  given  me  great  satisfaction  to 
find  that  the  House  generally  concnrred 
in  the  prudence  of  the  course  I  then  Ten* 
tnred  to  recommend.  I  have  now  to  an- 
nounce  that  I  have  entered  into  an  ar- 
rangement for  a  loan  of  8,000,000{.;  and 
I  am  about  to  move  resolutions  confir- 
matory of  tho  arrangement.  It  is  quite 
true  that  on  some  former  occasions  it 
has  been  the  practice  to  enter  into  loans 
before  any  announcement  was  made  to 
the  House.  But  that  was  by  no  means 
the  uniform  course;  and,  on  several 
occasions,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  in  his  place  in  Parliament  announced 
his  intention  of  contracting  a  loan.  It  will 
be  in  the  recollection  oif  hon.  Members 
that  on  the  last  occasion  when  a  loan  was 
contracted,  a  resolution  was  passed  author- 
izing it,  while,  in  point  of  fact,  it  was  not 
contracted  till  three  months  after.  In 
making  the  announcement  of  this  loan, 
therefore,  in  tho  financial  statement,  I  only 
followed  a  course  for  which  there  is  ample 
precedent;  and  I  thought  it  on  the  whole 
most  respectful  to  the  House,  and  most 
consistent  with  my  duty,  to  take  the  course 
I  did.  At  ten  oVloek  the  next  mominff 
the  announcement  was  made  on  the  Stock 
Kxehunge;  and  I  knew  no  possible  disad- 
vantac^e  could  arise  from  the  statement  I 
thouirht  it  but  fair  to  make  to  the  House 
ou  Monday  Vdni.  The  only  question  for 
me  to  consider  was,  what  were  the  easiest 
tenns  on  which  I  could  raise  the  money. 
I  consulted  with  every  person  I  fairly  could 
consult  with  on  the  subject,  and  I  was  in- 
formed almost  unanimouiily  that  the  easiest 
teruis  on  which  1  could  obtain  the  money 
would  be  to  give  a  certain  amount  of  3  per 
cent  Consuls  fur  every  lUU^  That  was  the 
announcement  my  nohio  friend  the  first 
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Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  I  made  on 
Thursday  last  to  the  gentlemen  who  did 
us  the  honour  of  waiting  upon  us — that 
Consols  should  he  given,  they  paying  so 
much  money  for  every  lOOZ.  stock.  This 
morning  several  parties  attended  at  the 
Treasury,  when  two  offers  were  made. 
The  offers,  in  point  of  fact,  were  identical, 
and  were  the  result  of  a  previous  arrange- 
ment. The  offer  made  was  89?.  lOs.  for 
1 OOZ.  in  stock.  That,  after  the  fullest  con- 
sideration I  could  give  to  the  matter,  was 
the  amount  I  could  fairly  expect  to  be 
given,  and  I  determined  to  accept  it  as  the 
best  terms  the  present  state  of  the  money 
market  could  afford.  I  need  only  now 
state  to  the  House  what  is  the  rate  of  in- 
terest; and  this  will  be  an  answer  to  some 
observations  which  were  made  on  a  former 
occasion  as  to  what  I  considered  woidd  be 
the  probable  charge.  Of  course,  it  was 
necessary  for  me  to  state  what  the  rate 
would  be;  and  ^\  per  cent  I  thought  the 
probable  rate  at  which  the  loan  would  be 
raised.  In  point  of  fact,  the  interest  which 
will  fall  on  the  country  does  not  e<Jual  3J 
per  cent.  It  is  not  easy  to  make  a  very 
precise  calculation.  On  the  occasion  of 
the  West  India  loan,  a  controversy  was 
raised;  for  some  time  there  was  very  con- 
siderable doubt  what  was  the  precise  rate 
of  interest  paid  for  the  West  India  loan. 
The  loan  contracted  for  this  morning  is  for 
a  much  less  sum  than  the  West  India  loan; 
and  although  the  price  of  Consols  did  hap- 
pen to  be  precisely  the  same  when  the  two 
loans  were  contracted,  I  naturally  expected 
that  when  the  loan  was  smaller  in  amount, 
I  should  succeed  in  obtaining  it  on  more 
favourable  terms.  I  believe  that  the  in- 
terest payable  on  this  loan  will  be,  as  near 
as  may  be,  3^  7*.  6(f.  per  cent.  A  cal- 
culation has  been  made  in  the  Revenue- 
room  of  the  Treasury  that  it  woidd  amount 
to  3L  Is.y  deducting  the  interest  due  on 
the  stock  from  last  dividend  day.  The 
annual  interest  on  the  loan  will  be 
268,156^.  85.  6i.,  and  adding  to  that  the 
charge  of  management  payable  to  the 
Bank,  making  it  270, 800?.,  the  interest 
will  be  within  a  small  fraction  of  Zl.  Is.  6d. 
per  cent.  That  may  fairly  be  taken  as  the 
rate  at  which  the  loan  has  been  raised. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth  will,  therefore,  observe  that 
this  is  2s.  6c?.  less  than  3  J  per  cent.  I 
have  in  some  particulars  departed  from  the 
previous  practice  of  contracting  loans;  not 
being  in  immediate  want  of  money,  I  have 
allowed  no  discount,  but  I  have  adopted 


the  usual  practice  of  giving  stock,  if  re- 
quired, for  all  instalments  except  the  first, 
as  they  are  paid.  In  some  respects,  this 
facilitated  the  contraction  of  the  loan, 
without  any  loss  whatever  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  point  of  money.  I  have  nothing 
to  add  but  to  place  these  resolutions  in 
your  hands.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
read  the  following  resolutions  : — 

"  ] .  That  towards  raising  the  supply  granted  to 
Her  Majesty,  the  sum  of  8,000,000/.  be  raised  by 
Annuities. 

"  2.  That  every  contributor  to  the  said  sum  of 
8,000,000/.  shall,  for  every  sum  of  89/.  10«.  con- 
tributed and  paid,  be  entitled  to  the  principal  sum 
of  100/.  in  Annuities,  after  the  rate  of  3/.  per  cen- 
tum, to  commence  from  the  6th  day  of  January, 
1847)  and  to  be  added  to  and  made  one  joint  stock 
with  the  existing  Three  per  centum  Consolidated 
Annuities,  and  be  payable  and  transferable  at  the 
Bank  of  England  at  the  same  time  and  in  the 
same  manner,  and  subject  to  the  like  redemption, 
as  the  said  Annuities. 

"  That  the  several  Annuities  shall  bo  charged 
on  and  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Groat  Britain  and  Ireland. 

"  That  every  contributor  shall,  on  the  5th  day 
of  March,  1847,  make  a  deposit  of  121,  per  cen- 
tum, in  such  sum  as  he  or  she  shall  choose  to  sub- 
scribe towards  raising  the  said  sum  of  8,000,000/., 
with  the  chief  cashier  or  cashiers  of  the  Governor 
and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  as  a  secur- 
ity for  making  the  future  payments  on  or  before 
the  days  or  times  hereinafter  mentioned ;  that  is 
to  say — 

*'  Payment  of  12  per  cent  on  or  before  Apr.  9  next. 

'*  Payment  of  12  ditto  ditto  7th  of  May. 

"Payment  of  12  ditto  ditto  11th  June. 

"Payment  of  12  ditto  ditto  9th  of  July. 

''Payment  of  12  ditto  ditto  6th  August. 

"Payment  of  12  ditto  ditto  dd  Septem. 

"Payment  of  16  ditto  ditto  16th  Oct. 

100 
**  That  all  the  moneys  so  to  be  received  by  the 
said  cashier  or  cashiers  of  the  said  Governor  and 
Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  shall  be  paid  in 
to  the  account  of  the  receipt  of  Her  Majesty's  Ex- 
chequer at  the  Bank  of  England,  in  aid  of  the 
moneys  belonging  to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
shall  be  applied  &om  time  to  time  for  any  of  the 
purposes  for  which  money  might  be. advanced  or 
granted  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  under  the  Act  of  the  9th  and 
10th  Victoria,  cap.  107»  or  for  such  services  as 
may  be  voted  by  this  House,  or  as  may  be  autiior- 
ized  to  be  paid  thereout  by  any  Act  passed  or  that 
may  be  passed  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment." 

In  reply  to  a  question  from  Mb.  HUME, 
The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  whole  interest  would  not 
bo  paid  till  July.  Supposing  any  person 
paid  up  the  whole  of  his  instalments  be* 
fore  the  10th  of  July,  he  would  be  entided 
to  receive  the  half-year's  dividend  due  in 
January,  and  the  half-year's  due  in  Octo- 
ber. If  the  whole  instalments  were  not 
X2 
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paid  up  till  after  July,  lie  would  not  be 
entitled  to  any  dividend  till  January. 

Mr.  IIUME  :  Then  we  were  to  pay  in- 
terest from  the  5th  of  January;  so  that 
this  was  an  addition  to  the  charge.  He 
was  surprised  that  the  old  mode  of  borrow- 
ing such  sums  should  have  been  departed 
from  on  this  occasion,  and  could  not  but 
express  his  regret  at  such  departure.  Upon 
a  former  occasion,  ho  had  been  prepared 
to  show,  when  the  15,000,000/.  loan  was 
contracted  for,  that  the  country  sustained 
a  loss  of  2,G00,000/..  yet  he  could  get  no 
one  to  support  him.  In  this  case,  wo  were 
to  give  8,938,947?.  for  8,000,000/.,  and 
to  pay  interest  upon  the  former  sum ;  and, 
though  the  money  was  not  to  be  all  had 
till  July,  wo  were  to  pay  interest  from  Ja- 
nuary. He  did  not  doubt  that  the  stock 
would  be  at  3  or  4  per  cent  premium  to- 
morrow. A  loan  of  8,000,000*.  was  a  trifle 
for  our  money  market,  and  the  giving  such 
tenns  was  a  mistake.  He  thought  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  made  it  an  open 
loan.  He  had  been  informed  that  this 
morning,  in  the  City,  the  loan  had  been  at 
a  premium  of  1 J  per  cent.  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  advertised  for  8,000,000/.,  and 
had  left  the  terms  open,  they  would  have 
got  the  money  at  a  lower  rate.  It  was 
impossible,  indeed,  for  any  one  to  say  what 
another  operation  might  have  produced ; 
only,  upon  principle,  ho  made  these  obser- 
vations after  communication  with  persons 
better  informed  upon  the  subject  than  he 
was;  and  he  deeply  regretted  that  the 
loan  had  been  contracted  for  at  so  high  a 
figure. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  could  not  but  ex- 
press  his  sorrow  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  not  pursued  the  beaten 
track  which  had  been  followed  by  all  pre- 
ceding Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  for 
the  last  forty  years,  with  tho  exception  of 
the  ri;;ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge.  By  this 
course,  th(>y  had  added  to  the  national 
debt  of  the  country  175,000,000/.  By  the 
mode  of  contracting  for  the  loan  adopted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  ho  had 
thrown  away  2  per  cent.  He  ouglit  to  have 
got  1/.  j^tiriing  fur  1/.  stock.  If  the  right 
hon.  (fcntleman  had  issued  4.000,000/.  of 
Exchequer-bills,  he  might  have  increased 
their  interest  a  halfpenny  a  day  without 
exceeding  the  interest  of  3  per  cent,  and 
thoy  would  still  have  b(»rne  a  considerable 
premium.  If  ho  had  issued  4,000.000/. 
ExcluMiuer-Mll^,  he  would  havo  had  to 
borrow  only  a  moderate  sum  besides,  if 


the  calculations  of  the  right  Lon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  prosperity  of  our  finances 
were  well  foundeii.  lie  contended  that  we 
ought  not  to  increase  the  principal  of  the 
national  debt  in  time  of  peace.  He  re- 
gretted extremely  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  adopted  a  course  which 
would  havo  been  creditable  to  himself  and 
advantageous  to  the  country. 

Upon  the  Resolution  being  put  from  tho 
Chair, 

Mr.  HUME  asked  why  the  money  had 
not  been  borrowed  at  par  ?  When  the  re- 
solutions were  reported,  he  should  consider 
it  his  duty  to  put  on  record  a  dissent  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  loan  had  been 
effected. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER stated,  that  he  had  followed  the 
course  pursued  by  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  many  years  past;  and  the 
mode  which  had  been  adopted  for  tho  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  the  loan,  was  that  which 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  appeared  the 
most  advantageous.  He  had  to  state,  that 
the  two  parties  to  whom  he  had  referred 
as  having  made  the  offers  for  tho  loan, 
were  Messrs.  Rothschild  and  Messrs.  Bi^ 


rmg. 

House  resumed. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 


POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAM))  BILL. 
Loud  J.  RUSSELL:  I  am  desirous  of 
stating  in  a  general  manner  what  is  pro- 
posed as  some  substantial  amendment  in 
the  pennanent  poor  law  of  Ireland,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  now  bringinfi^  the  subject 
under  discussion,  but  merely  that  tho  House 
may  have  the  opportunity  of  knowing  as 
early  as  possible  tho  tendency  of  Uieso 
Amendments.  I  propose  afterwards  that 
the  House  go  into  Committee  on  Monday 
next  for  the  ]>urposc  of  discussing  tho 
Amendments  of  the  Bill.  With  respect  to 
the  first  clause,  it  has  been  objected  that 
although  the  guardians  are  obhgcd  to  re- 
lieve persons  out  of  the  workhouse  when 
the  workhouse  is  full,  or  when  from  fever 
it  is  impossible  relief  can  be  given  in  the 
workhouse,  thoy  are  not  obliged  to  give 
rehef  unless  the  workhouse  be  full ;  yet  I 
consid(T,  by  carrying  out  the  former  Act, 
the  necessary  relief  can  be  given.  Cer- 
tainly this  case  might  arise :  the  guardians 
might  refuse  to  give  relief  to  a  number  suf- 
ficient to  fill  the  workhouse,  tho  workhouse 
being  able  to  hold  40H ;  but.  that  number 
not  being  in  it,  the  guardians  niiicht  say  the 
wurkhou.*«o  was  not  full,  and  give  no  fur- 
ther relief.     But  in  order  to  prevent  such 
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an  abuse,  we  propose,  by  additional  words, 
tbat  the  guardians  be  required  to  relieve 
other  persons  than  those  in  the  workhouse 
of  the  uuion,  when  there  is  room  in  such 
workhouse.  With  regard  to  the  second 
clause,  the  words  proposed  to  be  intro- 
duced are  in  order  to  enable  the  guardians 
to  meet  the  exigencies  which  may  arise. 
In  a  subsequent  clause — Clause  9 — we 
propose  to  alter  the  liability  of  the  out-door 
roHef  being  charged  on  the  union;  the 
change  we  propose  to  make  is  to  place  the 
charge  up  to  a  certain  amount  upon  the 
electoral  district.  We  propose  to  place 
them  on  the  electoral  districts,  the  same 
as  those  detained  in  the  workhouse ;  but  if 
the  charge  shall  exceed  2^.  (jd,  in  the 
pound  in  the  year,  then,  in  that  case,  it 
shall  be  charged  on  the  union  at  large. 
We  likewise  propose  to  change  the  number 
of  eX'Officio  guardians.  In  Ireland  the 
guardians  are  elected  from  the  whole  num- 
ber of  magistrates,  forming  about  a  fourth 
part  of  the  whole  body  eligible  for  guar- 
dians; now,  what  we  propose  as  an  Amend- 
ment is,  that  they  may  elect  a  number  of 
magistrates  equal  to  the  number  of  eligible 
guardians  ;  i,  e.,  that  one-half  of  the  whole 
body,  but  not  exceeding  one-half,  may  be 
magistrates.  Wo  also  propose  to  introduce 
a  clause  similar  to  that  in  the  temporary 
measure,  giving  power  to  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  to  remove  boards  of  guar- 
dians, and  appoint  paid  guardians.  These, 
then,  are  the  general  Amendments  which 
we  propose  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  except  with  the  addition  of  those 
alterations  which  may  be  necessary  to  make 
the  Bill  clear.  There  is  another  point  on 
which  we  had  intended  to  make  some 
change;  and  although  it  has  been  consi- 
dered a  good  deal,  I  am  not  able  just  at 
present  to  state  what  change  may  be  pro- 
posed. The  House  is  aware  that  with 
regard  to  poor  relief  in  England,  relief  is 
not  given  to  a  person  having  sufficient 
means  for  his  own  support,  and  that  such 
person  has  no  claim  to  relief;  but,  however, 
it  frequently  happens  that  a  person  in  the 
occupation  of  a  cottage  does  go  into  the 
workhouse  during  the  winter  time,  and  is 
allowed  to  return  to  his  cottage  again  when 
the  winter  is  over,  and  there  is  a  greater 
demand  for  labour ;  and  it  has  been  pro- 
posed as  regards  Ireland,  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  no  relief  should  be  given  to  any 
person  possessing  above  half  an  acre  of 
land.  Now,  I  find  in  this  respect  that  we 
are  between  two  cases ;  if  we  Bay  that  a 
person  should  be  required  not  to  possess 


I  any  land  whatever  before  he  seeks  relief, 
then  there  is  the  danger  that  the  poor 
'  person  who  might  retain  his  cottage  would 
I  be  deprived  of  the  occupation ;  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  say  rehef  is  to  be  given  to 
people  occupying — suppose  half  an  acre  or 
more — ^thero  is  the  danger  that  we  may  be 
doing  an  injury,  by  perpetuating  some  of 
the  worst  holdings  in  Ireland.  Between 
these  two  opposite  dangers,  the  Government 
wish  to  take  some  further  time  for  consider- 
ation ;  and  though  I  do  not  think  it  right 
that  people  occupying  land  should  receive 
relief,  yet  there  might  be  some  calculation 
made  by  which  people  occupying  small 
portions  of  land  might  for  a  time  receive 
relief.  I  think  that  the  general  rule  which 
applies  to  England  might,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, be  beneficially  applied  to  Ireland;  but 
on  this,  however,  I  am  sure  that  we  shall 
all  agree,  that  those  who  have  other  means 
of  subsistence  should  not  be  entitled  to 
poor-law  relief.  This  is  the  general  ex- 
tent of  the  Amendments;  and  I  shall  pro- 
pose that  the  House  do  go  into  Committee 
pro  form/1  with  this  Bill,  and  proceed  with 
the  other  Bill — the  Landed  Property  (Ire- 
land) Bill — ^before  this  Bill,  and  with  both 
as  quickly  as  possible. 

Mr.  SHAW  considered  that  the  under- 
standing was,  that  they  should  not  have 
any  debate  that  night  on  the  general  sub- 
ject of  tho  Irish  poor  law,  and  he  did  not 
even  mean  to  discuss  or  give  his  opinion 
upon  the  Amendments  just  announced  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell);  his  (Mr. 
Shaw's)  only  desire  was  to  be  sure  that  he 
understood  them.  As  he  understood  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Amendment  on  the  first 
clause  was,  so  far  to  extend  the  authority  of 
the  Commissioners  as  that  their  power  of 
ordering  relief  in  food  to  the  destitute,  in 
case  of  the  workhouse  being  full,  should 
not  be  evaded  by  the  guardians  saying  they 
would  prevent  its  being  full,  by  red^sing 
destitute  persons  who  ought  to  be  admitted. 
But  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  did  not  conceive  that 
tho  noble  Lord  meant  to  give  an  absolute 
right  to  relief  to  tho  able-bodied  even  in 
the  workhouse,  as  that  would  seem  neces- 
sarily to  entail  the  law  of  settlement,  and 
much  of  tho  English  poor-law  machinery, 
which  was  not  applicable  to  Ireland.  The 
noble  Lord's  second  Amendment,  as  he 
(Mr.  Shaw)  nnderstood,  was  to  facilitate 
the  power  of  giving  increased  accommoda- 
tion for  in-door  rehef,  by  means  of  tem- 
porary buildings.  The  third  Amendment, 
relating  to  the  9th  clause,  was  a  recogni- 
tion by  the  noble  Lord  of  the  prmciple  of 
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rating  tho  Bmallcr  district,  the  electoral 
division,  in  preference  to  the  union  at 
large  ;  but  in  case  of  the  rate  reaching  a 
maximum  of  2s.  6d,  in  any  one  electoral 
district,  then  that  the  surplus  should  be 
put  upon  the  union;  and,  fourthly,  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  ready  to  acknowledge 
the  propriety  of  not  allowing  relief  to  any 
person  who  held  land  above  a  very  small 
quantity,  but  that  the  Government  had  not 
yet  determined  what  the  exact  limit  should 
be,  whether  half  an  acre  or  less.  lie  be- 
lieved those  were  the  alterations  intended 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and  that  was  all  that 
he  (Mr,  Shaw)  required  to  know  at  that 
Btage  of  the  proceedings. 

Sir  R.  peel  asked,  whether,  suppos- 
ing the  workhouse  to  be  full,  it  was  in- 
tended during  the  period  it  remained  fiill, 
to  give  such  right  of  relief  to  the  destitute 
poor  in  the  union  as  existed  in  England, 
that  was  to  say,  out-door  relief? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL,  in  reply  to  the 
first  question  of  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Shaw),  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  see  that  by  the  first  clause  the 
guardians  were  required  to  relieve  the  per- 
manently disabled  poor.  By  the  third 
clause,  as  it  stood,  on  an  order  from  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  the  guardians 
were  required  to  make  provision  for  the 
destitute  poor  for  a  certain  time  out  of  the 
workhouse,  tho  workhouse  being  full.  But, 
as  he  had  just  said,  this  case  might  arise, 
that  the  guardians  might  refuse  to  fill  the 
workhouse,  although  there  were  persons 
starving  in  the  union,  in  order  to  escape  tho 
obligation  to  relieve  the  destitute  poor  out 
of  the  workhouse.  The  Government  had, 
therefore,  thought  it  right  to  propose  an 
Amendment,  that  tho  guardians  should 
relieve  destitute  persons  out  of  the  work- 
house, the  workhouse  not  being  full.  With 
respect  to  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  the  right  would  not 
be  exactly  the  same  as  in  England.  There 
was  this  difference  in  England,  that  all  the 
relief  must  bo  given  in  food  ;  and  there 
was  this  other  ditforence,  that  in  many 
poor-law  unions,  by  order  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  relief  was  at  present  gi\  Jn 
on  the  ground  that  one  of  the  children,  or 
one  person  in  the  family,  was  sick.  The 
Government  did  not  projwso  anything  of 
that  kind  in  the  pn>scnt  measure.  It  would 
be  different  from  the  poor  law  in  England 
in  that  re8|>oct.  At  the  same  time,  there 
would  be  the  right  of  relief  out  of  tho 
workhouse,  and,  the  workhouse  being  full, 
the  Poor  Law  Commisaioners  would  itaue 


an  order  under  which  poor  persons  would 
be  relieved.  Of  course,  they  would  in- 
clude in  the  term  "  workhouse"  any  build- 
ing the  guardians  might  take  for  the  tem- 
poraiy  accommodation  of  the  paupers  of 
the  union. 

Mr.  BELLEW  said,  the  limit  at  which 
the  charge  on  the  union  was  proposed  to 
begin,  had  better  have  been  Zs.  or  4«.,  than 
2s,  6d.  The  determination  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  ex-officio  goardians, 
although  there  was  much  to  be  said  on 
both  sides,  would,  on  the  whole,  he 
thought,  not  be  favourably  received  in 
Ireland,  considering  the  great  responubi- 
lity  it  threw  on  the  landlords. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  was  very  sorry 
the  noble  Lord  had  given  up  the  uniform 
mode  of  rating.  With  regard  to  ex-oficio 
guardians,  he  greatly  feared  that  that 
provision  also  would  be  found  to  work  very 
badly,  and  to  be  much  complained  of.  On 
one  point  it  certainly  would  be  complained 
of — ^he  meant  with  respect  to  the  religion 
and  the  religious  teaching  of  paupers  in 
the  workhouse.  Occasions  had  occarred 
in  Ireland  in  which  the  proceedings  df  the 
elective  guardians  had  been  swamped,  and 
considerable  interference  with  the  religrious 
teaching  of  the  children  taken  place  by  tho 
ex-oficio  guardians  coming  down  to  the 
board  and  turning  the  scale.  If  the  Go- 
vernment meant  to  persist  in  the  present  pro- 
vision with  respect  to  ex-officio  guardians^ 
he  trusted  they  would  give  some  means  in 
other  provisions  of  tho  Bill  for  preventing 
the  teaching  of  the  children  in  the  work- 
houses being  interfered  with. 

Sir  p.  NORIIEYS  thought  the  noblo 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  not  acted  fairly 
towards  the  Irish  Members,  in  bringing 
forward  so  important  an  Amendment  as 
that  which  provided  that  the  charge  up  to 
a  certain  point  for  maintaining  the  poor 
should  he  levied  on  ]>articular  districts* 
which  perhaps  had  nothing  to  do  with  any 
such  expense.  That  question  should  not 
have  been  decided  by  the  noble  Lord  in 
private.  The  noble  Lord  might  say  the 
question  was  not  decided;  but  it  had  been 
virtually  settled,  and  it  was  not  at  all 
likely  that  the  noble  Lord  would  change 
his  opinion  and  acknowleiige  that  he  was 
in  the  wrong.  It  was  too  great  a  question 
for  a  Minister  to  decide  in  his  closet.  Did 
the  noble  Lord  not  recollect  that  he  (Sir  D. 
Xorreys)  presented  a  petition  the  other 
week  setting  forth  that  in  some  electoral 
districts  the  charge  for  maintaining  the 
poor  was  as  high  as  2#.  in  the  povid»  while 
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in  others  it  did  not  exceed  2Jd.,  and  yet 
the  noble  Lord  soomcd  to  think  that  in 
proposing  his  Amendment  ho  was  protect- 
ing the  electoral  districts  ?  The  noble 
Lord's  conduct  on  this  and  other  occasions 
had  shaken  his  (Sir  D.  Norreys')  confi- 
dence in  him.  He  had  exhibited  the  same 
vacillation  in  regard  to  the  Factory  Bill, 
and  other  measures  of  importance.  In 
fact,  the  noble  Lord  had  not  taken  that 
firm  stand  on  principle  which  he  should 
expect  in  a  political  leader.  He  hoped  to  see 
the  noble  Lord  take  a  stand  becoming  his 
position  as  the  head  of  a  Government  and 
the  head  of  a  party,  and  not  allow  himself 
to  be  swayed  and  influenced  by  the  sug- 
gestions of  interested  parties. 

Mr.  morgan  J.  O'CONNELL  said, 
if  the  hon.  Member  wished  for  an  op- 
portunity for  a  discussion  on  the  qiies- 
tion,  he  would  take  care  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  have  that  opportunity.  He 
would  take  cace,  also,  that  the  House 
should  have  an  opportunity,  not  only  of 
discussing  whether  there  should  be  out-door 
relief  given  in  the  manner  proposed,  but 
also  whether  the  rate  should  be  uniform 
throughout  the  whole  of  each  district. 
The  noble  Lord  might  tinker  and  patch  up 
this  part  of  the  law  as  much  as  he  pleased; 
but  he  would  find,  before  ^\q  years  had 
passed  over,  that  he  had  aggravated,  by  it, 
the  evils  he  meant  to  remedy.  An  uniform 
rate  was  the  only  one  which  combined  sim- 
plicity with  justice.     . 

Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  could  not  let 
the  opportunity  pass  without  entering  his 
protest  against  the  change  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  Avith  reference  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  boards  of  guardians.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel)  was 
in  ofiico,  he  proposed  that  one-third  instead 
of  one-fourth  should  be  ex-officio  guardians, 
though  he  was  forced  to  give  up  that  pro- 
position ;  but  the  noble  Lord  went  much 
further.  He  warned  the  noble  Lord  that 
his  measure  would  in  this  respect  create 
great  discontent  in  Ireland.  If  the  magis- 
trates were  fit  to  administer  the  afi'airs  of 
the  poor,  they  Avould  be  elected  by  the 
ratepayers;  if  they  were  not  fit,  he  thought 
it  was  scarcely  questionable  whether  they 
should  sit  on  the  board  or  not.  The  noble 
Lord's  alteration  would  give  a  great  acces- 
sion of  aristocratic  influence  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  boards.  He  was  extremely 
sorry  that  the  noble  Lord  had  overlooked 
the  notice  of  a  proposition  which  he  had  put 
on  the  Paper,  and  which  he  thought  would 
have  removed  many  of  the  objections  to 


the  adoption  of  electoral  divisions  for 
rating.  He  thought  the  best  thing  would 
be  to  have  a  new  arrangement  of  electoral 
divisions. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  said,  there  was  one 
alteration  which  he  thought  of  very  ma- 
terial importance,  viz.,  that  there  shoidd 
be  a  right  of  relief  in  some  shape  or  other, 
in  the  workhouse  or  out  of  it;  so  that  in 
Ireland,  as  in  England,  no  one  should  be 
allowed  to  starve.  The  concessions  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Government  to  the 
landlords,  he  thought,  were  very  large.  The 
second  clause  did  give  power  to  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  to  order  out-door  relief 
to  the  able-bodied  poor;  but  the  alteration 
now  made  was  very  material,  for  by  it  they 
only  had  power  to  order  relief  to  be  given 
out  of  doors  where  the  workliouse  was  full, 
or  so  dangerous,  from  contagious  fever, 
that  persons  could  not  enter  it.  The  next 
concession  was  to  the  landlords,  in  the 
clause  respecting  the  constitution  of  the 
boards  of  guardians.  That  was  a  great  al- 
teration, and  he  doubted  whether  the  poor 
would  not  suffer  from  it.  The  third  con- 
cession was  the  alteration  with  respect  to 
the  electoral  divisions.  The  fourth  con- 
cession was,  that  small  farmers  should  not 
be  allowed  any  claim  to  relief  until  they 
gave  up  their  property.  The  noble  Lord 
was  not  determined  whether  half  an  acre 
should  be  the  lowest  amount  of  land  to  be 
held  along  with  a  right  to  relief,  or  not. 
This  was  a  regulation  which  had  no  paral- 
lel either  in  the  law  of  Scotland  or  of 
England.  In  Scotland,  it  often  occurred 
that  the  farmer  of  a  small  farm  was  a  fit 
subject  for  relief;  for  instance,  from  his 
own  or  his  family's  sickness.  When  a 
fanner  in  Ireland  occupied  three  or  fomr 
acres,  as  from  300,000  to  400,000  of  the 
population  in  that  country  did,  and  was 
unable  to  obtain  work,  or  became  an  ob- 
ject of  relief  from  the  sickness  of  himself 
or  his  family,  was  he  to  part  with  his  oc- 
cupation before  he  was  relieved  ?  He  warn- 
ed the  noble  Lord  that  such  an  enactment 
would  lead  to  very  great  sensation  among 
that  class  of  persons  in  Ireland;  and  there 
was  already  a  very  strong  feeling  among 
that  class  lest  they  should  not  obtain  the 
right  to  permanent  relief  under  the  new 
poor  law.  He  had  not  observed  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  any  alteration  in 
the  clause  confining  the  right  of  out-door 
relief  to  the  permanently  disabled.  They 
constituted  but  a  very  small  part  of  the 
destitute  poor.  On  referring  to  the  lilts 
of  paupers  relieved  in  England,  he  found 
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that  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  divided 
them  into  nine  dilfcrcnt  classes,  who  were 
all  relieved  out  of  doors  in  England.  Yet 
this  class  of  disabled  was  the  only  one  that 
was  to  bo  relieved  out  of  doors  in  Ireland. 
Ho  had  really  thought  that  the  time  was 
come  when  the  poor  laws  of  England  and 
Ireland  were  to  be  assimilated.  If  the 
sick  poor  were  not  to  have  out  of  door  re- 
lief, to  a  very  largo  portion  of  the  poor  of 
Ireland  the  Act.  would  be  wholly  inade- 
quate. Ho  did  hope  that  this  clause  would 
be  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  they  would  see  that  the 
sick  poor,  most  of  all,  required  relief  at 
their  own  homes;  for,  unless  the  principal 
enactments  of  the  measure  were  assimilated 
to  those  of  the  poor  law  of  England,  there 
would  be  no  security  for  the  adequate  re- 
lief of  the  poor,  or  for  the  prevention  of 
that  emigration  which  the  poor  wore  forced 
to  resort  to,  in  order  to  obtain  from  our 
more  liberal  institutions  that  which  the  law 
denied  in  their  own  country.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  this  measure  was  to  be 
accompanied  by  another  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  mendicancy  in  Ireland.  On  the 
Ist  of  December,  1837,  the  noble  Lord 
based  the  proposition  he  then  made  for  a 
poor  law  on  the  advantage  which  it  would 
give  in  suppressing  mendicancy  in  Ireland. 
Sfendicancy  and  vagrancy,  however,  had 
not  been  put  down;  and  he  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  the  noble  Lord  would  see  the 
absolute  necessity  of  reintroducing  the 
clauses  on  this  subject  which  at  that  time 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  were  lost  in  the  Lords.  Unless  an 
end  wore  put  to  vagrancy,  the  workhouse 
relief  would  not  be  a  sufficient  remedy. 

Mr.  LRFUOY  wished  to  know  how  far 
the  workhouse  test  was  to  bo  extended,  by 
providing  additional  buildings  before  relief 
was  to  be  given  out  of  doors  ?  Upon  other 
points  he  tliought  it  would  bo  best  to  post- 
pone discussion  ;  but  he  believed  that  the  more 
the  questi<»n  of  union  rating  was  discussed, 
the  more  fair  it  would  appear  that  electoral 
rating  should  be  adhered  to;  and  with  re- 
gard to  the  denial  of  relief  to  the  occupiers 
of  land,  he  agn'ed  with  the  noble  Jjord 
that  there  was  no  reason  why  a  person  in 
tlio  (»ccupation  of  sevoral  acres  of  land 
Rhould  have  relief.  Thest*  were  points, 
however,  which  could  be  better  discussed 
on  a  future  occasion. 

Mil.  D.  CALLAiMIAX  had  hoped  that 
the  noble  Lord's  obMorvations  would  have 
passed  fuh  silrntio:  but  as  tiiere  had  been 
a  discussion,  and  as  there  were  caeca  in 


which  Members  who  were  present,  and  did 
not  speak,  had  their  views  misconstmed, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words.  He  had 
read  many  petitions  presented  to  the  House 
during  the  present  Session,  and  the  great 
majority  were  not  in  favour  of  the  electoral 
district  system,  but  of  a  rating  more  exten- 
sive even  than  the  union.  They  advocated 
one  uniform  rating  throughout  the  couDtry. 
He  was  not  a  guaxdian  himself,  but  he  had 
heard  that  almost  all  the  squabbles  were 
about  electoral  rates;  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  more  extended  the  surface  over 
which  the  rate  was  collected,  the  better  it 
would  be  for  the  comfort  of  the  people. 
He  had  heard,  with  great  regret,  the  pro- 
posed changes  in  the  number  of  ex-ofieio 
guardians,  which  would  be  unpalatable  in 
Ireland.  In  his  own  union  ho  knew  of  one 
ex-officio  guardian,  who  frequently  attend- 
ed, yet  who  did  not  pay  a  penny  of  the 
rate,  or  own  one  pennyworth  of  property 
in  the  county. 

Mr.  SHAW  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  did  ho  intend  to  introduce  a  Va- 
grancv  Act  for  Ireland,  to  accompany  the 
New  Poor  Law  Bill  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  replied  that  there 
should  bo  a  Vagrancy  Bill  for  Ireland  in- 
troduced; but  as  to  the  time  for  introduc- 
ing it,  he  had  not  yet  made  up  his  mind. 

Bill  went  through  Committee  pro  forma. 

LANDED  rROPEIlTY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  sUtcd  that  aa 
the  Amendments  which  he  proposed  to  in- 
troduce into  this  Bill  were  of  a  compara- 
tively trivial  nature,  he  did  not  think  that 
it  was  necessary  then  to  commit  it,  but  he 
should  at  once  propose  that  the  Committee 
on  it  be  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  hoped,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  without  delay  make  some 
progress  with  the  other  Bills.  Ireland 
was  in  a  most  disastrous  con<lition,  and 
they  were  going  on  spending  large  sums 
of  money;  but  nothing  was  done  for  the 
permanent  iniprovoment  of  the  country, 
lie  went  as  far  as  almost  any  one  for  the 
adoption  of  out-door  relief,  and  therefore 
he  was  glad  that  it  had  been  adopted  in 
tlie  Bill  just  before  the  House.  It  was  now 
the  sixth  week  of  the  Session,  and  little  or 
nothing  had  been  done;  they  were  still 
going  on  expending  large  sums  of  money 
on  useless  works,  instead  of  looking  to  the 
construction  of  permanently  beneficial 
works,  such  as  those  involved  in  the  pro- 
posal of  tho  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn.     What  was  the  nature  of  this  Bill  ? 
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It  gave  the  power  to  spend  l,600,000i.  in 
drainage,  and  it  would  afford  employment 
to  the  people  now  subsidised  by  the  Go- 
Temment  for  two  months;  and  this  was  all 
that  was  proposed  to  be  done,  to  effect  the 
great  object  of  taking  the  people  off  ftt>m 
the  construction  of  useless  roads  to  perma- 
nent beneficial  employment.  On  a  former 
night  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  made 
a  suggestion  as  to  the  employment  of  the 
people,  which  was  well  worthy  of  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government.  He  wi^ed  to 
know  when  the  Waste  Lands  BiUs  would 
be  brought  forward.  He  regretted  that 
nothing  had  been  done  as  to  a  measure  for 
tenant  compensation. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  hardly  knew 
whether  it  was  necessary  to  give  any  fur- 
ther answer  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  than  those  which  he  had  already 
given.  With  respect  to  the  present  Bill, 
he  thought  that  it  would  be  better  to  go 
through  it  clause  by  clause,  which  pro- 
ceeded in  conformity  with  the  views  of  the 
most  enlightened  friends  of  Ireland,  as  re- 
garded the  adoption  of  internal  improve- 
ments. It  appeared  to  him  that  they  took 
the  most  practical  course  in  proceeding 
with  these  two  measures,  which  were  of  the 
greatest  possible  importance,  as  nearly  as 
possible  together,  so  that  they  might  be 
sent  up  to  the  other  House  together.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed  poor  law  was 
not  calculated  to  make  the  country  rich; 
now  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  believed  thai  a 
good  poor  law  in  Ireland  would  tend  to 
do  so.  He  received  the  other  day  a  letter 
from  a  landed  proprietor  in  Ireland,  who 
resided  on  his  estate,  in  which  he  was  as- 
sured that  the  farmers  employed  labour 
more  readily  and  more  extensively  when 
they  found  that  the  labourers  were  likely 
to  become  chargeable  on  the  rates.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  his  regret  that 
large  sums  of  money  had  been  expended 
in  works  of  a  particular  character;  now  he 
(Lord  John  Russell)  thought  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  attach  suffioi^t  value 
to  the  recent  expenditure  of  large  suma  of 
money  in  the  present  crisis  in  Ireland,  ao 
as  to  enable  the  people  to  earn  suffieient  to 
enable  them  to  obtain  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence. He  conceived  that  it  was  t 
so  much  importance  as  to  w  sr  | 
works  on  which  the  people  wer  >  en 
were  productive  or  not;  b  6| 

should  be  such  an  outlay  1        i 
remote  parts  of  the  e<  %  •  07  < 

ployment  on  railways  or  any  < 


might  be  enabled  to  get  suffieient  to  mp- 
port  them.  He  hop^  that  many  (tf  the 
roads  which  had  already  been  oonstmeiedl, 
or  were  now  in  the  course  of  eonstmotioo, 
would  prove  to  beusefhl  works;  but,  under 
any  cireumstanoee,  it  was  of  tlie  groataet 
importance  that  there  shoidd  be  Mlvaaoea 
of  money  for  the  employment  of  labour  al 
a  time  when  the  pepidatioii  was  in  saeii  % 
state  of  destitution.  He  could  assure  tke 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  measure  relaliBg 
to  waste  lands  should  be  introduced  veij 
shortly.  He  had  spoken  a  few  daya  ms  to 
^e  Lord  Cbaneellor  on  the  subject  of-  tlM) 
waste  lands,  and  he  had  found  that  il  «w( 
neoessaary  to  consult  the  Lord  GhaaaeUor 
of  Ireland  on  the  eubjeet,  as  it  waa  deim- 
Ue  to  see  whether  the  law  was  the  Murie 
on  the  subject  in  England  and  IrelanL 
Under  these  euroumstances  he  would  aak^ 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  submil 
to  a  little  delay,  so  as  to  introduee  titd 
measure  in  as  perfect  a  form  as  poaaiblef 
The  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  tiUtt 
Bills  had  passed  that  House  in volving  pub- 
lic imjprovementa,  which,  in  oonseqileMerf 
such  informalitiea  or  tedmical  miatakea, 
had  not  beoome  operative;  it  was  thertf* 
fore  moat  desirable,  in  a  measure  like  thai 
which  he  had  alluded  to,  to  avoid  anjthii^ 
of  the  kind.  He  could  only  repeat  tkal 
there  was  every  desire  on  the  iMrt  ef -dHi 
Government  to  bring  forward  tnia  mtmmm 
with  as  little  delay  as  poasiblet  and  -ka 
trusted  that  the  hon.  C^tleiiiaa  aadOe 
House  would  show  wim»  fbrbearaiioee,^0oii- 
sidering  the  difficultiea  of  the  autgeet^riih 
which  Siey  had  to  deaL 

Ifo.  HUME  felt  bound  to  ezpr 
dissent  firc«n  the  speech  ef  the  noUe  j 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to      nk  1    « 
only  thing  was  to  give  moi      to  the 
so  as  to  enable  them  to  pnr        tl 
with  food;    but  he  e 
mon^  so  given  should beez 
a  way  as  to  provide  for  the  1 
fore  of  the  people.  Asiti 
that  had  hitherto  been  4 
withdraw  the  people  fr 
which  was  of  the  moat  cc 
namely,  the  cultivate 
concaved  thftt  the  Q» 
in  a  measure  so  tn  «" 
proprietOTS,  by  aUb 
sale  of  laad»  aa  to  « 
ymentto  the 
noUe  Lo  B  V 
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years*  purchase;  and  this  had  hcen  bought 
by  persons  of  capital  in  that  vicinity.  No 
permanent  improvement  could  take  place 
if  the  greatest  care  was  not  taken  as  to  the 
character  of  the  works  on  which  the  people 
were  employed.  He  held  in  his  hand  an 
extract  which  he  had  taken  from  a  Sligo 
paper,  which  showed  that  the  system  of 
puolic  works  adopted  had  tended  to  take 
all  those  engaged  in  labour  from  useful 
and  productive  employment;  and  this  had 
been  attended  with  the  most  scandalous 
expenditure.  As  for  the  delay  in  the  in- 
troduction of  the  measure  relating  to  waste 
lands,  he  thought  means  might  readily  be 
adopted  to  facilitate  the  sale  of  lands  now 
in  Chancery.  It  was  stated  in  the  appen- 
dix to  Lord  Devon's  report,  that  notwith- 
standing the  severest  pressure  on  the  land- 
owner, he  could  not  sell  any  portion  of  his 
land  in  consequence  of  its  being  involved 
in  some  Chancery  suit,  and  that  this  had 
been  productive  of  the  greatest  mischief. 
Why  not  adopt  the  same  principle  with 
regard  to  these  lands  as  was  acted  upon 
where  land  was  taken  for  railroads  ?  When 
land  in  Chancery  was  wanted  for  a  railroad, 
the  value  of  it  was  duly  estimated,  and  the 
money  was  paid  into  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  the  dispute  or  suit  went  on  with  re- 
spect to  the  money  instead  of  the  land. 
Why  was  not  this  principle  acted  upon  with 
regard  to  land  in  Ireland  ?  He  entreated 
the  noble  Lord  at  once  to  bring  in  the 
Waste  Lands  Bill. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  could  not  take  so 
sanguine  a  view  as  his  noble  Friend  had 
done  of  the  improvements  which  had  been 
made  in  the  roads  in  Ireland  under  the 
Public  Works  Act.  He  had  received  on 
Saturday  a  report  of  a  mooting,  from 
which  it  appearetl  thnt  the  view  taken  by 
his  noble  Friend  was  not  that  held  by  per- 
sons the  best  able  to  form  an  opinion  on 
the  subject.  The  paper  he  alluded  to  con- 
tained a  report  of  a  speech  made  by  Mr. 
Bianooni,  than  whom  no  one  was  a  bettor 
judge  of  the  alle;^o(l  improvements  in 
the  roads  in  Ireland.  That  gontleman 
said — 

"If  the  rn;rlii«h  P.irli.imont  lia*!  known  nnr- 
thin^  of  the  count nr,  it  wnuUi  not  liavo  ^ivon  niil- 
lionii  to  .s{ivntl  in  wuch  a  vr.!}'  ah  to  render  ini]>.i88- 
able  the  conununioationn  thnniu'hout  tho  country, 
instead  of  exiM^ndin;;  tho  money  in  prtxluctivu  em- 
ployment. He  hegan  to  apprehend  thnt  Knp:1and 
was  afraid  of  tho  ]ironpority  of  Ireland,  which 
might  Iw  ft)!hiwc«l  hy  her  ind(>i)cnden(*e.  In  con- 
•i'uuenco  of  the  state  of  tho  rikids,  ho  li.ifi  been 
obliged  to  abandon  ncveral  earn  lM'twi*en  differunt 
places,  and  which  requinM  lOU  horses,  a«  well 
99  aflbrded  employment  to  soTeral  men.     Inttoad 


of  the  Parliament  giring  money  for  the  eoutme* 
tion  of  railroads  or  other  j>roductiTo  ktbour,  it 
had  given  money  to  spoil  roads  which  were  hither- 
to good." 

Under  these  circumstances,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  making  of  these  roads  could 
be  considered  as  tending  so  much  to  the 
improvement  of  the  country. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  did  not  say 
that  he  was  sanguine  as  to  the  advantages 
of  these  public  works,  but  he  stated  that 
the  chief  object  in  view  was  the  employ* 
ment  of  the  people. 

Sm  J.  GRAHAM  apprehended,  from  a 
passage  in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
that  he  entertained  the  opinion  that  it  was 
comparatively  immaterial  as  to  whether 
the  capital  given  for  public  works  in  Ire- 
land  was  expended  on  productive  or  unpro- 
ductive works;  he  (Sir  James  Graham) 
believed  that  it  was  of  the  greatest  impor- 
tance for  national  objects  that  every  far- 
thing now  expended,  should  be  spent  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  promote  the  future 
welfare  of  the  country.  He  rose,  how- 
ever, chiefly  for  the  purpose  of  offering  one 
suggestion.  It  would  be  in  the  highest 
degree  unjust,  considering  the  great  pres- 
sure on  the  Government  in  the  difBculties 
which  had  arisen  in  Ireland,  to  complain, 
in  the  slightest  degree,  of  delay  in  bring- 
ing forward  measures  to  meet  those  diffi- 
culties. With  reference  to  the  permanent 
measures  for  the  improvement  of  Ireland, 
he  thought  that  it  would  be  most  impor- 
tant, for  the  iuture  relief  of  that  country, 
that  the  measures  contomplateil  for  facili- 
tating the  reclamation  of  waste  lands 
should  contain  provisions  to  relieve  tho 
owners  from  those  impediments  which  bur- 
dened the  sale  of  their  lands.  The  im- 
portance of  these  measures  could  not  bo 
overstated.  The  rights  of  creditors  and 
the  rights  of  heirs  should  be  carefully  con- 
sidered; and  it  should  l>o  provided  that  in 
giving  the  promised  relief,  no  great  princi- 
ple of  law  should  be  violate<l.  He.  there- 
f(»re,  rejoiced  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Knghmd  ami  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land s]n)uld  have  had  their  earne*»t  atten- 
ticm  directed  to  the  lUil ;  but,  judging 
from  his  experience  of  the  last  Session,  he 
thought  tho  House  had  reason  to  appre- 
hend that  if  the  matter  w^tc  left  exclu- 
niveiy  in  the  hands  of  lawyers,  no  such  re- 
lief as  the  urgency  of  the  case  required 
wouhl  bo  obtained.  In  th(*  last  Session, 
that  House  had  sent  up  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  by  an  almost  unanimous 
vote,  a  dauie  in  the  Bill  for  the  drainage 
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of  lands  in  Ireland  with  regard  tp  advances 
to  bo  made  to  estates — a  clause  enabling 
tenants  for  life  to  borrow  money  for  tlie 
purposes  of  drainage,  duo  precaution  being 
taken  that  the  inheritance  should  not  be 
damaged  by  such  a  loan,  and  provision 
being  mado  that  a  competent  tribunal 
should  certify  that  the  outlay  would  be 
productive,  and  the  improvement  without 
injury  to  the  fee-simple  value.  Precaution 
was  also  taken  that  the  debts  shoidd  be  a 
first  charge  on  the  land.  That  clause  was 
introduced  by  the  Government,  and  passed 
without  meeting  any  great  opposition  from 
landed  proprietors.  But  what  happened  to 
it  in  the  other  House?  Why,  the  law 
Lords — Lord  Cottenham,  Lord  Campbell, 
Lord  Langdale,  and  Lord  Lyndhurst,  the 
then  Lord  Chancellor — without  distinction 
of  party,  all  made  conmion  cause,  and  ap- 
plied the  strict  technicalities  of  the  law  of 
England  to  the  measure.  Those  law  Lords 
conjoined,  and  forced  upon  the  other  House 
the  rejection  of  that  clause  of  the  Bill, 
and  it  came  down  again  to  the  House  of 
Commons  mutilated.  He  must  say  that 
they  were  forced  to  yield,  although  the 
Bill  was  returned  to  them  so  altered,  bo 
mutilated,  and,  in  his  opinion,  greatly  im- 
paired. Yet  although  he  thus  plainly  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  with  regard  to  that 
measure,  he  should  repeat,  that  he  rejoiced 
to  hear  that  the  Lord  Chancellors  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  were  giving  their  atten- 
tion to  tho  Bill  about  to  be  brought  before 
Parliament.  He  should  be  sorry  that  any 
of  the  strict  rules  of  equity  should  be  dis- 
carded in  the  matter.  The  rights  of  cre- 
ditors should  be  preserved  intact,  and  the 
rights  of  heirs  should  not  be  overlooked, 
and  all  contingent  rights  in  posse,  looking 
further  forward,  ought  to  be,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, maintained.  But  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied that  no  remedy  would  be  speedily 
given  at  all  adequate  to  the  pressure  of 
the  prevailing  circumstances;  and  ho  there- 
fore hoped  the  Government  would  mature 
their  measures  as  soon  as  possible,  and 
bring  forward  speedily  such  as,  on  the  one 
hand,  the  law  authorities  might  bo  willing 
to  assent  to,  and  such  as,  on  tho  other, 
should  be  of  sufficient  efficacy  to  meet 
the  real  difficulties  and  emergencies  of  Ire- 
land. The  suggestion  he  had  to  make  to 
the  noble  Lord  was,  that  whilst  they  were 
in  that  House  discussing  the  measures  of 
poor  laws  and  the  Bills  for  aiding  the  im- 
provement of  estates,  and  enabling  tenants 
for  life  to  incur  debt  for  that  purpose,  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  might,  in  his 


opinion,  be  occupied  in  forwarding  ihose 
measures  to  which  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  the  great  law  authorities  should 
give  their  attention,  and  on  which  their 
opinions  would  bo  most  required.  He  hoped 
that  in  ten  or  twelve  days  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  enabled,  as  ho  had  expressed  his 
hope,  to  bring  forward  the  measure  of 
which  he  had  spoken,  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  might  then  bo  occupied  in 
considering  details  to  which  he  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  attributed  the  utmost  importance, 
and  which  ought  not  to  be  longer  delayed. 
Ho  begged  to  offer  the  suggestion  merely 
to  the  noble  Lord.  He  would  not  wish  to 
embarrass,  or  unduly  to  hurry  the  Govern- 
ment, because  he  thought  they  had  shown 
the  greatest  desire  to  bring  forward  mea- 
sures to  meet  the  present  difficulties,  and 
it  would  be  most  unfair  to  press  upon  them 
so  as  in  any  manner  to  embarrass  them. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  participated  in  the 
regret  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  delay  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
bringing  forward  measures  of  great  impor- 
tance. But  it  woidd  be  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  allow  the  important  mea- 
sures to  which  he  had  referred  to  be 
brought  before  either  House  of  Parliament 
until  the  details  had  been  duly  prepared. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  no  long  time 
would  now  elapse  before  the  other  House 
of  Parhament  would  be  occupied  in  consid- 
ering measures  for  the  purpose  of  facili- 
tating the  sale  of  estates  in  Ireland.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  had  sent  over 
his  views  upon  tho  subject.  It  had  since 
undergone  consideration  by  tho  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  England,  and  it  was  then  in  such 
a  state  of  forwardness  as  that  it  would  soon 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  other  House. 
But  there  was  one  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  to  which  he  would  adrert. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  haro 
imagined  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  had  stated  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  indifference  to  him  whether  the 
money  given  to  employ  the  Irish  labourers 
was  spent  upon  productive  or  unproductive 
works.  [Sir  J.  Geaiiam  :  Of  comparatiye 
indifference.]  He  accepted  tho  distinction, 
but  the  noble  Lord  had  never  said  any 
such  thing.  It  was  obvious  that  were  a 
choice  to  be  given  between  non-productive 
and  reproductive  works,  the  latter  should 
be  preferred  when  a  certain  sum  of  money 
was  to  be  spent.  What  his  noble  Friend 
had  said  was,  that  it  should  be  always  borne 
in  mind,  in  considering  that  question,  that 
the  primary  point  was,  in  the  present  oon- 
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dition  of  Ireland,  to  save  human  life  and 
to  dimiuish  human  Buffering  as  much  as 
possihle.  So  far  as  that  ohject  could  be 
combined  with  reproductive  employment,  it 
would  bo  desirable;  but  they  should  not 
lose  sight  of  the  pressing  necessity.  It 
was  very  easily  said  that  they  should  em- 
ploy their  money  only  in  reproductive 
works;  but  ho  felt  sure  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  not  give  his  assent  to  the  pro- 
position relative  to  productive  employment, 
which  had  been  so  repeatedly  put  forward, 
namely,  that  the  Government  should  un- 
dertake the  ordinary  cultivation  of  the 
soil.  They  should  recollect  that  the  pri- 
mary object  was  to  furnish  employment 
throughout  the  country;  and  it  would  not 
do  to  employ  the  money  in  certain  places 
only,  where  they  would  necessarily  collect 
together  the  whole  of  the  population  of  the 
surrounding  district.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  himself  spoken  the  other  night 
against  the  employment  of  the  Irish  popu- 
lation in  the  making  of  railroads,  for  the 
very  reason  that  the  people  would  be 
thereby  congregated  together  at  particu- 
lar spots.  They  should  try  to  bring  em- 
ployment homo  to  every  Irishman;  but  he 
thought  that  it  would  bo  ruinous  to  employ 
money  in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  Were 
they  to  do  so,  the  whole  private  employ- 
ment in  the  country  would  cease.  All  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil  would  cease  except 
that  done  by  the  Governniont;  and  great 
and  llorculean  as  was  the  task  already  un- 
dertaken by  the  Government,  it  would  be 
as  nothing  compared  to  that  which  would 
then  be  laid  on  them.  The  most  sweeping 
censures  had  been  cast  upon  them,  because 
they  had  not  followed  a  diiforont  course 
from  that  which  they  had  adopted  in  fur- 
nishing me<ins  of  subsistence  to  the  poor  of 
Ireland,  and  because  they  bad  preferred 
giving  that  employment  upon  what  were 
called  public  works,  rather  than  having  re- 
course to  a  sy.stein  of  what  might  have 
l)een  called  repn>ductive  works.  And  he 
could  not  help  regretting  that  what  seemed 
to  bo  a  sort  of  censure  upon  them,  should 
have  fallen  from  tlie  ri'^lit  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dorchester,  b<M.*au8o  he 
thought  that  anything  like  censure  coming 
from  a  Gentleman  whoso  opinion  was  of  so 
much  weight  and  importance  in  the  House, 
should  be  well  considereil,  us  it  could  not 
fail  to  have  much  influence. 

Sill  1).  NimRKYS  thought,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  wishetl  really  to  effect  any  goo<l 
in  Ireland  by  his  measun^s,  he  should  carry 
them  with  a  detGrmincd  hand,     lie  should 
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not  bo  Btayed  by  many  of  the  heretofore 
received  restrictions  of  the  law.  For  in- 
stance, no  man  should  be  allowed  to  deny 
to  the  country  the  uses  and  advantages  to 
the  country  at  large  of  the  mineral  wealth 
which  his  estate  might  (uselessly  to  him- 
self) possess.  The  noble  Lord  should  not, 
in  the  present  state  and  condition  of  Ire- 
land, allow  the  old  ideas  of  the  sacredness 
of  property  to  prevent  the  undertaking  of 
any  measures  that  promised  to  be  generaUj 
beneficial  to  the  country.  And  he  thought 
there  ought  to  be  some  tribunal  erected  in 
Ireland  which  should  carry  such  measures 
into  effect,  without  rendering  an  appeal  to 
that  House  necessary. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  was  very  happy  to  hear 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  bring  into  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  the  Bill  for  facilitating  the 
sale  of  incumbered  estates  in  Ireland;  and 
he  hoped  that  some  such  law  would  also  be 
introduced  for  Scotland,  where  there  were 
many  estates  at  present  deeply  incum- 
bered, which  tho  proprietors  could  not 
dispose  of. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  would  ask, 
with  regard  to  the  defects  of  the  Drain- 
age Act  passd  last  year,  what  could 
be  expected  from  a  measure  introduced 
at  the  very  close  of  the  Session  ?  As 
to  the  censure  passeil  upon  the  road 
work,  he  asserted  that  by  tho  employ- 
ment given  in  the  improvement  of  the 
roads,  a  great  amount  of  human  life 
had  been  saved;  whilst  it  appeared  from 
returns  formerly  made,  that  improvements 
of  roads  in  Ireland,  by  opening  up  tho 
country  and  facilitating  the  means  of  in- 
ternal communication,  had  so  increased 
the  returns  of  the  Excise,  as  to  make  abun- 
dant repayment  of  the  original  expendi- 
ture. But  in  tlu»  present  distrc8se<l  con- 
dition of  tho  Irish  ])eople,  there  was  no 
possibility  of  giving  them  employment  in 
any  sort  of  reproductive  work  in  many  dis- 
tricts. He  could  speak  from  his  own  ex- 
perience of  a  district  near  Dublin.  Ho 
meant  that  of  Kingstown  and  Monsktown, 
where  there  were  no  reprotluclive  works 
upon  which  they  could  Iks  employe<l;  and 
the  committee  of  which  he  was  a  member 
had  no  choice  but  to  employ  them  on  the 
roads.  At  the  same  time  he  joined  in 
saying,  that  a  fair  measure  fur  the  recla- 
mation of  waste  lan<ls  ought  to  be  hurried 
forward.  As  to  the  complaint  of  some 
hon.  Members,  that  the  time  of  the  House 
was  entirely  taken  up  by  Iri«ih  affairs,  he 
thought  it  was  important  that  the  House 
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should  for  a  time  give  up  its  entire  atten- 
tion to  Irish  matters.  It  would  he  for  the 
benefit,  not  of  Ireland  merely,  hut  of  the 
empire  at  large,  for  the  question  hefore 
them  was  a  most  difficult  problem  to  solve. 

Mr.  SIIAW  said,  that  as  regarded  the 
Labour-rate  Act,  there  was  no  doubt  that 
in  many  parts  of  Ireland  it  had  worked 
very  ill*  but  still  in  some  parts  very  useful 
works  had  been  done  under  it ;  and,  at  aU 
events,  the  first  object  of  that  Act  was,  in  a 
moment  of  unexampled  emergency,  to  give 
wages,  so  that  the  people  might  not  perish 
from  want.  The  next,  that  some  work,  at 
least,  should  be  done  for  these  wages;  but 
there  was  one  consideration  that  the  House 
seemed  to  overlook,  that,  since  the  passing 
of  the  Temporary  Relief  Act,  the  Labour- 
rate  Act  was  superadded,  and  that  thence- 
forward the  question  would  not  be  between 
productive  and  reproductive  works,  but  be- 
tween productive  works  and  no  work  at  all, 
for  the  Temporary  llelief  Act  was  merely 
to  give  the  people  food,  and  not  work. 
While  he,  therefore,  was  ready  to  make 
every  allowance  for  the  Government,  con- 
sidering the  great  pressure  that  was  upon 
them,  still  he  would  urge  upon  them  the 
absolute  necessity  of  their  not  losing  a  mo- 
ment in  the  progress  of  that  Bill  then  be- 
fore the  House,  and  the  introduction  of  all 
others  that  they  contemplated  of  a  perma- 
nent nature  for  stimulating  the  industry 
and  developing  the  resources  of  the  coun- 
try, recollecting  always  the  immense  un- 
productive outlay  that  would  bo  going  on 
until  these  measures  came  into  operation. 

Mr.  r.  SCllOPE  said,  he  had  received 
a  letter  from  an  engineer,  employed  at 
present  in  Ireland,  who  stated  that  it  al- 
most broke  his  heart  to  be  obliged  to  go 
on  with  works  which  would  not  and  could 
not  repay  the  outlay  in  a  part  of  the  coun- 
try whore  he  was  surrounded  with  tracts 
of  beautiful  land,  capable  of  supporting 
the  population,  if  only  drained,  but  which 
was  altogether  swamped  with  water.  He 
added,  that  if  the  Government  had  the 
power  of  cutting  main  drains,  as  they  now 
liad  of  forming  main  roads  through  the 
country,  it  would  be  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance. The  subject  was  one  which  he 
(Mr.  Scropc)  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  directed  their  attention  to. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  O'BRIEN  said,  be- 
fore  the  noble  Lord  replied  to  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  he  begged 
to  make  a  single  observation.  It  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  he 
stated  on  Friday  last,  he  was  willing  to 


accept  the  English  poor  hw  for  Ireland, 
letter  by  letter,  and  clause  by  clause.  As 
there  was,  however,  a  Bill  brought  in  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  read  a  se- 
cond time  on  the  night  before  without  a 
division,  containing  two  principles  of  a  no- 
vel character,  he  wished  to  know  the  course 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  intended 
taking  with  regard  to  the  application  of 
those  principles  to  Ireland.  One  was,  that 
the  portion  of  the  rates  for  which  the  land- 
lord was  hable,  should  be  paid  in  the  first 
instance  by  him;  and  the  other  was,  that 
there  should  be  a  discretionary  power  in 
boards  of  guardians  to  decide  what  portion 
of  the  rate  to  be  collected  should  be  col- 
lected, or  should  go  into  arrear.  He  per- 
ceived with  much  sui*prise  that  the  sanction 
of  the  Government  had  been  given  to  a  BiU 
with  these  principles;  and  he  would  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
open  now  the  question  of  poor-law  rating 
in  Ireland;  and  if  so,  whether  they  were 
prepared  to  sanction  the  two  principles  to 
which  he  alluded  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  really  could 
not  presume  to  undertake  to  answer,  on 
that  Motion  for  putting  off  until  Monday 
next  the  Committee  on  the  Landed  Pro- 
perty (Ireland)  Bill,  for  all  the  various 
measures  which  it  might  be  in  the  contem- 
plation both  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  of  various  Members  of  the  House,  to 
introduce.  With  respect  to  the  question 
of  tho  hon.  Member  behind  him,  with  re- 
gard to  drainage  in  Ireland,  he  apprehend- 
ed that  the  operation  alluded  to,  could  be 
performed  under  tho  existmg  Bill,  though 
no  doubt  it  might  at  tho  same  time  be  a 
desirable  matter  to  have  all  the  provisions 
of  the  several  measures  embodied  in  one 
Act.  With  respect  to  the  question  of  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite,  he  really  could  not» 
seeing  that  there  was  another  discussion 
to  take  place  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rochdale,  undertake  to  state  what 
course  the  Government  would  he  prepared 
to  adopt  with  respect  to  all  the  detaik  of 
that  measure.  He  certainly  did  not  agree 
in  all  the  principles  introduced  into  the 
Bill;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
there  were  one  or  two  good  clauses  in  it, 
which  ought  to  receive  tiie  sanction  of  the 
House. 

Tho  Earl  of  LINCOLN  begged  to  re- 
mind  the  House  that  the  power  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  P. 
Scrope)  existed  under  the  Bill  which  had 
been  brought  in  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
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present  Earl  of  St.  Germans,  when  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  that  there  were 
four  other  extensive  systems  of  drainage 
brought  forward  under  the  sanction  of  the 
Government  of  which  he  (Lord  Lincoln) 
was  a  Member,  involving  an  expenditure 
in  tho  gross  of  120,000/.  or  130,000/.,  a 
portion  of  which  would  be  borne  by  the 
country. 
Committee  postponed. 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  HUME  said,  before  the  Speaker 
left  the  chair,  he  wished  to  offer  a  few 
observations  to  the  House.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  object  to  any  of  the  items 
to  be  submitted  to  them  in  Committee;  but 
he  really  could  not  avoid  calling  their  se- 
rious attention  to  the  situation  in  which 
they  were  going  to  place  themselves.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  noticed  on  a  former  evening 
the  gradual  increase  which  was  taking 
place  in  the  army,  navy,  and  ordnance  es- 
tablishments. Since  the  year  1822  there 
had  not  been  such  a  large  amount  re- 
quired for  these  departments  as  in  the 
present  year.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
were  the  particular  circumstances  of  the 
country  which  rendered  this  increase  ne- 
cessary in  the  present  year.  On  a  for- 
mer occasion,  when  the  position  of  the 
country  was  such  as  to  render  it  incapable 
of  bearing  a  proposed  increase  in  tnese 
establishments,  the  House  required  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  of  Finance  to 
inquire  how  the  increase  became  necessary; 
and  he,  for  one,  did  not  hope  for  any  suc- 
cess now  until  such  an  inquiry  was  insti- 
tuted. Each  of  these  departments  was  no 
doubt  anxious  to  keep  up  its  force  as  large 
as  possible;  but  it  was  for  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  to  deal  with  tho  aggre- 
gate amount,  and  to  see  that  no  expense 
was  incurred  that  could  be  avoided.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  no  such  care  had 
been  as  yet  manifested,  or  was  likely  to  bo 
exerted,  until  a  general  inquiry  took  place. 
It  might  be  said  that  tho  end  of  the  exist- 
once  of  Parliament  was  not  a  time  for  an 
inquiry  such  as  ho  recommended  to  be 
commenced;  but  he  trusted  that  next  Ses- 
sion, which  he  hoped  would  be  in  a  new 
Parliament,  the  matter  would  be  taken  up. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  listened  with 
alarm  to  some  of  the  reasons  put  forward 
by  his  hon.  Fnend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty— if  he  understood  him  rightly 


— ^to  prove  the  necessity  of  the  proposed 
increase.  His  hon.  Friend  dwelt  on  the 
increase  that  was  taking  place  in  the 
French  navy;  but  he  thought  that  the  ays- 
tern  of  regulating  their  establishments  or 
keeping  them  up  because  this  or  that  fo- 
reign Power  wished  to  keep  up  theirs,  was 
one  involving  a  very  doubtful  policy.  The 
anticipated  surplus  of  60,0002.  for  the  pre- 
sent year,  was,  he  considered,  altogether 
too  small  a  surplus  to  be  depended  on.  He 
would  not  blame  tho  present  Ministers;  but 
if  the  pressure  from  without  was  too  great 
for  them  to  withstand,  the  House  ou^t  to 
come  to  their  support,  and  enable  them  to 
carry  out  any  rirtuous  intentions  thej 
might  entertain.  He  thought  that  the  re- 
cent brevet  was  uncalled  for,  unless  it  was 
regarded  as  a  means  of  enabHng  them  to 
get  rid  of  old  and  useless  men.  They 
had,  latterly,  a  greater  promotion  in  time 
of  peace,  than  ever  there  was  in  time  of 
war;  and  he  hoped  before  long  to  brine 
this  matter  before  the  House  in  detaiL 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  complained  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  other  night,  for  not  going  fur- 
ther back  on  this  subject  than  1835.  He 
was  willing  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
by  going  back  any  number  of  years  he  might 
desire.  He  had  before  taken  the  three  years 
1835-6-7,  and  he  found  that  the  army, 
navy,  ordnance,  and  miscellaneous  esti- 
mates for  these  three  years  amounted,  in 
round  numbers,  to  43,000,000/.  sterling, 
being  an  average  of  14,474,000/.  a  year. 
Now,  taking  tho  three  years,  1842-3-4,  he 
found  tho  aggregate  under  these  heads  to 
be  fifty-five  and  a-half  millions,  giving  an 
average  of  eighteen  and  a  half  millions  for 
each  year,  or  an  excess  of  expenditure  of 
4,028,000/.  a  year  in  the  latter  years  com- 
pared with  the  former.  He  would  like  to 
know  what  were  the  circumstances  which 
justified  a  greater  expenditure  now  than  in 
preceding  years.  He  had  looked  around 
to  ascertain  how  tho  relative  condition  of 
tho  country,  in  its  external  relations,  had 
been  altered  in  this  period,  but  without 
discovering  a  sufficient  cause.  During  the 
war  with  China,  or  during  the  foolish  ar- 
mament against  Syria,  some  excuse  for 
increased  expenditure  mi^ht  be  found;  but 
at  present  he  knew  of  no  rower  with  which 
they  had  any  hostility.  The  subject  was 
one  which  the  public — those  who  paid  the 
taxes — ought  to  take  up,  but  which,  ho 
regretted  to  say.  they  most  unaccountably 
neglected.  During  tho  last  general  elec- 
tion, in   no  one  case  waa  a  candidate 
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pledged  to  economy.  The  electors  had 
time  to  consider  the  subject;  they  had  the 
taxes  to  pay,  and  on  them  the  blame  of 
this  neglect  should  rest.  He  hoped  a  differ- 
ent feeling  would  be  displayed  on  this  ques- 
tion at  the  next  general  election;  and  if  the 
electors  did  not  then  take  it  up,  he  had 
only  to  say  that  they  would  have  no  right 
afterwards  to  blame  any  one  in  that  House. 
With  the  surplus  revenue  of  last  year  be- 
fore them,  they  ought  to  have  been  able 
this  Session  to  take  off  the  tax  on  soap 
and  on  bricks,  and  to  have  removed  the 
duty  on  butter  and  on  cheese.  They  might, 
he  believed,  have  ultimately  adopted  his 
favourite  project  of  doing  away  with  the 
Excise  altogether,  and  giving  over  the 
spirits  and  malt  duties  to  the  Customs, 
With  the  surplus  of  last  year  before  them, 
they  might,  he  thought,  strike  off  three 
millions  of  taxes  this  year  if  the*  ex- 
penses for  the  navy,  army,  and  ordnance 
were  not  so  large.  With  one-half  of  this 
amount  they  might  relieve  the  country 
from  all  the  taxes  he  had  enumerated,  and 
with  the  other  half  they  could  remove  the 
tax  upon  timber,  which  was  one  of  the 
greatest  burdens  that  now  pressed  on  the 
industry  of  the  country. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  put  forward  his  statement  with 
respect  to  the  brevet  without  the  slightest 
regard  to  the  facts.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
insinuated  that  there  were  more  officers  now 
than  at  the  close  of  the  war;  but  the  fact 
was,  that  at  that  period,  there  were  27,000, 
and  now  there  were  but  10,000.  In  like 
manner,  there  were  then  674  general  offi- 
cers, and  now  there  were  but  319.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  also  misrepresented  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  say  was,  that  all  power  was  relative; 
and  that,  seeing  a  great  nation,  on  whose 
cordial  friendship  they  had  not  the  great- 
est reliance,  increasing  its  armaments,  it 
was  thought  necessary,  at  least,  to  keep 
ours  in  an  efficient  condition.  He  (Sir  De 
L.  Evans),  although  with  some  pretensions 
to  the  character  of  a  popular  Member, 
would  never  support  any  attempt  to  reduce 
our  defences  under  such  circmnstances.  His 
hon.  Friend  used  formerly  to  refer  to  the 
year  1792;  that  was  his  favourite  reference 
at  that  time,  though  he  might  just  as  well 
have  gone  back  to  1700 — for  the  periods 
were  equally  dissimilar — and  now  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  got  to  1841  and  1842. 
There  was  almost  as  great  a  difference 
between  the  hon.  Gentleman's  present  pe- 


riods of  comparison  as  in  the  old  ones. 
France  had  just  expended  11,000,000?.  in 
fortifications — the  greatest  proportion  of 
which  were  at  Paris,  and  on  the  Channel 
coast — and  in  warlike  preparations,  and 
war  too  against  this  country — and  were 
the  Government  at  this  juncture  to  dinun- 
ish  the  efficiency  of  our  defences  ?  There 
was  an  increase  in  the  French  estimates  of 
10,000  men;  but  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
approve  of  our  following  their  example, 
and  considered  we  ought  not  to  be  guided 
by  the  proceedings  of  other  nations  in  this 
respect.  That  might  be  all  very  well  if 
all  other  nations  were  disposed  to  join  in 
one  general  bond  of  peace  and  amity ;  but 
circumstanced  as  other  nations  were,  and 
circumstanced  as  we  were  with  them,  he 
was  surprised  to  hear  that  a  proposal  had 
not  been  made  on  the  part  of  the  Govem- 
ment  to  increase  both  the  naval  and  mili- 
tary forces.  His  hon.  Friend  had  expressed 
surprise  that  the  constituencies  of  the  coun- 
try had  not  obtained  pledges  on  the  hust- 
ings from  their  representatives  to  advocate 
a  reduction  of  the  national  expenditure; 
but  he  was  glad  to  perceive  that  in  many 
cases  there  were  more  sensible  electors  ont 
of  the  House  than  representatives  in  it — 
and  he  was  happy  to  find  that  there  did 
not  exist  in  the  public  mind  generallj  any 
idea  that  it  would  be  prudent  still  further 
to  reduce  the  national  defences  of  the 
country.  An  election  might  soon  be  ex- 
pected, and  he  for  one  announced  that  he 
should  not  be  induced  to  promise  upon  the 
hustings  the  advocacy  of  any  measure 
which  might  have  the  effect  of  decreasing 
the  security  or  impairing  the  honour  of 
the  country. 

LordG.  BENTINCK:  Sir,  I  entirely 
concur  with  the  gallant  General  opposite, 
that  nothing  can  be  more  foolish  than  by 
silly  reductions  of  the  naval  and  military 
forces  to  expose  to  possible  danger  the 
security  of  the  country;  and  I  have  heard 
with  no  inconsiderable  surprise  from  the 
free  traders  opposite,  that  you  no  sooner 
establish  free  trade,  than  you  increase  tho 
naval  and  mihtary  forces.  I  haye  been 
told,  Sir,  that  the  first  effect  of  free  trade 
would  be  that  Christian  unanimity  among 
all  nations  which  would  enable  us  to  rase 
all  our  battlements,  lay  flat  our  fortifica- 
tions, disband  our  armies,  and  do  awaj 
with  our  national  defences ;  but  I,  as  ft 
protectionist,  never  foresaw  that  any  of 
these  consequences  would  arise.  I  nerer 
thought  there  would  be  more  harmony  be- 
tween foreign  countries  and  Great  Britain, 
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because  we  were  unwise  enough  to  admit 
the  imports  of  those  countries  without 
charging  them  any  duties.  Because  free 
traders  are  disposed,  I  am  not  disposed, 
to  listen  to  the  proposal  for  an  unwise  or 
foolish  reduction  of  the  military  or  naval 
establishments  of  the  coimtry,  nor,  any 
more  than  the  gallant  Gentleman  opposite, 
to  expose  the  security  of  the  country  to 
the  inroads  of  foreign  nations. 

Db.  BOWRING  did  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  in 
thinking  that  the  abolition  of  restrictive 
duties  would  not  promote  harmony  among 
nations.  Uo  believed  that  the  interests  of 
peace  wore  associated  with  free  trade,  and 
that  their  public  recognition  would  ulti- 
mately lead  to  a  considerable  decrease  in 
the  naval  and  military  establishments  of 
Great  Britain.  He  had,  in  the  course  of 
the  present  debate,  heard  much  about 
**  silly  economy,**  "  dangerous  experi- 
ments," "  defcncelesa  position,"  "  rash 
retrenchments,"  and  similar  observations, 
which  he  believed  were  calculated  to  do 
much  mischief ;  and  however  hon.  Gentle- 
men might  consider  proposals  for  reduc- 
tions in  the  naval  and  military  establish- 
ments of  the  country  dangerous  and  inexpe- 
dient, still  he  believed  there  was  in  the 
country  a  sanguine  hope  and  expectation 
that  at  no  distant  period  both  branches 
of  the  service  would  bo  materially  reduced. 
For  his  own  part,  he  felt  that  we  ought 
to  be  bound  together  by  something  far 
stronger  than  that  which  was  termed  our 
**  means  of  defence" — and  that  our  mer- 
chants would  be  found  for  better  defenders 
than  our  armies,  lie  was  not  aware  of 
what  had  happened  at  the  various  hustings 
with  respect  to  pledges  exacted  by  elec- 
tors on  the  necessity  of  curtailing  the  na- 
tional expenditure ;  but  he  could  say,  that 
as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  ho  had  received 
more  than  one  significant  hint — more  than 
one  severe  lesson — more  than  one  honest 
caution  as  to  how  ho  might  lend  himself 
to  the  proposal  of  any  increase  in  either 
tlio  Army  or  Navy.  Although  in  the  pre- 
sent emergency  the  country  placed  implicit 
rclianco  on  the  wisdom  of  Government, 
and  larger  demands  were  made  upon  its 
resources  than,  perhaps,  any  previous  Go- 
vernment had  ever  required;  still  the 
coiutry  felt  that  economy  ought  to  be  ex- 
ercised in  all  the  public  departments  of 
the  State  to  the  utmost  extent  consistent 
with  efficiency  and  good  order. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  remarked  that,  in  the 
observations  he  was  about   to  make,   ho 


would  not  occupy  much  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  He  was  not  surprised  to  find  any 
estimates,  no  matter  how  extravagant,  con- 
nected with  the  naval  or  military  aervices, 
supported  by  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen 
engaged  in  the  profession  of  arms.  He 
was  not  without  hope  that  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Administration  would 
have  followed  the  example  of  the  Govern- 
ments of  Lords  Grey  and  Melbourne,  of 
which  he  was  so  distinguished  a  Member, 
and  commenced  with  proposing  a  great  re- 
duction in  all  the  departments  of  the  na- 
tional expenditure.  Lord  Melbourne  had 
pursued  that  course,  and  with  so  much 
success  that  the  expenditure  for  public 
purposes  was  brought  below  8,000,0001. 
less  than  the  proposed  expenditure  for  the 
present  year.  The  estimates  for  the  present 
year  exceeded  those  of  last  year  in  every 
department.  It  had  been  stated  a  few 
evenings  before  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  that 
at  the  present  time  there  were  but  20,000 
regular  soldiers  in  Great  Britam.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  paid  very  little 
attention  to  the  condition  of  the  army,  or 
he  could  not  have  made  such  a  statement. 
He  would  state  to  the  House  the  numerical 
strength  of  the  Army  at  the  present  time 
as  compared  with  former  periods;  and  he 
would  feel  obliged  if  the  Secretary  at  War 
would  state  some  valid  reason  for  the  great 
increase.  The  number  of  men  for  whom 
they  were  now  called  on  to  vote  estimates, 
amounted  to  138,895  officers  and  men ; 
artillery,  12,392;  and  marines  on  shore 
(included  in  another  estimate),  6,500 ; 
making  an  entire  force  of  157,787  men. 
There  were,  in  addition,  the  Irish  police, 
than  whom  there  was  not  a  finer  body  of 
men  in  the  world,  10,0(X) ;  and  |>onsioner9 
as  efficient  as  any  portion  of  the  British 
army,  10,000  more ;  making  a  regular 
army  of  177,787.  There  were  in  India, 
34,970.  He  did  not  know  how  many  there 
were  in  the  colonies;  but  in  January,  1845, 
there  were  38,000,  to  which  he  wuuld  add 
5,000  more  ;  thus  leaving  for  the  colonies 
43,000,  and  for  Ireland  34,000,  making 
107,000,  which,  if  deducted  from  the  grand 
total  before  mentioned,  would  leave  a  re- 
gular force  of  77,787  men  in  Great  Bri- 
tain. There  were  in  addition  other  forces 
which  could  be  brought  into  active  service 
at  almost  a  moment *s  notice,  vii.,  13,000 
militia,  14,000  yeomanry,  and  the  whole 
Wly  of  the  London  police.  There  were 
also  the  out-pensioners  uf  the  Army  and 
Navy,  05,000  and  the  half-pay  officerit 
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5,300,  making  altogether  98,000  men.  A 
large  portion  of  that  force  he  thought  could 
render  most  efficient  service,  and  might  he 
got  into  readiness,  and  hj  reason  of  the 
great  facilities  of  communication,  and 
transported  to  any  portion  of  the  coast,  to 
repel  an  invasion  hy  the  French  or  other 
foreign  Power,  should  such  attempt  be 
made.  He  saw  no  reason  why  this  great 
increase  in  the  Army  might  not  be  reduced 
to  the  extent  of  20,000  men.  [Admiral 
Napier:  No,  no.]  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  might  say  "  No,  no,**  and  shake 
his  head  ;  but  perhaps  he- would  explain 
the  necessity  for  the  immense  increase  in 
the  Army  and  Navy,  as  compared  with  the 
years  1835,  1836,  and  1837.  It  was  his 
intention  to  propose  a  reduction  of  20,000 
men  in  the  present  estimate,  and  that 
would  leave  34,200  men  more  than  in  the 
years  1835,  1836,  and  1837.  The  Arch- 
bishop  of  Dublin —  [Admiral  Napier  : 
Hear  !]  The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
might  laugh;  but  he  begged  to  assure  him 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was  a  person  of 
great  distinction,  and  one  to  whose  opinion 
much  weight  ought  to  attach.  The  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  had  stated  in  his  speech  a 
few  months  ago,  at  the  celebration  of  the 
Manchester  Athenseum,  that  every  com- 
mon soldier  cost  the  country  as  much  as 
would  suffice  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
schoolmaster,  and  the  education  of  100 
children.  lie  would  propose  to  reduce  the 
Life  Guards  from  6,008  to  5,000,  and  to 
reduce  the  Foot  Guards  by  2,630.  He 
calculated  that  the  Horse  Guards  cost  the 
country,  including  horses  and  accoutre- 
ments, ISOL  each  ;  but,  supposing  the 
sum  smaller,  the  reducing  their  numbers 
by  1,008  would  save  105,000Z.  per  annum. 
The  actual  cost  of  2,630  Foot  Guards  was 
105,452Z.  The  cost  of  the  whole  reduc- 
tion would  amount  to  210.492^.  The 
amount  saved  would  amount  to  a  sum  suf- 
ficient to  pay  5,250  schoolmasters  at  40/. 
a  year  each,  and  thus  afford  the  advantages 
of  education  to  one-half  of  the  principalities 
of  England  and  Wales.  He  was  sure  Her 
Majesty  would  prefer  dispensing  with  some 
portion  of  her  guards,  whose  only  occupa- 
tion appeared  to  be  idling  about.  The 
pensions  paid  in  the  Army  and  Navy  at 
present  exceeded  3,702,000^.,  a  consider- 
able portion  of  which  was  expended  upon 
persons  who  had  rendered  very  little  ser- 
vices to  the  State.  He  was  the  last  man  in 
the  world  to  oppose  the  payment  of  pen- 
sions to  those  who  served  their  country; 
but  he  certainly  objected  to  pensioning  the 
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host  of  general  officers  who  worked  their 
way  up  through  the  Foot  Guards.  He  had 
been  informed  that  two-thirds  of  the  ge- 
neral officers  worked  their  way  up  in  that 
manner.  With  regard  to  widows  and 
children,  he  would  maintain  in  respecta- 
bility every  person  who  had  lost  his  life  in 
the  public  service.  [Great  laughter,]  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  hear  him  out,  and 
not  laugh  until  he  had  finished,  he  would 
explain  his  meaning,  which  was,  that  he 
woidd  handsomely  provide  for  the  widows 
and  childi'en  of  those  who  might  have  lost 
their  lives  in  the  public  service.  But  per- 
haps hon.  Gentlemen  were  not  aware  of 
the  many  heavy  charges  upon  the  fund 
appropriated  to  that  purpose.  There  were 
belonging  to  the  Army  2,862  widows  and 
children;  of  the  Navy,  2,587  ;  and  of  the 
Ordnance,  445;  making  5,894  dependent 
for  support  upon  the  public.  He  could 
not  propose  any  reduction  under  the  head 
of  such  pensions;  but  he  did  think  that 
20,000  men  might  be  reduced  from  the 
service,  and  still  leave  a  force  efficient  for 
every  purpose  that  might  be  required  of 
them.  Bearing  in  mind  the  distress  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland,  in  Scotland,  and  in 
the  manufacturing  distress  of  England,  he 
could  not  refrain  from  urging  upon  the  Go- 
vernment the  expediency  of  making  the 
reduction  he  suggested. 

Mr.  BROTHBRTON  said,  if  ever 
there  was  a  period  when  it  would  be  weU 
to  economise  the  time  of  the  House,  the 
present  was  that  period.  Under  this  im- 
presion,  he  rose  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
protesting  against  the  invasion  of  the  rules 
of  Parliament,  by  discussing  questions  with 
the  Speaker  in  the  chair,  which  ought  to 
be  discussed  in  Committee.  However  de- 
sirous he  and  other  hon.  Members  might 
be  to  procure  a  reduction  in  the  Army,  he 
was  sure  they  could  never  arrive  at  saoh  a 
result  by  pursuing  their  present  coarse. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  House  would  noft 
complain  if  he  moved  at  Twelve  o'clock 
that  the  House  adjourn,  or  the  Committee 
report  progress.  He  objected  to  these  ir- 
regular discussions,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  at  once  go  into  Committee,  and  then 
proceed  with  the  business. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE  said,  it  would  not  have 
been  possible  for  him,  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  affairs,  to  have  read  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Coventry  (Mr. 
Williams)  the  lecture  which  he  had  just  re- 
ceived from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Salfoi-d  (Mr.  Brotbcrton);  but  he  trusted 
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the  lion.  Member  for  Coventry  would  not 
quarrel  with  him  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  if  he 
stated  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  House 
should  be  much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  for  what  he  had  just  said. 
And  he  must  add,  it  certainly  would  be 
much  more  convenient  to  discuss  the  seve- 
ral topics  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  had  alluded,  as  they  should  arise 
on  the  various  votes,  than  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  have  made  a  statement 
mixing  up  together  the  Army,  the  Navy, 
and  the  Ordnance,  English  and  Irish  police, 
and  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  rendering  it 
almost  impossible  for  any  man  who  had 
the  individual  charge  of  those  estimates  to 
separate  one  from  the  other.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  stated  that  there 
was  this  year  a  decrease  in  the  vote  for 
the  effective  service,  but  a  large  increase 
in  the  non-effective  service:  that  was  so; 
but  the  hon.  Member  should  recollect  that 
he  had  himself  been  at  least  an  accessary 
after  the  fact  to  that  increase  in  the  non- 
effective service,  for  he  was  one  who  had 
assented  as  cordially  as  any  hon.  Member 
in  that  House  to  the  remission  of  the 
charge  which  had  formerly  been  carried  to 
the  credit  of  the  public  of  50,000?.  for 
poundage  on  pensions,  to  the  extent  of 
which  sum,  and  somewhat  more,  the  charge 
for  the  non-effective  services  had  certainly 
been  increased.  But  passing  from  matters 
not  immediately  connected  with  the  state- 
ment ho  was  about  to  make,  and  not  taking 
upon  himself  to  enter  upon  any  questions 
of  the  general  policy,  he  would  proceed  at 
once  to  make,  as  succinctly  as  possible,  the 
usual  financial  statement  of  the  military 
affairs  of  this  country,  lie  thought  he 
should  best  consult  the  convenience  of  the 
Committee,  if  he  applied  himself  immedi- 
ately to  the  estimates  before  the  House, 
and  afterwards  alluded  generally  to  those 
topics  of  military  interest  on  which  the 
Committee  might  think  it  desirable  to  be 
infonned.  With  reference  to  the  esti- 
mates, it  would  appear  that  the  number  of 
men  to  be  voted  in  the  n<rgregate  for  the 
ensuing  year,  waH  138,81)5,  the  gross 
charge  for  which  was  5,155,848/.;  the 
gro88  non-etrt'ctive  charge  fur  the  ensuing 
year  was  2,175.227/.,  making  a  total 
charge  of  7.'{.')1,075/.  From  that,  how- 
ever, must  be  dtMlucted  the  cost  defrayed 
by  the  Fast  India  Company  for  30,497 
men,  aniountin^x  to  !*7i'^.211/.;  the  amount 
of  appropriatiniis  in  aid  of  the  land  fon»es  | 
in  the  United  KinLcduui  and  the  colonies,  | 
amountbg  to  53,375/.;  tho  balanco  from 


the  Royal  Military  College  of  17,033?.;  a 
small  appropriation  from  the  Royal  Militanr 
Asylum  and  Hibernian  School  of  245c. 
There  was  also  to  be  deducted  the  appro- 
priation in  aid  on  the  non-effective  service 
of  7,137/.,  which  made  a  total  reduction 
from  the  effective  and  non-effective  services 
of  1,056,001/.  The  gross  total,  then,  to 
be  provided  for  the  ensuing  year  was 
6,275,074/.,  and  the  total  number  of  men 
was  108,398.  The  first  vote  which  he 
should  propose  was  for  that  number  of  men, 
being  the  number  considered  necessary  for 
the  pubUc  service  during  the  ensuing  year, 
and  being  a  decrease  on  the  number  voted 
last  year  of  210  men.  He  might,  there- 
fore, fairly  state  to  his  hon.  Friend,  that, 
as  far  as  this  vote  went,  the  services  of 
the  two  years  were  nearly  identical.  There 
were,  however,  some  changes  in  the  ar- 
rangement of  that  number  of  men,  which 
he  thought  it  necessary  to  allude  to.  There 
was  a  decrease  in  the  strength  of  regiments 
coming  from  foreign  service,  five  m  which 
would  shortly  arrive.  Those  regiments 
had  hitherto  consisted  of  1,000  men  each: 
when  they  reached  this  country  their 
strength  would  be  reduced  to  800;  and 
that,  together  with  a  reduction  in  the 
number  of  non-commissioned  officers,  and 
another  small  reduction  of  36  men,  made 
a  reduction  of  1,111  men.  Increases, 
however,  had  been  made  in  other  quarters 
to  the  amount  of  901  men,  which  left,  as 
he  had  already  stated,  the  number  now 
proposed  less  by  210  than  the  number 
taken  last  year.  As  the  mode  in  which 
these  increases  were  proposed  to  be  made, 
involved  a  principle,  he  would  at  once  state 
it  to  the  Committee  as  briefly  and  as  ex- 
plicitly as  possible.  It  was  proposed  to 
raise  a  body  of  682  men,  inclusive  of  offi- 
cers, for  the  service  of  the  garrison  at 
Hong  Kong,  and  to  add  that  body  to  the 
Ceylon  corps.  In  adopting  that  mode  of 
providing  for  the  service  of  Hong  Kong, 
they  ]>roposed  to  act  upon  the  principle 
which  had  formerly  been  discussed  in  that 
Houst*,  and  of  which  he  had  a  very  high 
opinion — of  employing,  wherever  they  could 
with  efiiciency  and  safety,  colonial  corps, 
for  the  purpose  of  proti^*ting  our  colonial 
possessions.  That  plan  was  not  only  more 
economical  in  point  of  administration,  but 
it  was  infinitely  more  so  on  a  much  more 
oftsential  point,  viz.,  the  preservation  of 
the  health  of  our  troops.  Instead,  there* 
forts  of  keeping  Hritihh  tro4»ps  at  Hong 
Kong,  where,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  many 
bravo  ucu  bad  fallun  a  prey  to  the  diseaaea 
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incident  to  that  climate,  it  was  proposed  to 
withdraw  the  garrison  at  present  stationed 
there,  and  to  supply  its  place  with  a  corre- 
sponding numher  of  men  natives  of  those 
districts  from  which  the  Ceylon  corps  were 
raised.  Another  increase — the  first,  hut 
ho  feared  not  the  last  that  would  have  to 
be  proposed — was  to  the  Cape  corps,  to 
which  had  already  been  added  two  com- 
panies, or  174  men.  But  Sir  H.  Pottinger 
had  been  instructed  to  make  greater  addi- 
tions to  that  corps ;  and  he  might  state, 
that  it  was  in  contemplation  still  further 
to  consider  the  means  of  providing  for 
the  defence  of  the  extended  frontier  of 
that  colony.  Now,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry  had  spoken  of  proposing 
a  reduction  of  20,000  men  in  the  Army. 
For  his  part,  if  he  thought  they  could 
spare  20,000  men,  without  any  reference 
to  the  defences  of  the  country,  but  simply 
with  reference  to  the  general  operation  of 
relieving  regiments  from  time  to  time,  he 
should  be  glad  to  make  it.  But  his  firm 
behef  was,  that  if  they  intended  to  relieve 
their  regiments  at  any  thing  hke  proper 
intervals — if  they  wanted  to  have  them  con- 
stituted of  soldiers  maintaining  the  dignity 
and  supporting  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try, and  not  to  make  their  soldiers  exiles 
from  their  native  shores  for  an  indefinite 
period  of  time,  they  could  .not  accede  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
would  now  state  to  what  an  extent  they 
had  brought  the  system  of  relieving  regi- 
ments, lie  believed  there  was — or  rather, 
he  should  say,  there  would  be— after  the 
arrival  of  one,  which  was  now  on  its  way 
here,  no  regiment  which  had  been  in  India 
above  fourteen  years  and  a  half;  and  he 
believed  there  was  no  regiment  in  this 
country  which  had  been  at  home  more  than 
four  years.  He  hoped,  in  course  of  time 
— ^for  it  was  only  by  time  that  such  ar- 
rangements could  be  accomplished — to  re- 
duce the  longest  period  of  absence  of  any 
regiment  from  this  country  to  something 
not  much  exceeding  thirteen  years.  With 
these  observations,  he  passed  to  the  next 
vote — the  charge  for  the  land  force  in  the 
ensuing  year.  On  that  charge  there  was, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  a  decrease  of  ex- 
pense to  the  public — owing  to  the  appro- 
priations in  aid  having  amounted  to  so 
large  a  sum — of  44,15H.  He  was,  bow- 
ever,  bound  to  admit,  in  reference  to  this 
vote,  that  had  it  not  been  for  the  appro- 
priations in  aid,  there  would  appear  an 
increase  upon  the  vote  of  7,716/.;  but  as  it 
stood,  in  consequence  of  the  appropriations 


in  aid,  there  was  a  decrease  on  the  vote  of 
44,151/.  The  next  vote  to  which  he  came, 
was  the  vote  for  the  expenses  of  staff,  d^c, 
and  on  that  vote  there  was  an  increase  of 
8,343/. ;  but  that  increase  was  principally 
occasioned  by  charges  caused  abroad, 
amongst  which  were  to  be  included  the  in- 
creased force  sent  to  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  from  this  country;  and  he  thought 
that  the  Committee  would  admit,  with 
him,  that  in  all  those  unfortunate  wars, 
such  as  that  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope — 
they  might  term  them  little  wars  if  they 
liked — the  worst  way  of  proceeding  was 
by  doing,  as  sometimes  had  been  done, 
namely,  endeavouring  to  settle  them  in  a' 
little  way.  Such  a  proceeding  was  calcu- 
lated, and  would  be  calculated,  particularly 
in  the  case  of  the  occurrences  at  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope,  to  lead  eventually  to  addi- 
tional expense;  whilst  the  effect  of  sending 
such  reinforcements  as  we  had  sent  of  men 
and  officers,  was,  that  a  movement  had 
taken  place  by  the  British  troops  in  that 
colony  which  had  completely  paralysed  the 
Kaffers,  who  were  in  arms  against  us,  and 
laid  the  foundation  of  a  strong  hope  that 
the  next  accounts  from  that  colony  would 
be  of  submission  on  the  part  of  the  Kaffers, 
and  of  a  preparation  on  our  part  to  secure 
the  frontier  which  we  had  established,  and 
withdrawing  some  of  our  troops.  He  hoped 
that  the  Committee  would  permit  him  to 
pay  a  passing  testimony  to  the  gallantry 
of  our  troops  in  that  colony — ^no  corps  of 
which  troops  had  been  more  distinguished 
by  its  conduct  than  the  Colonial  Corps, 
and  Colonel  Somerset,  who  mainly  directed 
its  operations.  The  increase  of  reinforce*- 
ments  was  one  cause  of  the  increase  of 
8,443/.  in  the  vote  for  the  Staff.  The 
next  vote  to  which  he  would  direct  passing 
attention,  was  the  vote  for  the  expenses  of 
the  public  department,  which  showed  an 
increase  of  2,093/. ;  but  that  increase 
would  be  sufficiently  explained  when  he 
stated,  that  it  was  caused  entirely  by  an 
increase  in  the  amount  of  postage,  thus 
showing  an  increase  in  the  work  which 
thoso  in  that  department  were  called  upon 
to  perform.  The  next  vote  to  which  he 
came  was,  the  charge  for  military  asylums; 
the  oharge  for  this  year  being  17,633/., 
and  that  for  last  year  being  14,062;  thus 
leaving  an  increase  of  3,571/.  on  the  vote 
of  this  year;  but  then  it  ought  to  be  cal- 
culated that  there  were  2,000/.  additional 
incurred  in  furtherance  of  the  new  system 
of  education  which  it  was  proposed  to 
establish  at  the  Royal  Military  Asylum. 
Y2 
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He  would  enter  more  into  the  subject  of 
the  new  system  of  education  hereafter; 
and,  therefore,  he  did  not  feel  it  necessary 
on  that  occasion  to  say  any  more  with  re- 
spect to  it.  The  next  vote  was  for  the 
volunteer  corps,  which,  having  been  out  for 
exercise  last  year  more  than  in  former 
years,  caused  an  increase  of  3,939i.,  as 
compared  with  the  vote  of  last  year.  There 
was  in  the  estimates  of  last  year  a  vote  of 
36,500^.  for  what  were  called  unprovided 
services,  which  vote  was  not  to  be  pro- 
posed this  year,  as  it  was  thought  better 
that  the  provision  for  these  services  should 
be  made  in  the  coming  year  as  the  occasion 
for  them  arrived,  so  that  the  effective  ser- 
vice votes  were  reduced  in  that  respect  by 
36,50(M. ;  from  which,  if  they  took  the 
various  increases  of  17,936^  would  leave 
18,5642.  decrease;  the  total  decrease  in 
the  land  force  expense  being  63,71 5^  on 
the  effective  services  for  this  year.  He 
now  came  to  the  votes  for  the  non-effective 
service;  or,  as  it  was  commonly  called,  the 
dead-weight  on  those  estimates.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  stated,  that 
there  was  a  considerable  increase  on  the 
votes  for  those  services  this  year;  and  he 
stated,  also,  that  he  had  observed  a  steady 
increase  in  every  vote  under  certain  heads; 
but  he  believed  that  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  look  at  those  estimates  with  that  care 
which  he  usually  bestowed  on  such  sub- 
jects; for  scarcely  any  item  in  these  non- 
effective service  estimates  could  be  com- 
pared to  the  items  in  similar  estimates  last 
year,  as  the  votes  for  last  year  were  only 
taken  for  three-quarters  of  the  year,  whilst 
the  votes  for  this  year  were  taken  for  four 
quarters.  It  had  been  deemed  right  to 
audit  these  accounts  by  the  same  con- 
ditions as  those  which  were  applied  to  the 
accounts  of  the  Navy  estimates;  and  for 
that  purpose  only  three-quarters  were 
taken  in  many  of  the  votes  for  the  non- 
effective service  last  year,  whilst  the  four 
quarters  of  the  year  were  taken  in  the 
present  votes.  The  first  vote  to  which 
he  came  in  the  non-effective  service  was, 
the  vote  under  the  head  "  rewards  for 
military  services,"  a  vote  on  which  there 
was  an  apparcMit  increase  this  year  of 
3,740/. ;  but  the  charge  last  year,  if  the 
four  quarters  had  been  included,  would 
have  l)ecn  for  this  vote  of  10,0792.,  whilst 
for  the  four  quarters  of  this  year  it  was 
but  1;'>,74U/.,  s(»  that  there  was  a  decrease 
on  this  vote  for  this  year  of  3392.  This 
was  a  vote,  the  object  of  which  was  to  re- 
ward distinguished  services  and  good  be- 


haviour in  the  men,  and  distinguished 
vices  on  the  part  of  the  officers  of  the  Army; 
and  he  was  sure  that  all  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  Army  would  rather  hope 
to  see  those  rewards  go  on;  and  in  re- 
ference to  that  subject  he  had  the  gratifi- 
cation of  being  able  to  state  that  this  year 
there  were  given  1,0402.  as  rewards  to 
meritorious  non-commissioned  officers,  in 
annuities  of  102.  to  202.  each,  as  the  re* 
ward  of  their  services.  The  next  vote  to 
which  he  came  was  the  vote  under  the 
head  of  ''pay  of  general  offices,*'  which 
vote  showed  an  increase  of  33,0002.  over 
ihe  vote  for  the  same  purpose  last  year; 
but  it  should  be  recollected  that  there  were 
included  in  that  sum  17,0002.,  the  expenses 
of  the  brevet,  whilst  there  should  be  de- 
ducted from  it,  as  compared  with  the  rote 
of  last  year,  a  sum  of  16,0002.  for  the 
quarter,  which  was  not  charged  in  the  vote 
of  last  year.  The  brevet,  he  was  happy 
to  say,  did  not  include  the  higher  ranks  of 
the  Army  only,  but  also  went  to  the  lower 
ranks;  and  if  it  did  not,  he  (Mr.  F.  Manle) 
would  say  that  it  would  not  have  been  suffi- 
cient. Seeing,  therefore,  what  the  brevet 
had  been,  he  did  not  think  that  the  ram  of 
17,0002.  would  be  looked  upon  by  the 
House  or  the  country  as  a  sum  which  thej 
would  grudge  to  the  Army,  considering 
what  sort  of  an  army  we  had.  The  next 
vote  to  which  he  came  was  the  vote  for 
the  "  full  pay  for  retired  officers,"  which 
showed  an  apparent  increase  of  13,0001. 
over  the  last  year;  but  if  the  whole  four 
quarters  of  last  year  were  taken  into  cal- 
culation, it  showed  a  sum  of  61,0002.  as 
against  59,0002.  for  this  year«  being  a  re- 
duction of  2,0002.  He  now  came  to  the 
vote  for  half-pay  and  military  allowances; 
and  he  held  in  his  hand  a  paper  which 
showed  the  state  of  that  vote  in  1830,  as 
compared  with  its  amount  in  1847,  bj 
which  it  appeared  that  tliere  had  been  a 
gradual  decrease  in  the  amount  of  the 
vote;  for  whilst  the  vote  for  that  purpose 
was  720,0002.  in  1830,  it  was  but  420,0002. 
for  this  year.  There  was  an  apparent  in- 
crease of  94,0002.  on  that  vote  for  this 
year;  but  if  the  uncharged  quarter  were 
added  to  the  vote  of  last  year,  it  would 
make  108,0002.,  thus  showing  an  actual 
decrease  in  the  vote  for  this  year  of 
14.0002.  The  vote  to  which  he  wonhl 
next  direct  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
was  the  vote  for  ••foreign  half-pay,*' 
which  showed  a  decrease  of  i .  1 452.  com- 
pared with  last  year.  The  vote  last  year 
was  50,2812.,   whilst   this    year    it  *was 
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49,136Z.  He  now  came  to  the  vote  for  I 
**  widows'  pensions/*  which  showed  an  | 
apparent  increase  for  this  year  of  27,659^; 
but  if  there  were  added  to  the  vote  of  last 
year  34,619^.,  it  would  make  138,819?., 
which,  compared  with  131,859?.  for  this 
year,  would  show  a  decrease  on  the  vote 
of  this  year  of  6,960Z.  The  amount  of 
the  vote  for  widows*  pensions  in  1830  was 
145,000?.,  whilst  in  1847  it  was  131,859?., 
which  showed  that  the  expense  had  de- 
creased since  1830.  He  now  came  to  the 
vote  for  **  compassionate  allowance,*'  on 
which  there  was  an  apparent  increase  of 
16,000?.;  hut  the  amount  last  year  for  the 
four  quarters,  one  quarter  having  been 
omitted,  would  have  been  102,000?.,  whilst 
the  sum  for  this  year  was  but  98,000?., 
thus  showing  an  absolute  decrease  of 
4,000?.  as  compared  to  last  year.  The 
amount  of  this  vote  in  1830  was  185,000?., 
as  compared  with  95,000?.  this  year,  so 
that  it  was  evident  the  decrease  was  going 
on  in  this  vote  also.  The  vote  for  the  ex- 
penses of  Chelsea  and  Kilmainham  showed 
an  increase  of  1,973?.;  the  vote  to  out- 
pensioners  this  year  was  45,382?.,  whilst 
the  charge  for  those  on  the  establishments 
named  was  1,236,752?.,  as  compared  with 
1,191,350?.  last  year.  It  was  necessary 
to  give  some  explanation  of  that,  as  there 
were  961  men  less  on  the  out-pension  list 
for  this  year  than  for  last  year,  so  that 
there  would  have  been  a  reduction  if 
it  had  not  been  for  other  indispensable 
charges  this  year.  The  first  item  in  the 
increase  of  the  vote  was  one  which  the 
House  had  admitted,  namely,  50,000?., 
the  charge  for  poundage  to  the  out-pen- 
sioners, which  had  been  relinquished;  then 
there  was  a  charge  of  2,387?.  for  the 
organization  of  the  Chelsea  pensioners, 
6,000?.  for  organizing  the  body  that  were 
about  to  proceed  to  New  Zealand,  an  orga- 
nization the  object  of  which  was  twofold. 
A  body  of  500  pensioners  were  to  be  sent 
out  to  New  Zealand,  with  certain  advan- 
tages to  which  he  would  allude  more  fully 
at  a  future  period  :  they  were  to  be  placed 
in  our  settlements,  and  after  a  certain  re- 
sidence in  their  localities,  they  were  to  be 
made  settlers;  whilst  in  the  meantime  they 
would  be  found  productive  of  very  great 
advantage  in  the  defence  of  the  colonists, 
and  this  would  be  effected  by  the  proposed 
plan  at  a  moderate  expense.  All  these 
additions  should  be  taken  into  consideration 
when  looking  at  the  increase  of  45,382/. 
The  vote  for  **  superannuated  allowances" 
showed  an  apparent  increase  of  9,000?.; 


but  if  the  omitted  quarter  were  added  to 
the  vote  of  last  year,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  real  estimate  of  last  year  was 
exactly  the  same  as  the  amount  of  the 
estimate  of  this  year.  Those  were  the 
details  of  the  votes  for  the  non-effective 
service  of  this  year,  the  gross  increase  in 
the  votes  for  that  service  being  254,391?. 
for  this  year;  but  against  that  there  should 
be  taken  into  cfdculation  the  quarters 
omitted  from  several  votes  last  year,  which 
would  leave  an  increase  of  only  35,911?. 
on  the  non-effective  votes;  and  if  that  were 
compared  with  the  diminution  on  the  ef- 
fective force  estimates  of  62,000?.,  in  round 
numbers,  it  would  show  a  decrease  in  the 
service  of  this  year  of  upwards  of  26,000?. ; 
and  he  would  say,  therefore,  that  when 
they  considered  the  50,000?.  poundage,  the 
17,000?.  expenses  of  the  brevet,  and  the 
sum  for  the  additional  day  in  next  year, 
it  being  leap-year,  they  would  admit  that 
every  attention  had  been  paid  to  economy 
in  the  preparation  of  the  votes.  He  felt  it 
necessary  to  allude  to  an  observation  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  who  said, 
he  believed  accidentally,  that  the  object  of 
every  department  was  to  make  its  esti- 
mates as  high  as  possible.  He  (Mr.  F. 
Maule)  could  only  say,  that  so  far  as  the 
department  with  which  he  was  connected 
was  concerned,  the  principle  which  was 
acted  upon  was  to  make  the  estimates  as 
low  as  possible  consistently  with  the  pub- 
lic interests;  and  if  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Montrose  would  consult  those 
who  were  paid  through  that  department, /)r 
who  sought  anything  through  that  depart- 
ment, he  would  find  a  different  character  of 
it  from  them.  He  had  now  stated  the  sums 
which  it  was  calculated  would  be  required 
for  the  public  service  of  the  country  during 
the  ensuing  year ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  Army,  he  would  not  say 
one  word  more  than  that  tho  efficiency  of 
tlie  British  Army  was  now  such  as  it  al- 
ways had  been,  and  as  he  trusted  it  tAr 
ways  would  be.  He  had  already  stated 
the  condition  of  the  British  Army  as  re- 
spected reliefs ;  and  the  returns  which  he 
had  before  him  showed  that  great  improre- 
ments  had  been  made,  with  a  view  of  pre- 
serving the  health  of  our  troops.  By  im- 
proving the  stations  of  our  troops  in  the 
West  Indies  where  it  was  required,  and 
placing  barracks  in  better  situations  in 
some  islands,  and  supplying  black  troops 
for  certain  duties  in  unhealthy  places,  as 
well  as  providing  black  pioneers  to  do  some 
duties,  he  believed  the  mortality  in  the 
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West  India  Islands,  with  the  exception  of 
a  portion,  had  hecn  reduced  1  3-10th8  per 
eent.       The    colonies    were   divided   into 
healthy  and  unhealthy  stations.     In  the 
Mediterranean,  from  the  year  1830  to  the 
year  1846,  the  mortality  was  1  3-lOths  per 
cent;  whereas  in  the  twenty  years  prece- 
ding, in  amounted  to  2  per  cent.     In  the 
Bermudas,  Nova  Scotia,  Canada,  and  New- 
foundland, the  mortality  was  1  3-10th8  per 
cent ;  while  during  the  period  antecedent 
to  1830,  it  reached  2  1-lOth  per  cent.    In 
New  South  Wales,  Van  Diemen's  Land, 
and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  it  was  1 
4-lOths  per  cent;  and  was  very  nearly  the 
same  at  the  period  preceding  1830.     In 
St.  Helena,  the  Mauritius,  and  Jamaica, 
the  mortality  since  1836  had  heen  1  9-lOths 
per  cent,  or  19  in  every  1,000;  whereas 
prior  to  1836  it  had  heen  91  in  every  1,000. 
This  diminution  had  heen  hrought  ahout 
hy  the  suhstitution,  particularly  in  Jamaica, 
of  fresh  meat  for  salt  meat  in  the  rations, 
and  hy  the   alterations  which  had   heen 
made  in  the  harracks  of  the  troops.     In 
the  unhealthy  stations,  including  the  rest 
of  the  West  Indies  and  Ceylon,  he  was  in 
a  condition  to  state,  that  though  the  mor- 
tality was  greater  than  could  he  wished, 
heing  4  4-lOths  per  cent,  it  was  much  less 
than  it  had   heen,   as  the  mortality  had 
mounted  as  high  as  7  4-lOths  per  cent; 
and  he  hoped  that  hy  suhstituting  at  Hong 
Kong  colonial  troops  for  British  troops,  we 
should  have  less  mortality  there  than  was 
the  case  at  present.    He  was  sorry  that  he 
could  not  hold  out  the  same  expectations 
with  regard  to  India;  for,  as  his  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  well  knew,  he  had  little 
means  of  controlling  the  mortality  which 
took  place  among  the  troops  in  that  coun- 
try.   That  mortality,  he  rcgretto<l  to  state, 
was  increasing  to  a  very  considerable  ex- 
tent.    The  fact  was  known  to  none  bet- 
ter   than    to    the   noble    Lord    (Viscount 
Hardincfc),  who   fonnorly  tilled  the  situa- 
tion winch  he  (Mr.  F.  Maule)   now  held, 
and  now  exercised  supreme  command  over 
India ;  and  ho  ho]>ed  that  when  that  noble 
Lord*8  mind  was  a  little  more  at  liberty  to 
turn    itself  to    such   (luestions,   he  would 
direct  his  attention  to  a  subjet't  which  he 
lieanl  had  loni;  occupied  his  thoughts;  and 
that  before  tlie   noble   Lunl  retraced  his 
steps  homewanls,   he  would  devise    some 
means    of  promoting   the   hcnlth   of   the 
troops  in  India,  by  erecting  barracks  in 
the  nighlands  of  Madras  and  Honibay,  and 
the  ranges  of  the    Ilinialaya  mountains. 
He  was  <|uito  euro  that  till  something  of 


that  nature  was  undertaken,  there  could 
be  no  possible  hope  of  reducing  the  pre- 
sent rate  of  mortality  amongst  the  military 
in  India.  There  was  another  question  on 
which  he  had  to  beg  the  attention  of  the 
Committee,,  and  that  was  on  the  subject  of 
tho  moral  training  now  going  on  in  the 
Army.  He  had  taken  a  vote  of  2,000/.  foF 
the  establishment  of  normal  and  model 
schools  at  the  Royal  Military  Asylum. 
The  Government  proposed  also  to  estab- 
lish other  model  schools,  upon  which  the 
regimental  schools  should  be  modelled,  and 
also  infant  schools  for  the  orphans  and 
children  of  British  soldiers.  This  plan  he 
had  found  left  him  as  a  legacy  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  S.  Herbert)  who  had 
preceded  him  in  office — a  plan  which  did 
him  infinite  credit,  and  for  being  the  author 
of  which  he  was  sure  that,  in  the  course  of 
very  few  years,  the  Army  would  look 


back  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S. 
Herbert)  with  gratitude.    He  believed  that 
by  following  out  this  plan,  we  should  not 
only  achieve  a  good  education  for  the  chil- 
dren of  the  soldiery,  but  for  the  soldiers 
themselves,  which  would  enable  them,  after 
their  period  of  service   was   over,  to  do 
something  for  themselves.     He  was  happy 
also  in  being  able  to  state,  that  libraries 
were    increasing  gradually   and   progres- 
sively.    This  year  •there  had  been  an  in- 
crease of  10,000  volumes  in  the  libraries 
of  the  Army;  and  he  intended  to  ask  for  a 
vote  of  2,000/.  for  the  purpose  of  further 
augmenting  them.      With  regard  to  the 
discipline  of  the  Army,  he  had  only  to  say 
that  it  was  in  such  a  state  as  to  cause  him 
much  satisfaction.      From  the  month  of 
July  up  to  the  close  of  the  past  year,  there 
had  been  only  five  instances  of  coqwral 
punishment ;  and  he  might  venture  to  say 
that  as  the  system  of  secondary  punish- 
ment became  perfect,  he  should  expect  to 
see  the  practice  of  corporal  punishment 
die    away    altogether.       With    respect    to 
military  prisons,  he  might  say  that  they 
were  working  as  well  as  could  be  possibly 
wishetl.     There  were  now  established  nine 
of  these  buildings   in  Great   Britain  and 
Ireland:  four  in  England,  four  in  Ireland, 
and  one  in  Scotland.     From  all  of  these, 
the  reports  rweived  from  the  governors  of 
the  prisons  were  most  satisfactory.     The 
effect  ui>on  the  morals  of  the  soldiers  by 
placing  them  in  military  prisons,  was  stated 
to  be  very  great.    They  were  freed  from  tho 
danger  of  contamination  in  a  ciril  gaol,  and 
this  was  felt  to  be  one  of  the  greatest  boons 
conferred  on  tho  Army.   The  report  stated 
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that  soldiers  upon  their  return  from  these 
military  prisons  wcro  almost  immediately 
fit  for  duty,  whereas  formerly  it  was  weeks 
and  months  before  they  were  fit  for  it. 
He  w^as  glad  to  say  that  there  was  no  in- 
stance of  any  soldier  in  these  prisons  hav- 
ing been  injured  in  his  mind,  and  it  was 
found  that  their  feehngs  had  been  softened, 
and  that  they  often  were  reformed;  whereas 
under  the  whole  regime  they  never  camo 
out  of  prison  better  than  they  went  in,  and 
often  came  out  much  worse.  The  labour 
performed  in  these  prisons  was  certainly 
severe.  Complaints  were  made  against  it; 
but  he  was  not  disposed  to  attend  to  them, 
provided  he  found  it  did  no  injury  to  the 
prisoners.  The  labour  was  so  severe,  and 
so  strict  was  the  discipHne,  that  no  temp- 
tation was  held  out  to  the  soldier  to  shirk 
his  duty  for  the  purpose  of  getting  into 
these  prisons ;  and  he  believed  that  no 
one  came  out  of  them  without  entertaining 
a  hearty  intention  at  the  time  to  do  the 
best  he  could  not  to  get  in  again.  These 
were  the  essential  points  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer  on  the  present  occasion.  There 
were  various  other  particulars  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  Government  would  be  turn- 
ed, in  order  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
soldier.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Clerk  of  the 
Ordnance  would  ask  for  a  vote  of  5,000^. 
for  the  establishment  of  washhouses.  The 
Government  were  disposed  to  watch  over 
the  welfare  of  the  soldier  in  every  parti- 
cidar;  and  as  proofs  of  that  disposition  he 
might  refer  to  their  having  proposed  and 
carried  through  the  House  the  restitution, 
as  he  might  call  it,  of  50,000^  a  year, 
which  was  formerly  charged  as  poundage 
upon  the  pensions  of  old  soldiers,  and  the 
proposal  which  he  had  had  the  pleasure  of 
laying  before  the  House  for  limiting  the 
period  of  service.  This,  he  thought,  would 
show  what  were  the  feehngs  of  the  Govern- 
ment towards  the  Army,  and  how  they  had 
attended  to  their  interests.  He  beheved 
that  the  more  care  we  took  of  the  soldier 
in  time  of  peace,  and  the  more  we  trained 
him  in  those  habits  which  made  him  a  good 
citizen,  the  more  serviceable  he  would  be 
found  in  time  of  need.  He  hoped  also  that 
we  should  train  him  in  those  maxims  and 
habits  of  economy  which  it  was  the  object 
and  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  encou- 
rage, and  induce  the  people  of  this  country 
to  look  on  the  Army,  not  as  a  refuge  for 
the  outcasts  of  society,  but  as  an  honourable 
profession,  in  which  they  might  encourage 
their  children  to  embark,  with  the  expecta- 
tion of  receiving  them,  after  their  period  I 


of  service  had  expired,  improved  in  every 
way,  and  with  their  morals  duly  and  pro- 
perly attended  to.  With  these  observa- 
tions he  begged  leave  to  propose  the  first 
Vote  on  the  Paper,  namely,  that  the  num . 
her  of  officers  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  rank  and  file,  maintained  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  Kingdom  (exclusive  of 
the  troops  in  the  East  Indies),  be  108,398 
men. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  observed,  that  it 
was  almost  the  first  time  since  he  had  had 
a  seat  in  that  House,  that  he  had  heard 
estimates  in  which  there  was  hardly  an 
item  that  wanted  explanation.  He  had 
mentioned  his  intention  of  proposing  a  re- 
duction of  20,000  men;  but  upon  consult- 
ing his  Friends  about  him,  he  found  so  lit- 
tle encouragement  that  he  did  not  intend 
to  press  his  Motion. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  said,  that  the 
disposition  evinced  by  the  Government  to 
promote  the  health  and  moral  training  of 
the  troops,  gave  him  great  satisfaction.  To 
give  full  scope  to  these  efibrts  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  do  full  justice  to  com- 
manding officers,  he  should  venture  to  sug- 
gest the  estabhshment  of  discipline  com- 
panies. Many  of  the  foreign  armies  were 
obliged  to  resort  to  that  expedient.  With 
regard  to  the  barracks  of  the  men,  he 
begged  leave  to  remind  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  that  the  accommodation  of  many 
of  the  barracks  was  still  exceedingly  de- 
fective. In  many  barracks  there  was  not 
more  than  one  foot  between  each  of  the 
beds,  and  he  hoped  that  a  much  larger  rote 
would  be  taken  for  this  purpose.  Indeed, 
he  thought  the  vote  ought  to  be  doubled  or 
trebled. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  rose  chiefly  to  ex- 
press  his  gratification  at  the  manner  in 
which  the  improvements  effected  in  tlie 
social  state  of  the  Army  had  been  carried 
out  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  With  re- 
spect to  the  subject  of  the  education  of  the 
Army,  to  which  his  right' hon.  Friend  had 
alluded,  in  a  manner  very  gratifying  to 
himself,  he  felt  that  it  could  not  have  fallen 
into  more  zealous  and  more  able  hands 
than  those  of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He 
ventured,  however,  to  throw  out  for  the 
consideration  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
whether  the  system  of  education  in  the 
normal  schools  at  Chelsea  might  not  be 
carried  still  further,  by  inducing  some 
system  of  examination  for  promotion  from 
the  lower  ranks.  He  should  be  glad  also 
to  see  greater  theoretical  acquirements 
among  the  officers.    He  was  happy  to  find 
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that  tlio  moral  state  of  the  Army  ^vas  very 
much  improved.  lie  believed  that  with 
reference  to  punishments,  during  the  last 
ten  years  there  had  been  a  very  large  di- 
minution; and  what  was  a  still  better  test, 
the  number  of  trials  in  the  Army  had  been 
greatly  reduced.  It  might  be  seen  also, 
that  a  spirit  of  thought  and  providence  in 
the  Army  was  beginning  to  exist,  which 
would  no  doubt  lead  to  very  desirable  re- 
sults. The  system  introduced  by  Lord 
Howick,  in  1836,  was  the  foundation  of 
the  present  system  of  rewards  in  the  Army; 
and  he  did  not  think  that  the  Army  was 
indebted  to  any  one  so  much  as  it  was  to 
the  noble  Lord  for  that  plan.  lie  had  en- 
deavoured to  carry  out  that  system  further; 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  F.  Maule) 
had  entered  into  all  these  plans  with  so 
much  earnestness,  and  had  given  so  much 
attention  to  the  subject,  that  there  was 
reason  to  hope  that  we  might  soon  see  the 
Army  in  a  very  superior  state. 

Mr.  EWART  was  disappointed  at  the 
vote  on  account  of  education,  which  was 
only  9,0002.  He  hoped  that  the  attention 
of  Government  would  be  directed  to  the 
subject.  With  respect  to  the  savings  banks, 
ho  regretted  to  find  that  the  sum  of  2,0002. 
was  all  that  was  charged  for  this  branch. 
So  small  a  sum  spoke  little  for  that  fru- 
gality which  it  was  so  desirable  to  incul- 
cate in  the  Army.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  spoken  of  the  theoretical  educa- 
tion of  officers.  He  thought  if  these  offi- 
cers had  something  given  them  to  do  in 
country  quarters  it  would  be  advisable. 
He  considered  that  our  officers  were  the 
least  intellectual,  compared  with  other  offi- 
cers, throughout  Europe,  and  it  would  be 
better  if  something  was  done  to  afford  them 
■aore  employment  than  they  had  at  pre- 
#ent. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  quite  agreed  with  all 
the  encomiums  which  had  been  passed  upon 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  There  was  but  one  point  on 
which  he  would  remark.  In  alluding  to 
the  colonial  corps,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  expressed  a  hope,  that  the  em- 
ployment of  such  bodies  would  become 
more  gcneml  in  our  settlements  abroad. 
Now,  AS  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  (fcntleman  on  the  point,  might  be 
held  to  imply  the  opinion  tnat  there  should 
be  a  general  introduction  of  colonial  corps, 
ho  felt  bound  to  take  ev(*ry  opportunity  of 
protesting  against  any  such  principle.  In 
cases  where  the  regular  8f>ldiers  were  found 
not  to  bo  able  to  bear  the  severity  of  any 


particular  climate,  then  it  might  be  ad- 
visable that  native  corps  should  be  em- 
ployed. But  he  objected  to  the  general 
principle  of  employing  colonial  corps  in- 
stead of  portions  of  the  regular  Army.  He 
held  it  to  be  most  advisable  that  the  mi- 
litary defenders  of  any  colony  ought  to 
form  a  part  of  the  Imperial  Army,  and  to 
partake  in  the  dignity  of  being  constituent 
portions  of  the  Army  of  Great  Britain. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  were  several  other 
Votes. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Chainnaa  do 
report  progress. 

Sir  D£  LACY  EVANS  said,  it  haying 
been  announced  that  the  Government  inteiuU 
ed  to  give  some  distinctive  mark  of  honour  to 
the  officers  who  served  in  the  Peninanla, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  intended 
to  give  them  to  the  survivors  only,  or  also 
to  the  families  of  deceased  officers  ?     His 
own  impression  was,  that  it  should  be  given 
to  the  survivors  only ;  but  it  was  a  Bnbject 
on  which  ho  could  scarcely  venture  to  offer 
an  opinion.     Ho  wished,  however,  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
circumstance,  that  there  were  still  living 
some  of  those  who  served  at  Trafalgar* 
and  to  state  that  he  should  be  ashamed  to 
bring  forward   the  claims  of  the  Army, 
without  recommending,  at  the  same  time, 
the  claims  of  those  who  performed  such 
glorious  services  at   Trafalgar.     He  still 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  forget 
them.    He  would  also  take  the  opportunitj 
of  making  a  personal  allusion.     It  would 
be   recollected,  that  last  year  the  noUe 
Lord  recommended  to  Her  Majesty  to  ap- 
point the  son  of  General  Xott  to  a  living, 
and  that  Her  Majesty  did  so  to  the  great 
satisfaction  of  that  House  atid  the  country. 
Now,  it  so  happened,  that  the  last  words 
written  by  that  gallant  hero.  Lord  Nelson, 
was   a   recommendation    of    his    adopted 
daughter  to  the  care  and  protection  of  the 
country.     He  had  not  the  slightest  know- 
!  ledge  of  that  lady,  but  he  understood  she 
was  married  to  a  highly-esteemed  clergy- 
'  man  of  the  Church  of  England,  who  had 
I  but  a  small   provision  in   his  profession, 
'  which  he  (Sir  I>e  L.  Evans)  now  mentioned 
I  for  the  noble  Lord's  consideration ;  and  in 
j  the  hope  that,  although  this  lady  had  been 
j  so  discreditably  neglected  by  the  Govem- 
'  ment  of  the  day,  the  present  Government 
I  would  take  an  early  opportunity  of  doing 
as  much  for  her  husband,  as  they  had  so 
properly  done  for  the  son  of  General  Nott. 
;      Loun  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  ho  had 
j  stated  before,  that  it  was  very  difficult  for 
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Ilcr  Majesty's  Government  to  entertain  a 
question  which  had  already  been  considered 
and  decided  upon  by  their  predecessors. 
The  aspect  of  the  measure  had,  however, 
been  altered  of  late  years  by  the  medals 
given  for  services  in  India  and  China ;  and 
it  was  natural  to  suppose  that  the  Penin- 
sular veterans,  when  they  saw  others  de- 
corated with  marks  of  honour,  might  feel 
dissatisfied  if  similar  badges  of  distinction 
were  refused  to  them.  With  this  view. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  felt  it  their  duty 
to  advise  Her  Majesty,  that  medals  should 
be  granted  to  the  soldiers  of  the  Peninsula- 
It  seemed  to  them,  that  it  would  bo  the 
best  way  to  confine  the  grant  of  medals  to 
persons  present  at  actions  on  account  of 
which  medals  had  formerly  been  given  to 
officers  of  certain  rank  and  standing,  and 
which  the  Sovereign  had  thus  at  the  time 
pointed  out  to  be  actions  deserving  of  re- 
wards. They  determined,  therefore,  to  re- 
strict this  reward  to  those  of  our  soldiers  and 
non-commissioned  ofiicers  who  had  been  pre- 
sent in  such  actions.  That  was  the  principle 
which  had  deterinined  the  Government  in 
agreeing  to  confer  this  mark  of  distinction. 
With  respect  to  the  Navy,  it  was  expected 
by  those  who  had  participated  in  the 
triumphs  of  that  service,  that  there  should 
be  some  similar  distinction  given  to  it. 
On  consideration  the  subject  was  found  to 
be  full  of  difficulty.  The  battle  of  Tra- 
falgar was  hardly  a  fair  case  to  take  by 
way  of  illustration ;  for,  whereas  the  Army 
had  no  opportunity  of  encountering  any 
considerable  enemy  except  during  the  later 
period  of  the  war,  the  naval  service  had 
been  greatly  distinguished  during  the  ear- 
lier part  of  the  war,  and  after  1805  there 
there  was  hardly  any  enemy  to  contend 
with  it.  It  was,  therefore,  necessary  for 
the  Government  of  this  country  to  consider 
the  services  of  the  Navy  at  a  much  earlier 
time  than  those  of  the  Army,  they  having 
had  priority  of  time  with  respect  to  their 
actual  occurrence.  In  coming  to  a  decision 
with  respect  to  a  reward  for  the  service  of 
the  Navy,  the  same  general  principle  had 
been  observed  as  in  the  other  case.  It  was 
agreed  to  take  those  actions  only  for  which 
particular  medals  had  been  given;  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  tendered 
advice  to  the  Crown  upon  that  principle. 
It  was  impossible  to  make  any  distribution 
of  rewards  for  sen- ices  so  long  past,  upon 
any  principle  which  should  not  leave  out 
some  distinguished  and  celebrated  officers ; 
but  it  had  been  deemed  best  to  select  the 
principle  he  had  stated,  and  take  as  the 


basis  actions  of  which  the  importance  had 
been  previously  recognised.  With  respect 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  gallant  Officer's 
observations,  he  was  not  aware  of  the  cir- 
cumstance to  which  he  alluded,  and  there- 
fore could  make  no  remark  on  the  subject. 
The  medals  would  take  some  time  in  pre- 
paration, but  they  would  be  issued  as  soon 
as  they  were  ready. 

Sir  R.  peel  asked  whether  or  no  the 
Government  had  come  to  any  decision  with 
respect  to  the  erection  of  some  public  mo- 
nument to  the  memory  of  Sir  Robert  Sale, 
Sir  Robert  Dick,  and  the  officers  of  the 
rank  of  Colonel,  who  had  fallen  in  the 
glorious  battles  of  Ferozeshah  and  Sob- 
raon. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  they  had 
come  to  no  final  decision  the  subject.  Ho 
understood  it  had  been  the  decision  of  the 
former  Government  that  there  should  be  a 
monument  which  should  at  the  same  time 
celebrate  the  different  officers  who  had  thus 
fallen.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this  would 
be  the  best  plan  to  adopt. 

Sir  R.  peel  thought,  instead  of  bar- 
ing a  separate  statue  for  each,  it  would  ho 
best  to  have  some  public  record  of  the  two 
battles,  which  should  commemorate  the 
actions,  and  at  the  same  time  to  have  a 
separate  medallion  for  the  specific  services 
performed  at  each  battle. 

Sir  C.  NAPIER  complained  that,  as 
medals  were  to  be  given  for  services  in 
India  and  China,  as  well  as  for  the  battles 
of  the  last  war,  none  were  to  be  assigned 
to  the  seamen  and  officers  who  had  served 
in  the  Syrian  campaign.  There  was  a  Tory 
strong  feeling  among  those  who  had  shared 
its  labours  and  perils,  as  to  the  justice  of 
such  a  concession.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  anything  particularly  wonderful  in  the 
capture  of  Saint  John  d'Acre;  but  it  could 
not  be  denied  that  the  taking  of  so  strong 
a  fortress  by  a  British  squadron  was  a  very 
gallant  achievement.  Why  should  not  the 
Mediterranean  squadron  be  rewarded  in 
the  same  way  as  the  others  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  admitted  that  the 
services  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ad- 
miral referred,  had  been  of  a  very  brilliant 
and  distinguished  character;  but  there  had 
been  services,  not  inferior,  performed  at 
Algiers  and  Navarino,  which,  if  those  of 
Acre  were  to  be  so  rewarded,  must  like- 
wise have  medals. 

Sir  C.  NAPIER  quite  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord,  and  ventured  to  say  with  re- 
spect to  the  battle  of  Algiers,  that  there 
was  not  an  action  fought  during  the  whole 


Army  Etdittment. 


{LORDS} 


Poor  Bemowd  Act. 


war  wbieh  vas  superior  to  it.  The  Ad- 
miral on  that  rx*caffion,  with  fire  or  six  sail 
of  the  line,  attacked  one  of  the  strongest 
places  in  the  world;  and  he  believed  that 
scarcely  any  other  man  in  the  Narr  would 
hare  done  what  Lord  Exmouth  did  on  that 
occasion.  As  to  the  action  of  NaTarino, 
that  was  fought  under  rerj  different  cir- 
cumstances; but  no  one  could  deny  that 
the  British  commander  had  done  his  dntj 
well. 

House  resumed. 

DRAINAGE. 

Sir  G.  grey,  in  moring  for  Icarc  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Act  9  and  10 
Victoria,  cap.  lOl,  authorizing  the  advance 
of  public  money  for  the  improvement  of 
land  by  drainage,  explained  that  it  was 
proposed  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
objects  to  which  money  lent  in  terms  of  the 
Drainage  Act  of  last  year  might  be  ap- 
plied. Where  there  was  a  large  seaboard. 
It  was  found  impossible  for  the  proprietors 
to  raise  means  for  the  purpose  of  rendering 
the  drainage  effectual,  and  the  land  safe 
by  enclosure  and  the  fonnation  of  proper 
outfalls,  lie  proposed  to  retain  the  pro- 
viso of  the  Act  of  last  Session,  that  the 
land  improved  should  be  liable  to  an  an- 
nual charge  for  twenty-two  years;  but 
a  provision  would  be  intro<luced,  limiting 
the  amount  of  the  advances  to  individual 
proprietors;  for  it  would  be  seen  that  some 
Tory  largo  demands  had  been  made  under 
the  Act  of  laHt  Session,  and  a  great  desire 
existed  to  reduce  the  extent  of  such  de- 
mands within  moderate  bounds.  It  was 
propofltnl,  that  when  applications  were 
made  for  advances,  certificates  should  be 
issued  by  the  Enclosure  Commissioners  for 
such  an  amount  as  in  their  opinion  could 
properly  be  expended  within  three  years, 
and  that  the  parties  should  have  no  claim 
to  the  use  of  what  was  left  unexpended  at 
the  end  of  that  ])eriod. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

ARMY  KNUSTMENT. 
Mr.  F.  MAULE  moved  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  liill  for  limiting  the  time  of  ser- 
vice in  the  Anny.  He  had  stated  the 
other  night,  that  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  enter  into  any  details  of  this  Hill;  tliene 
he  should  h*av(!  to  the  second  reading.  He 
might  mention,  that  the  period  named  in 
the  Hill,  was  ten  years  for  the  infantry. 
and  twelve  years  for  the  cavalry  and  artil- 
lerv. 


I  Mr.  HIXDLEY  hoped,  that  more  time 
would  be  given  to  persons  who  enlisted,  to 
think  of  the  step  they  had  taken,  and  sng- 
geeted  that  twenty-four  hours  might  be 
given  to  them  to  consider  whether  thej 

,  would  enter  the  Anny  or  not.  He  had 
known  persons  in  a  state  of  drunkenneaa 

'  for  twenty-four  boors. 

I  Mr.  F'  MAULE  could  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  authorities  would  do 
what  they  could  to  discoontenanee  aneh 
practices ;  where  parties  were  not  in  pos- 
session of  their  right  senses,  it  coold 
hardly  be  considered  an  enlistment  at  all. 
Leave  given. 
House  adjourned  at  Twdve  o'clock. 
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MnruTKS.]  PrriTio.v8  Pkbmvtsd.  By  tkr  Dokt  of 
Riehmond,  from  GiurdiaiM  of  Um  Hcmtad  Vwkm,  for 
the  AboUtion  of  the  pmnt  Law  of  ScCtknMMt,  tui  tor 
the  EnaetmcBt  of  other  MeMom  in  Hen  dMnaf :  tui 
troax  the  Fonci  AgiieuUiml  Meetiqf ,  «gaiMt  the  pn^ 
poeed  Reduction  of  Duty  on  Colonial  Spirits,  imlMi  a»- 
compenied  by  ■  ('orrevpondlnf  Rednetkn  of  Dnty  oa 
MflJt  uMd  in  inakii«  Malt  SpMtii—  By  the  DuU  of  Ridi. 
mood,  from  Eaniworthy,  for  the  AmcndmeBt  of  the 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Act,  bj  EqualUnf  the  Payment  of 
Pdot^  Rates  orer  the  entire  of  eaeh  Unioii.— Pmn  tht 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Wickkm,  ■■■wnWiil  at 
Spring  Afltiaet,  1847,  that  Step*  may  be  immediately  taken 
for  Stiroulatiiv  the  application  of  Capital  to  tb«  Ptdbmk 
tioo  of  Irish  Railways. 

POOR  REMOVAL  ACT. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  moTed  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Poor  Re- 
moval Act  of  last  Session  (the  9th  and 
10th  Vict.  cap.  G6).  As  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  probahility  of  the  House  re- 
fusing to  accede  to  the  Motion,  he  would 
only  very  shortly  state  the  pounds  which 
induced  him  to  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  subject.  Their  Lordships  were 
aware  that  there  was  an  Act  entitled  the 
''Poor  Removal  Act/*  which  passed  through 
Parliament  last  year,  and  which  receired 
the  Royol  Assent  on  the  26th  of  August. 
It  so  happened  that  this  Act  had  been 
frauHMl  in  such  a  manner  that  it  was  hardly 
posnible  to  find  two  men  who  could  agree 
as  to  how  it  should  be  carried  out.  It  had 
boon  avowed  by  those  who  framed  the  Bill, 
that  the  construction  which  had  since  been 
put  upon  the  first  clause  of  it  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  was 
one  which  thoy  did  not  anticipate.  The 
fact  was,  that  the  clau.4e  stated  that  per- 
sons who  had  re.*ided  fi>r  iHvc  years  within 
a  parish,  although  they  had  not  a  pariah 
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think,  {hat  the  nohle  Duke  had  laid  he- 
fore  their  Lordships  eood  parliamenta^f 
grounds  for  inqnirj.  Undouhtedlj  there 
were  great  donhis  as  to  the  operation  <rf 
the  Act;  and  it  was  right  that  those  doobts 
shotdd  he  remoyed  as  earlj  as  possible. 
The  nohle  Duke  was,  perhaps,  aware  that 
a  Committee  hadheen  appointed  on  thu 
suhject  hj  the  other  House  of  Pariiaiii0itt» 
and  that  they  had  already  presented  ^spe- 
cial  report  on  the  law  of  settlement.  Wne> 
ther  the  nohle  Duke  had  seen  that  x^Bpw|^ 
and  whether,  having  seen  it,  he  wIm  stiu 
£sposed  to  think  that  another  CommitliM 
was  necessaiT,  he  could  not  si^;  hut  at  aU 
eyents,  it  would  he  conTcment  uat  it  shodd 
be  communicated  fo  their  Lordships. 

LoBD  BROnOHAM  said,  he  fbitod  thAt 
the  Act  to  which  the  noble  Dpke  had  re- 
ferred, receiyed  the  Rojal  Assent  on  tM 
26th  of  August.    Now,  who  could  e:     ei 
that  at  the  26th  of  August,  or  for  f 
teen  or  sixteen  days  preceding,  any  ^ 
deliberate  attention  would  be  nyen  to 
subject  of  pauper  remoyals,  when  so 
of  their  liOrdships  were  busy  with  : 
yals  of  a  totally  different  d«icripti      --re- 
moyals, not  from  one  parish  to  an< 
but  from  one  state  of  being  to  anotj      -> 
from  tiie  Legislature  to  the  larder,    jua 
howeyer,  as  was  the  last  Session  when      • 
Poor  Semoyal  BUL  passed,  it  was  not 
last  Act  passed  durinff  the  last  Set 
for  he  found  that  117  Fuhlic  add  a« 
Acts  were  passed,  402  Local  aiid  Pe 
Acts,  and  ol  Priyi      A<its;  the  am< 
their  legisktiye  Ub<    -s  last  Sesnon  j 
ended  in  no  less      n  570  new  lai 
greater  part  of  wn       were  hrt       iv       o 
tiiat  House  for  the  si       u 
i    t  m  ij  ] 
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settlement,  could  not  be  remoyed  from  such 
a  parish,  proyided  that  the  time  during 
which  they  had  been  in  gaol,  in  horoital, 
in  a  lunatic  asylum,  or  receiyed  relief  was 
not  computed  as  part  of  the  fiye  years. 
Now,  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General 
had  giyen  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  first 
part  of  the  clause  was  retrospectiye,  but 
that  the  proyiso  was  not  retrospectiye.  The 
consequence  had  been  that  throughout  all 
the  boards  of  guardians  in  the  country, 
there  was  great  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
how  the  Act  should  be  obeyed;  and  he  be- 
lieyed  that  if  the  Act  remained  in  force  un- 
explained, it  would  produce  litigation  to  an 
endless  extent.     If,  for  instance,  the  au- 
ditor should  entertain  a  contrary  opimon  to 
that  of  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General, 
he  might  disallow  the  relief  giyen,  and  that 
could  only  be  rectified  by  remoying  the 
case  by  certiorari  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench;  and  he  was  afrud,  from  the  extent 
of  business  before  that  court,  that  a  de-' 
cision  could  not   be  come  to  for   some 
time.     Then  there  would  be  appeals  frcm 
the  quarter-sessions,  whicheyer  way  the 
cases  were  decided  there;  and  those  also 
would  haye  to  come  before  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.     In  these  circumstances 
he  thought  that  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  to 
look  into  the  matter,  and  report  as  to  its 
working,   was  most  'desirable.     He   had 
stated  upon  a  former  occasion,  and  he  now 
repeated,  that  the  Act  had  been  most  un- 
just to  the  ratepayers,  and  highly  prejudi- 
cial to  the  poor,  and  especially  to  that  por- 
tion of  the  poor  who  were   entitled  to 
the  most  fayourable  consideration  of  their 
Lordships.     The  Act  had,  indeed,  heen 
drawn  in  the  most  clumsy  way  imaginable; 
and  the  cause  of  this  and  similar  Acts 
being  allowed  to  pass  in  this  clumsy  form 
was,  that  they  were  generally  brought  up 
to  their  Lordships'  House  at  the  end  it 
the  Session,  when  most  of  their  Lordships 
had  gone  into  the  country,  and  when,  eyeh 
if  they  were  all  there,  not  one  tithe  of  the 
measures  then  presented  to  them  could  lie 
properly  considered.     He  did  not  giye  any 
opinion  of  his  own  as  to  the  construction 
of  this  Act;  he  grounded  his  Motion  for  a 
Committee  solely  upon  the  fact  of  the  dif- 
ference of  opinion  ifhich  preyaOed  on  the 
subject,  and  upon  the  uniyersal  fbeling 
which  existed  that  Parliament  could  taot 
meet  together  without  either  repealing  die 
Act,  or  passing  a  declaratory  Act  statbg 
what  it  meant. 

The     Marquess     of    LANSDOWNB 
thought,  and  he  beUeyed  the  Houie  wettkt 
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very  much  of  the  time  of  courts  of  com- 
mon law,  as  well  as  of  the  quarter-ses- 
sions, where  they  had  not  the  same  ad- 
vantages for  the  explanation  of  laws,  was 
consumed  in  reconciling  their  inconsisten- 
cies. So  that  one  might  very  well  say,  as 
Lord  Tenterden  said,  when  he  found  it  im- 
possible to  construe  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
though  that  was  a  matter  of  every-day  oc- 
currence in  the  court  over  which  he  pre- 
sided, •*  We  cannot  say  that  a  Legislature 
is  inops  consiliif  but  we  may  truly  say  that 
it  is  magnas  inter  opes  inops;**  and  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  believed  that  every  one 
who  heard  his  Lordship's  observation  was 
aware  that  it  was  not  more  pungent  than 
tnie.  A  remedy  for  these  evils  might  pro- 
bably bo  found  in  a  plan  submitted  by  a 
committee  of  the  Law  Amendment  Society 
to  the  late  Lord  Chancellor  and  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  for  giving  to  a  board  the 
power,  not  of  superseding,  but  assisting 
the  Legislature,  and  each  of  the  Members 
of  the  Legislature,  in  forming  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, so  that  they  should  not  be  drawn 
as  one  man  might  now  draw  them,  with- 
out looking  to  any  other  Act;  but  every 
other  Act  on  the  subject  should  be  con- 
sulted. To  this  plan  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had 
promised  to  give  their  most  earnest  atten- 
tion; and  he  should  furnish  his  noble  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  and  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
other  Uouse  with  a  copy  of  the  report  in 
which  it  was  contained,  hoping  that  as 
they  had  succeeded  to  the  offices  lately 
filled  by  those  to  whom  he  had  alluded, 
they  would  also  have  succeeded  to  the  at- 
tention which  they  had  promised  to  show 
to  the  plan  he  advocated.  Before  sitting 
down,  he  wished  to  set  an  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  of  his  right  on  a  point  connected 
with  the  subject  which  had  given  rise  to 
this  discussion.  Allusions  had  been  made 
elsewhere  to  an  opinion  delivered  by  Mr. 
Hill,  which  had  led  to  a  somewhat  incor- 
rect statement  of  the  course  of  conduct 
pursued  by  that  pjentlonian  profcj^sionnlly. 
The  opinion  of  Mr.  Hill  had  been  taken 
about  thirteen  montlis  ago,  long  before  it 
became  the  subject  of  public  mention,  and 
before  the  controversy  arose  with  respect 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners. A  case  had  been  laid  before  him 
in  the  usual  way  by  an  attorney  for  his 
opinion;  and  he  in  the  u^ual  way  gave  an 
answer  to  that  case.  Mr.  Hill  was  called 
upon  to  say  what  in  his  opinion,  as  a 
lawyer,  was  the  riglit  and  legal  construc- 
tion of  an  Act  of  Parliament;  and  he  had 


given  his  opinion.  In  that  opinion  it  was 
needless  to  say,  whether  Lord  Lyndhnrst 
and  himself  concurred  or  not;  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  would  only  say  that,  in  a  state- 
ment which  came  before  them,  they  entirely 
concurred  in  that  opinion.  The  subject 
had  come  before  them  in  a  totaUy  different 
way;  and  they  had  given  their  opinion 
privately  as  to  the  construction  of  the  Act 
in  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners.  Every  one  knew  that 
tho  slightest  difference  in  the  facts  might 
considerably  alter  a  lawyer's  opinion  npon 
a  case;  but  upon  the  facts  stated  to  hiin» 
Mr.  Hill  had  written  the  opinion  in  ques- 
tion, and  given  it  to  his  client.  Mr.  Hill 
had  not  the  slightest  idea  that  it  would  be 
made  public;  for  aught  he  knew,  it  might 
have  been  asked  for  by  the  very  parties 
themselves,  the  Commissioners  or  their  se- 
cretary. For  aught  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
knew,  it  was;  ho  was  not  at  all  sure  that 
it  was  not.  It  was  said  that  Mr.  Hill  had 
taken  a  great  deal  upon  him;  but  a  man 
could  not  do  less,  when  asked  for  his  opin- 
ion, than  state  what  in  his  opinion  the  law 
wos.  Mr.  Hill  might  have  been  asked, 
were  the  Commissioners  justified  in  what 
they  had  done  ?  and  he  might  have  an- 
swered no;  but  he  had  given  his  opinion  in 
a  much  less  peremptory  and  decisive  man- 
ner, and  one  not  at  nil  dogmatic.  When 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  passed  in 
1834,  Mr.  Hill  was  Member  for  Hull,  and 
instead  of  being  the  adversary  of  the  mea- 
sure, was  its  strenuous  supporter,  and  had 
not  all  along  changed  his  opinion  upon  that 
question.  As  a  lawyer  ho  was  bound  to 
give  the  opinion  he  had  given. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  was  sure  that  the 
vindication  of  his  friend,  Mr.  Hill,  offered 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite, 
was  most  complete,  and  that  the  conduct 
of  that  gentleman  had  been  perfectly  cor- 
rect. Upon  the  merits  of  the  question 
before  their  Lordships,  he  most  heartily 
concurred  in  the  propriety  of  granting  the 
Committee. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  thought  the  great 
mistake  of  the  Act  was,  that  it  did  not 
give  a  settlement  in  tho  parish  where  the 
person  was  resident.  It  prevented  persons 
resident  for  a  certain  length  of  time  in  a 
parish  from  being  rcmove<l,  but  it  did  not 
give  a  settlement;  and  in  consequence  of 
this,  the  evils  suggested  by  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  had  arisen.  It  was  right 
in  principle,  but  it  did  not  go  far  enough. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  agreed  that  it  would 
have  been  better,  if  the  Act  had  gone  far- 
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ther;  but  it  could  not  be  carried  farther, 
because  the  oountrj  was  not  prepared 
for  it. 

Motion  agreed  to.  Committee  appomted. 

IRISH  RAILWAYS. 
Eabl  FITZWILLIAM  rose  to  present 
the  petition  of  which  he  had  giren  notice 
from  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  comitr  of 
Wicklow,  prajing  that  their  Lordsnips 
would  take  some  measures  to  stimulate  tne 
employment  of  labour  in  Ireland,  and  the 
encouragement  of  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways in  that  country.  The  noble  Earl 
said,  he  would  not  enter  upon  any  long 
discussion  of  the  subject  to  which  the  pe- 
tition related.  He  would  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  addressing  a  few  words  to  weir 
Lordships  upon  the  state  in  which  Ireland 
appeared  to  him  to  stand  as  regarded  the 
measures  of  relief  adopted  by  Goremment; 
and  he  would  entreat  of  them  to  consider 
whether  or  not  they  seemed  fully  adequate 
for  the  crisis  when  yiewed  in  relation  to  the 
circumstances  he  would  endeayonr  to  lay 
before  them.  The  whole  rental  of  Ireland 
was  said  to  be  about  13,000,0002.  The 
loss  consequent  on  the  failure  of  the  potato 
crop  was  taken  at  16,000,000{.;  but  he 
belieyed  that  was  an  under-estimate  of  the 
real  amount.  When  the  House  <Ame  to 
consider  the-  actual  loss  of  farming  and 
agricultural  stock  in  connexion  wim  that 
failure,  and  when  they  came  to  reflect  on 
the  destruction  of  cattle,  horses,  jngs,  and 
poultry  (which  were  of  much  more  impor 
tance  in  Ireland  than  they  were  in  this 
country),  they  would  perhaps  hold  him  jus- 
tified in  thinking  it  could  not  possibly  be 
less  than  24,000,0002.  sterling.  Now  the 
whole  rental  of  England  was  assumed  to 
be  somewhere  about  85,000,0002.  Would 
their  Lordships  then  just  tlunk  for  one 
moment  on  the  effect  which  the  destmetion 
of  between  90,000,0002.  and  100,000,0001. 
of  agricultural  and  farming  stock  must  ne- 
cessarily produce  in  this  country.  That 
was  the  point  of  yiew  in  which  their  Lord- 
ships and  the  country  ought  to  regard  this 
question,  and  it  was  that  yeiy  yiew  whieh 
English  gentlemen  were  not  disposed  to 
take.  They  thought  the  evil  had  been  ex- 
aggerated. Their  opinion  seemed  to  be 
that  the  danger  of  the  crisis  had  been  ex- 
aggerated; that  it  was  only  temporwy, 
and  would  soon  and  entirely  pass  awar. 
A  plan  had  been  suggested,  and  brmignl 
forward  in  the  other  House  of  Parilianient, 
the  merits  of  which  he  would  not  pretend 
to  discuss;  but  he  was  8troii|^y  of  e^nioD 


that  Ae  Legislature  was  called  on  to  take 
some  steps  to  remedy  an  evil  which  waa  of 
the  greatest  moment  m  Ireland*  namely, 
the  want  of  steady  and  oontiniious  employ- 
ment. He  would  refer  iheur  Lorddiipa  to 
the  second  report  of  die  Railway  Commia* 
sioners  of  Ireland  on  this  pobt,  who,  tn 
speakmg  of  the  general  condhbn  of  tkie 
people,  declared  it  to  be  their  eonvietioD, 
that  the  great  cause  of  the  poyerty  of  the 
country  was  *'  the  want  of  oontinnous  em- 
ployment. "^  Now  he  certainly  did  not  think 
the  institution  of  railway  works  woidd  bayt 
been  an  effectual  substitute  for  die  worka 
which  had  been  going  on  inlrcdand  br  ihm 
last  six  months :  but  he  did  bdiere  ihej 
might  not  be  impropeily  substituted  whea 
those  works  had  been  brought  to  a  doae. 
Much  calumny  and  obloquy  had  been  heap* 
ed  moat  unifeseryedly  on  the  syston  of 
pnbHc  works,  bj  persons  who  had  not  ddy 
eonsidered  their  ultimate  effiscta.  Tha 
great  benefit  they  had  efiected  eonnrted 
in  the  fact  that  tiiey  had  employed  tlie 
people  during  a  period  of  great  distress, 
and  hadrelieyedusfromthe  necessity  (to 
which  we  should  haye  been  otherwise  ex- 
posed) of  aflbrdinff  ffratnitooa  relief  to  ba- 
tween  500,000  ami  600,000  penmm.  Nor 
that  this  system  waa  about  io  paaa  awar, 
it  would  be  well  to  eondder  what  woidd  m 
the  beat  substitute  for  it,  and  to  take  aoma 
steps  to  make  Irsland  a  better  maddna  Ibr 
the  employment  and  derelopment  of  e^pilsL 
Considlmd  ia  a  materiaTpoht  of  yM^ 
erery  country  waa  but  a  madbine  to  eibrt 
those  obfeets  for  time  who  inhabited  )t| 
and  that  was  the  most  pofeetiy  eonstitaiiai 
which  carried  them  out  to  the  largest  isx? 
tent.  It  was  true  that  mdiiaeountiTi 
worka  of  mat  importanee,  whieh 
freqnentiy  looked  upon  aa  miUio 
had  in  truth  been  eonstrueted  by  inditUb- 
als  and  by  priyate  bodieas  bat  if  thMr 
looked  to  the  Oontinent,  ih^  wmdl  'im 
tiiat  great  pnbBo  worka  were  trndertiMi 
by  tiie  Goyemmenta  of  tiie  reapedtlye  eiiM* 
tries.  They  weie  toU  dia*  bdaiid  dMil 
be  left  to  herself  for  thtfexeevtiim  of  iwKi 
pobUc  wMks,  and  that  in  time 
capital  wooM  low  into  Ireland  to 


and  atunidate  it ;  Imt  tlMir  LordsUpa  i^Al 
depend  on  it,  lint,  if  tiiey  waited  for  tSk 
day,  andif  tiiey  fefaied  to  Btr.tiD  Koi^tali 
eaj^tal  ib#ed  l&tQ'Iralaiid,  tiiqr^«roaM^^ 
see  the  riiuk^  of  die  latler  eoontry*  ''r 
land  had  done  and  waa  doing  mqeh  in  lG| 
way  of  charity  towards  Ireland.  She  IMK 
done  01^  aa  mneli,  and  peiiuqpi  SMitafi 
tim  llMgr  eooia  bm  ex|^«rted|  bnlVii 
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f/.fiy^.  t>.i!  «»w  |.4^r.oi  rv>us^  herself  suflSL- 
f..f.vti    ••    f^*-'    «N>'V5^5v  which  existed  for 

l3ril«L    !»*'•"    =■->'**  ****  *^  ^^^"^^  ^^^  ^®  P^*"" 

^„p,.,,  ift(rt^»*v*uouc  of  Ireland.  In  the 
.^.fV  »»  tV*'^^  iriij^rovement  for  the  country 
tr  1t*:i*'»  i*^^?  ^^*rd  of  nothing  more  he- 
.;t|i  «Joac  i>v  l*urliamont  than  a  loan  of 
l.%l»,iX'Oi/  lie  did  not  wish  to  under- 
vJuc  t,hat  loiiku.  but  neither  did  he  think 
it  Wtt.t  ac  all  dcijiirable  to  overlook  it.  And 
ho  tcai\Hl  a  disposition  existed  in  and  out 
\^  tho  House  to  do  so.  Every  Irish  land- 
lord was  UH)king,  they  were  told,  for  his 
portiou  v>f  the  loan.  lie  did  not  think  it 
was  oxcivdingly  likely;  hut  if  the  assertion 
woi-o  true,  had  any  noble  Lord  calculated 
how  much  this  loan  of  1,500,0002.  would 
bo  per  acre  on  the  whole  area  of  Ireland? 
Why,  it  would  be  just  about  19d.  an  acre. 
That  individuals  would  derive  benefit  from 
the  loan — that  the  lucky  men  in  the  lottery 
would  be  enabled  to  improve  their  estates, 
ho  had  not  the  smallest  doubt ;  but  then 
these  advantages  would  be  enjoyed  by  in- 
dividuals merely,  and  would  not  be  extended 
to  the  country  at  large.  Now,  that  was 
the  object  to  which  they  should  look;  and 
as  far  as  the  operations  under  the  loan  were 
concerned,  ho  was  strongly  of  opinion  that 
those  who  would  derive  most  benefit  from 
it,  were  precisely  the  persons  who  stood 
least  in  need  of  it.  A  man  in  bad  circum- 
stances would  not  venture  on  borrowing 
any  money  under  the  loan.  [The  Alar- 
quess  of  Laxsdowne  :  Why  not?]  He  was 
about  coming  to  that  question,  and  to  show 
why  he  made  the  statement.  The  mort- 
gages, rent  charges,  and  incumbrances  on 
the  landed  j>roperty  of  Ireland,  were  calcu- 
lated at  no  less  than  70^  per  cent  on  the 
land  of  the  whole  country.  To  avoid  any 
exaggeration,  ho  would  take  it  at  60/.  per 
cent  on  the  land,  and  proceed  to  consider 
how  an  embarrassed  landlord  would  be 
alFecteil  by  the  loan.  He  would  take  the 
case  of  an  individual  possessing  20,000 
acres  of  land,  producing  a  rental  of  10,000/. 
a  year,  on  which  there  were  charges  to  the 
amount  of  G.OOO/.,  which  would  leave  him  a 
clear  rent  of  4,000/.  Now  he  would  ask 
any  nohlo  Lord  at  all  ac(|uainted  with 
agricultural  affairs — and  there  were  many 
then  present — whether  it  would  make  much 
impression  on  his  property  of  20,000  acres, 
if  this  individual  were  to  borrow  less  than 
10.000/.  of  the  loan?  He  knew  any  less 
sum  would  make  very  little  impression  on 
the  condition  of  &urh  an  estate.  If.  then, 
the  landlord  were  to  borrow  10,000/.,  he 
immediately  became  subject  to  a  charge  or 


annual  payment — whether  interest  or  sink- 
ing fund  he  did  not  care — of  650/.  a  year. 
He  wished  to  know  if  any  pmdeni  man, 
with  an  income  of  4,000/.  clear  from  20,000 
acres,  would  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
his  land,  borrow  10,000/.,  which  subjected 
him  to  such  a  payment  ?  To  justify  him  in 
doing  80,  the  improvement  to  be  derived 
from  the  loan  should  be  immediate ;  but* 
under  the  circumstances,  it  could  onlj  be 
prospective.  Surely  no  prudent  man  wotdd 
borrow  under  such  circumstances.  He  be- 
lieved the  Irish  landlords  much  more  pru- 
dent than  the  pross  of  this  country  would 
allow;  and  in  making  that  remark  he  wish- 
ed to  say  a  few  words  as  to  charges  which 
had  been  generaUy  made  against  that  body. 
One  heard  it  said  everywhere,  what  had 
the  Irish  landlords  ever  proposed  for  Ire- 
land ?  What  had  that  Gentleman,  who  was 
the  great  type  of  Ireland,  ever  proposed  ? 
He  would  put  in  a  plea  for  Irish  gentlemen, 
in  reply  to  those  observations.  He  would 
answer  and  say,  that  the  Irish  Gentlemen 
had  proposed  the  best  thing  which  had  been 
suggested  for  Ireland  during  the  last  six 
months.  They  had  proposed  the  substitu- 
tion of  a  system  of  reproductive  for  unpro- 
ductive works ;  and  fortunate  would  it  have 
been  for  them  and  for  us,  if  the  form  of  the 
Bill  under  which  the  public  works  were 
carried  on,  would  have  admitted  of  the  sug- 
gestion. In  fact,  so  far  from  having  sug- 
gested nothing,  the  Irish  Gentlemen  were 
really  the  only  persons  who  had  suggested 
anything  available.  They  had  also  sug- 
gested the  introduction  of  railways.  There 
might  be  objections,  to  be  sure,  to  such  a 
system — there  might  be  much  jobbing — 
there  certainly  would  bo  some  jobbing — 
where  such  an  immense  body  of  men,  in 
fact  an  army  in  everything  but  discipline^ 
as  was  observed  by  a  noble  Friend  of  his, 
were  engaged ;  hut  there  were  also  unques- 
tionable advantages  from  it,  and,  whatever 
the  merits  of  the  plan,  the  Irish  Gentlemen 
had  su^^trosted  it.  He  thought,  too,  tlie 
Irigh  resident  gentlemen  had  been  actuated 
by  high  views  in  sugcresting  that  public 
works  should  be  earriiHi  out  on  a  largo 
scale.  That  would  he  the  proper  spirit  in 
which  to  conduct  them,  for  they  might 
rely  on  it  that  a  small  scale  was  not  up  to 
the  mark  of  this  great  exit^ency.  Thej 
also  heard  it  said,  that  the  advances  to  be 
made  to  Ireland  would  not  be  repaid. 
That  was  not  the  opinion  of  the  r>oard  of 
Works — that  was  not  the  opiniun  of  those 
best  acquainted  with  the  country.  There 
was  really  a  great  deal  of  injustice  abroad 
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on  ibis  subject.  What  was  the  statement 
made  by  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  in  their  report  in  1837,  in  reference 
to  the  loans  made  under  57th  Geo.  III. 
some  years  before.  Speaking  of  these 
loans  Uiey  said,  "  that  repayment  is  made 
with  great  regularity,  and  had  f^ed  only 
in  a  few  cases."  The  amount  of  the  loan 
to  which  this  report  referred,  as  well  at  he 
could  recollect,  was  about  500,0001.  or 
600,0002. ;  and  the  few  eases  of  non-pay- 
ment showed  the  advantages  of  the  loui. 
Indeed,  there  could  be  no  question,  as  he 
conceiyed,  with  respect  to  the  benefits  of 
advances,  and  he  would  adduce  a  few  facts 
on  the  subject.  He  had  been  told  that 
since  the  construction  of  roads  in  the  county 
of  Galway,  the  customs  duties  had  been  in- 
creased to  an  amount  he  was  afraid  to  men* 
tion.  Again,  in  the  western  part  of  Mayo, 
there  was  a  place  called  Blacksod  Bay, 
which  was  one  of  the  finest  harbours  m 
the  world;  but  some  years  back  it  was 
scarcely  known.  A  grant  was  made  for 
the  construction  of  a  fishing  pier.  Pre- 
yious  to  its  erection  there  was  no  trade 
whatever  at  the  village  or  the  bay,  nor  did 
it  contain  a  single  store  or  private  dwel- 
ling. In  the  first  year  the  pier  gave  snffir 
cient  encouragement  to  a  merchant  to  coma 
and  settle  there;  and  though  he  had  d^ 
culty  in  gettmg  a  cargo  for  some  time, 
there  was  now  a  regular  export  of  600 
tons  of  grain  from  the  port,  and  nine  large 
stores  and  several  private  houses  in  a  pUiee 
which  so  lately  as  1837  contained  neither. 
These  advances  were  peculiarly  suited  to 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  she  stood  in 
need  of  such  aid.  There  nevw  was  a 
greater  mistake  than  to  cry  up  Ireland  as 
Sie  richest  country  in  the  world.  That  was 
an  error  which  had  been  promulgated  by  a 
little  Irish  vanity,  and  credited  by  a  great 
deal  of  English  credulity.  Th^  Lord- 
ships  might  depend  on  it,  thai  there  was 
no  land  in  Ireland  at  all  equal  to  the  good 
rich  lands  of  England.  He  had  that  <m 
the  best  authority-— on  the  anihori^  of  an 
eminentgeologist  who  had  travelled  througli 
Ireland,  the  Dean  of  Westminster.  [Lm 
Brocoham  :  Oh,  he  only  looked  bdow  the 
surface.]  He  would  venture  to  say  that 
"  the  Golden  Vale  of  Tipperary/'  of  whioh 
they  all  had  heard,  was  not  more  fertile 
than  the  vales  of  most  of  the  riren  of 
England,  and  was  not  as  fertile  as  many 
of  them.  But  the  question  was  not  tto 
richness  of  some  particular  traet  of  a  miJUt 
county,  but  the  average  value  of  the  whole 
SQiface  of  Ireland.    Ho  had  tnndM  in 


Irehuid— in  the  south  of  Ireland,  as  )us 
noble  Friend  behmd  him  inqoired — and  )ie 
would  venture  to  say,  looking  IM^  it  on  tiM 
broad,  that  there  was  no  eoniparisoii  in 
point  of  richness  dT  soil  between  Ireknd 
and  this  conntiy.  Let  them  mark  Ipr 
much  of  her  mirfiMe  irm  eov«i4  vMi 
mountaiaa  aal  wpter,  and,  mm  m  ftitile 
nets,  iBsumbered  vidi  mks  an4  %Umf^ 
rrhe  ICarquess  of  CukXBiGABiiB :  W^ 
did  they  do  in  England,  when  there  vvm 
rooks  and  stones  there  too  ?]  They  bont 
had  been  there.  As  a  geologist  he  affiroMid 
that,  and  would  be  prepared  to  d^nte  &• 
mattw  with  the  noUe  Lord.  The  roeks 
were  never  soattered  over  the  sar£M)e  ef 
this  eountiy,  as  they  were  in  Irela«4» 
That  was  a  eertain  £Mi.  Bni^hmd,  A» 
richest  country  in  the  worid,  had  to^Ml 
with  a  member  of  her  empire  which  WM 
bynomeansrieh.  Wonid  she,  then,  haw 
it  neglected  and  nneared  for,  or  wonU  8h% 
by  tjb^  developnient  of  f  nUw  woiks,  wm^ 
deavonr  at  least  to  nuse  it  in  a  eertain  de- 
gree up  to  the  level  of  the  more  fisvoved 
parts  of  the  empuref  His  opiwon  wu^ 
that  thev  should  take  the  latter  mmm^ 
nie  mode  in  idiich  they  should  do  so^  it 
was  not  for  him  to  point  out;  b«th»«M 
perfboay  satisfied,  that  if  thegr  thouAft 
they  eould  get  over  this  nresmt  diffiemi' 
by  a  charity  of  8,000,000£  or  9,000,0001L| 
luge  as  that  sum  soonded,  thegr  would  ^dl^ 
have  a  prolongation  of  thosa  soenee  nii^ 
iolfttiop  and  distress  fimm  lAkh  A#  < 
try  wodd  never  revife* 

Lou>  BBOUGHAH  begged  to  say, 
reply  to  some  observations  ef  the  nel 
Lord  which  seemed  to  mdy  to  him,  4hal 
he  never  objeeted  to  advanees  Piopflibr 
made,  but  that  he  certainly  did  oljaet  w 
the  wholesale  nature  ef  tb  present  man* 
sores. 

Babl  GRET  said,  the  obssrfaliim^  ef 
the  noUe  Lord  who  had  just  ndkan,  nidi 
it  noeessaiy  for  him  tO:  say  urn  wisJaii 
reply.  In  th^  first  daeb,  whan  tike 
b2[  declared  that  l^mOOQJL 
gethw  niadeyiate  to  week  any  graai  im* 
nrovemeni in  the  stMe  of  tba  waattr^^m 
t£ariGhm^)adnttttedif  theywiM  oi&rto 
look  to  iha*  sin^^  Umaanra,  itwwU  lii 
decidedly  inadequate  to  meat  aB  dm  eil? 
jBj^noies  of  the  ease;  In 
It  an  eztranelf  imperiant 
likdiy  to  hate  a  very  bimelleisi  effsM-iia 
enahUng  landed  pmrietora  to  impnMie 
their  estatee,  partieiilarij  by  pranotfag 
drainage^  wUeh  was  most  VOkAj.  aa  te 
%^g^^  toaMRBr  «  Ixdendy  .saU'  iim% 
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were  other  and  more  important  measures 
for  the  improTcment  of  that  country;  and 
if  he  were  to  say  to  which  of  them  he 
looked  most  in  connexion  with  that  ohject, 
he  should  certainly  mention  that  which 
would  he  prepared  hj  his  nohle  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  for  facilitating  the  sale  of 
cncumhered  estates.  In  the  yenr  case  of 
a  man  with  10,U<X)/.,  of  which  6,000/  was 
encumhered  (quoted  hy  the  nohle  Earl), 
according  to  this  Bill  it  was  plain  that  hy 
selling  a  portion  of  his  estates,  to  clear  oif 
that  sum,  he  could  obtain  an  accession  of 
real  income,  and  be  enabled  to  improye 
the  remainder  of  his  property,  as  well  as 
relieye  himself  of  all  charges  upon  it.  Be- 
sides that,  land  would  then  be  brought  into 
the  market,  which  the  owner  of  capital 
might  buy  up  with  a  yiew  to  improyement. 
And  though  the  noble  Earl  said  Ireland 
was  so  poor,  he  (Earl  Grey)  belieyed  there 
was  a  yast  amount  of  capital  in  that  coun- 
try, of  which  people  were  not  aware,  and 
which  only  required  to  be  called  out  by  the  I 
exercise  of  some  such  measure.  He,  there- 
fore, looked  to  it  with  more  hope  than  to 
adyances  of  money.  The  noble  Lord  had 
pointed  out  the  great  adyantages  which 
had  arisen,  in  some  instances,  from  public 
works  haying  been  undertaken  in  Ireland.  I 
He  (Earl  Grey)  had  ncycr  heard  it  doubted 
that  much  benefit  resulted  from  those  mea- 
sures; but  when  the  noble  Lord  alluded  to 
them,  he  scarcely  was  aware  that  the  Acts 
by  which  money  had  been  adyanced  for , 
such  works  were  still  in  existence,  and  that , 
it  was  intended  to  improye  and  simplify  { 
them  by  the  measures  of  Goyernment  this 
Session.     The  public  works  as  to  the  im- 

Sroyement  of  the  Shannon  Xayigation,  un- ! 
er  one  of  these  Acts,  were  now  in  pro- 1 
gross,  and  likely  to  be  attended  with  the , 
moflt  beneficial  etfects.     But  he  could  not , 
help   thinking,  that   one   ycry  dangerous : 
fallacy  ran  through  the  whole  uf  his  noble  \ 
Friemrs  Hj>eecli.     It  was  that  Ireland  was 
to  look  to  England  and  to  the  English  Go- 
yornni(!nt  for  assistances  instead  of  relying 
on  itself.     He  did   not  believe  there  was  , 
any  more  dangerous  delusion  than  that  a  | 
country  should  trust  to  tlie  assistance  of  | 
Goyernnu'nt  as  its  sole  means  of  progress,  j 
To  what  did  this  country  owe  its  wealth  i  > 
To   persevering  industry,  to  the  gradual : 
accumulation  of  small  Havins?,  and  to  the  ; 
continual  application  of  cnpitul  from  gene- ! 
ration  to  genorution,  not  by  governments, 
but   by  private  individuals,  for  the  promo- 
tion of  variou<4  works  of   pi*mianent   im- , 
provement.      He  was  inclined  to  dispute 


the  opinion  so  confidently  laid  down  hj  his 
noble  Friend,  that  Ireland  was  a  far  less 
fertile  country  than  this;  and  he  should  be 
prepared  to  establish  that  such  was  not  the 
case,  from  the  most  trustworthy  accounts 
and  the  highest  authorities.  He  had  not 
himself  had  the  advantage  of  yisiting  Ire- 
land, except  for  a  yery  short  time,  and  he 
had  not  gone  through  the  conn  try  in  the 
manner  in  which  his  noble  Fnend  stated 
he  had  done.  He  regretted  exceedingly 
to  hear  that  his  noble  Friend  had  not  raid 
Professor  Kane's  work.  He  earnestly  en- 
treated him  to  read  that  Professor's  trea- 
tise 0,1  the  Industrial  H^sonrces  of  Ire- 
land,  in  which  that  gentleman  proved  how 
great  they  were,  and  how  much  might  be 
accomplished  by  improvements.  His  noble 
Friend  was,  he  thought,  mistaken  in  sup- 
posing that  no  part  of  this  country  had 
been  covered  with  rocks.  He  could  point 
out  Northumberland,  in  England,  and  a 
vast  extent  of  country  in  Scotland,  which 
had  been  cleared  of  vast  blocks  of  rock. 
It  was  by  the  untiring  industry  of  the  in- 
habitants of  this  country  and  of  Scotland 
— by  the  application  of  the  capital  derived 
from  their  own  savings,  that  the  wealth  of 
Great  Britain  had  been  created;  and  it 
was  by  similar  means  only  that  Ireland 
could  hope  to  raise  herself.  Xo  doubt 
Englan<i  should  be  prepared  to  give  Ire- 
land a  helping  hand;  but  the  utmost  that 
could  be  done  by  this  country  was  as  no- 
thing comjiared  to  what  must  be  done  by 
the  Irish  proprietors,  and  by  the  working 
classes,  if  they  expected  the  country  to  be 
ever  raised  from  its  present  lamentable 
condition,  lie  must  say,  therefore,  he 
heard  with  great  regret  the  tone  of  utter 
dopondence  on  England  which  pervaded 
his  noble  Friend's  speech.  If  England  did 
not  exist,  did  his  noble  Friend  mean  to  say 
that  Ireland  could  not  raise  herself  to 
wealth  ?  It  was  a  libel  on  human  nature 
to  say  so.  Ireland  wanted  nothing  but 
regular  in<lustry  well  applied,  economy 
and  ]>erseyerance,  to  become — in  propor- 
tion to  her  extent — as  rich  a  country  as 
England.  He  did  trust  that  her  inha- 
bitants would,  at  the  present  time,  look,  as 
their  main  reliance,  not  for  the  assistance 
of  England,  but  to  thvir  own  exertions. 

Loud  MONTEAGLE  was  ready  to  con- 
cur in  much  that  had  fallen  from  his  noble- 
Friend  (Karl  Grey),  if  applie<i  to  ordinary 
timrs  and  to  onlinary  circumstances.  No 
one  was  more  ready  than  himself  to  assert 
and  to  inculcate  the  doctrines  of  labour, 
industry,  aud  self-reliance,  as  indispensable 
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ia  Ireland.  But  the  present  time,  and  the 
present  calamity,  were  exceptions  to  all 
ordinary  rules.  His  noble  Friend  who 
presented  the  petition  now  before  the 
House,  so  far  from  exaggerating,  had 
greatly  understated  his  case.  The  loss  by 
the  potato  blight  in  Ireland  had  been  esti- 
mated by  competent  judges  at  16,000,000^. 
The  rateable  value  of  property  in  Ireland 
was  somewhat  above  13,000,000Z.  The 
rated  property  of  England  and  Wales  was, 
in  1841,  85,600,000?.;  and  at  the  present 
time  probably  approached  100,000,000?. 
Supposing  a  loss  sustained  in  this  country 
of  the  food  of  the  people,  to  the  extent  of 
100.000,000?.  or  110,000,000?.,  would  it 
not  be  a  mere  delusion  to  believe  that  this 
deficiency  could  be  met  by  the  ordinary 
labour  and  frugality  of  the  people,  or  by 
the  ordinary  assistance  of  local  rates  ?  The 
State,  as  in  1795  and  1800,  must  and 
ought  to  interfere.  Even  in  ordinary  times 
cases  were  known  to  exist  in  which  great 
national  works  were  admitted  to  require 
national  aid,  if  their  usefulness  were  un- 
questioned, and  if  they  could  not  be  con- 
structed otherwise.  Parliament  had  acted, 
and  had  acted  wisely,  on  this  principle. 
He  would  take  Scotland  as  an  example. 
How  much  had  been  effected  by  the  Com- 
mission for  Highland  Roads  and  Bridges  ? 
Public  grants  had  been  made,  not  to  super- 
sede, but  to  stimulate  and  to  guide  private 
efforts.  Nor  had  these  works  been  sanc- 
tioned to  meet  any  temporary  calamity, 
but  as  forming  part  of  a  permanent  sys- 
tem. And  what  was  the  result  ?  Why, 
the  late  Mr.  Telford  had  given  it  as  his 
opinion  before  a  Select  Committee,  that 
the  parliamentary  grants  for  the  Highlands 
had  been  the  means  of  advancing  those 
districts  more  than  a  century  in  improve- 
ment. Therefore,  he  could  refer  both  to 
the  reason  of  the  case,  and  to  actual  ex- 
periment, in  support  of  his  noble  Friend's 
(Earl  Fitz William's)  proposal.  But,  he 
would  again  ask,  would  not  Parliament 
have  been  called  on  to  interfere  if  a  loss  of 
agricultural  produce  had  been  sustained 
equal  to  one  year  and  a  half's  rated  rental  ? 
Most  assuredly  it  would.  He  regretted 
that  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey)  had  so 
pointedly  named  the  English  Parliament, 
and  the  English  Treasury,  as  the  authori- 
ties to  which  Ireland  had  to  look  for  relief. 
Those  were  dangerous  words  to  hear  used. 
It  was  not  to  the  English,  but  to  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  to  which  the  appeal  was 
made.  In  that  Parliament  Ireland  had 
her  full  right  to  consideration,  as  an  integ- 
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ral  part  of  the  empire.  It  was  not  from 
the  English  Treasury  that  Ireland  sought 
for  aid;  it  was  from  the  Imperial  Trea- 
sury, to  which  the  taxation  of  Ireland 
largely  contributed.  On  that  Parliament, 
and  on  that  Treasury,  the  Irish  had  as 
unquestionable  claims  as  any  who  trode 
the  soil  or  breathed  the  air  of  England.  In 
one  respect,  indeed,  he  most  willingly  ad- 
mitted, that  the  people  of  England,  in 
their  individual  capacities,  had  been  ap- 
pealed to;  and  most  nobly,  most  gene- 
rously, had  they  answered  the  call.  The 
appeal  was  made  to  their  never-failing  sym- 
pathy for  distress,  and  to  their  ready  spirit 
of  self-sacrifice  in  relieving  it.  This,  too, 
had  been  done  under  circiunstances  the 
most  discouraging.  All  that  could  have 
been  done,  he  would  not  say  by  malignity, 
but  by  perverse  ingenuity,  systematically 
applied,  to  damp  and  check  the  innate  hu- 
manity of  the  people  of  England,  had  been 
tried,  but  had  been  tried  in  vain.  But  the 
divine  flame  of  Christian  charity  was  not  to 
be  so  extinguished.  All  the  cold-blooded 
writing,  all  the  cruel  scorn,  all  the  falsehoods 
which  had  been  employed  for  this  one  bad 
object — first,  denying,  then,  underrating, 
and  then  affecting  to  consider  the  calamity 
as  one  to  which  private  charity  was  inap- 
plicable— the  whole  of  this  wicked  sophistry 
had  failed  in  its  object ;  and  they  had  seen 
a  tide  of  sympathy  as  well  as  of  wealth 
flow  from  Grea^  Britain  into  Ireland,  which 
he  trusted  would  not  be  undervalued,  and 
which  he  was  convinced  ought  never  to  be 
forgotten.  His  noble  Friend  (Earl  Fitas- 
william)  had,  with  his  characteristic  cour- 
age, ventured  on  a  defence  of  that  most 
unfortunate  concern — the  Labour-rate  Act. 
He  seemed  to  think  that  it  had  been  some- 
what unfairly  depreciated.  This  he  denied. 
A  more  miserable  failure  had  never  takeu 
place  in  legislation.  But  his  noble  Friend 
was  not  very  logical  in  his  encomium ;  for, 
at  the  same  moment  that  he  praised  this 
measure — condemned  as  it  was  by  Mr. 
Labouchere's  letter — condemned  as  it  was 
by  the  very  measures  Parliament  was  dis- 
cussing— ^he  frankly  stated,  that  the  most 
useful  suggestion  offered  by  any  party, 
was  that  which  proceeded  from  the  Iriah 
Gentlemen,  who  advocated  the  substitu- 
tion of  productive  for  unproductive  works. 
But  unproductive  work  was  the  very  es- 
sence of  the  Labour -rate  Act.  How  then 
could  his  noble  Friend  praise  the  Act  it- 
self, and  yet  praise  a  recommendation 
which  was  its  very  opposite?  He  must 
choose  between  the  one  and  the  other  as 
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an  object  of  encomium ;  he  could  not,  with 
any  accuracy  or  consistency,  endeavour  to 
combine  the  two.  Again,  his  noble  Friend 
had  said,  that  the  evils  of  the  Labour-rate 
Act  had  not  been  foreseen  or  predicted,  and 
therefore  that  the  Government  could  not 
justly  be  blamed  if  the  measure  had  failed.  In 
this  point,  again,  he  must  differ  from  him, 
and  refer  him  to  the  very  accurate  register 
of  Parliamentary  debates,*  where  he  would 
find  that  all  the  now-admitted  evils  of  the 
Labour-rate  Act  had  been  anticipated  in  that 
House  of  Parliament.  The  consequences  of 
wasting  the  national  resources  on  unpro- 
ductive labour,  and,  above  all,  the  necessary 
tendency  of  the  measure — the  fatal  intro- 
duction of  out-door  relief  to  the  able-bodied 
poor — were  there  also  accurately,  though  in- 
effectually, described.  But  though  he  dif- 
fered from  his  noble  Friend  in  these  points, 
he  entirely  agreed  with  him  in  the  main 
argument,  which  there  had  been  no  attempt 
made  to  deny  or  to  answer.  They  were  now 
employing  600,000  a  day  in  Ireland ;  they 
were  now  expending  one  million  a  month. 
They  were  called  on  to  abandon  the  system. 
Had  they  provided  an  adequate  substitute  ? 
Would  a  loan  of  one  million  and  a  half  to  a 
system  of  soup-lcitchens,  provide  for  the 
multitude  of  labourers,  and  the  dependent 
members  of  their  families  ?  It  was  equal  to 
no  more  than  six  weeks'  support,  even  if 
brought  into  immediate  operation.  But 
this  immediate  change  could  not  by  possi- 
bility be  made.  It  ought  to  be  rememoered 
also,  that  an  expenditure  of  one  million  on 
the  waste  lands  of  Ireland  had  been  pro- 
posed. Now,  if  that  measure  were  either 
withdrawn  or  defeated  in  another  place, 
the  remedial  means  of  the  Government, 
inadequate  as  he  considered  them  to  be, 
even  if  accepted,  would  fall  short  of  the 
intentions  and  estimates  of  their  framers 
by  the  amount  of  the  million.  That  million 
would  consequently  require  to  be  applied 
in  some  other  measure.  The  House  and 
the  ])ublic  might  rely  upon  it,  the  proposed 
measures  would  not  carry  Ireland  through 
her  struggle,  or  even  support  her  in  her 
transition  state,  iivpassing  from  one  class 
of  remedies  to  another.  The  measures 
recommended  in  the  petition  before  the 
House,  tended  to  produce  that  effect ;  and 
he  tlierefore  earnestly  supported  them. 
Without  some  such  remedy,  the  Govern- 
ment would  of  necessity  be  driven  back 
upon  presentment  works  and  the  Labour- 
rate   Act.      Already  he  saw  notifications 


of  renewed  sessions  throughout  Irdand. 
He  ventured  to  predict  the  continuance  of 
these  measures  and  all  their  ill  eonse- 
quences,  with  as  full  a  conviction  as  when 
he  had  addressed  their  Lordships  on  the 
25th  of  last  August.  The  event,  he  feU 
certain,  would  justify  his  prediction. 

Petition  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  tlie 
Table. 

House  adjourned. 
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M muTBt.]    PoBUC  BiUM^^l'*  Juwnito  ( 
PBTfTiOMi  PBBUitTSD.     By  Sir  T.  AeUDd,  from  C 

against  Uie  Rovian  Catholic  ReUef  BilL— By  Sir  J.  Hm 
mer.  from  Hull,  and  Mr.  Fonter.  fhun  Liverpool,  iv 
Reduction  of  UghthouM  Dofla.— By  Sir  H.  Cmptell, 
from  Bcrwiduhira.  againat  tba  ptopoaed  MaaMna  ■•• 
specting  Sugar  and  Rum.— By  Sir  J.  Hanmcr,  from 
Hull,  tor  Reduction  of  Duty  on  Tea.— By  Mr.  Hndaoa. 
from  Inhabitant!  of  WibMy,  finr  Repeal  of  Anmmf 
Act.— By  Sir  J.  Uanmer,  from  Charlca  Robert  CoMoa,  • 
Magiitnte.  in  the  County  of  Chester,  for  AlteraliOB  of 
Law  respecting  Extra-parochial  Placea.~By  Mr.  MiteheU. 
from  Joeeph  Tite,  of  Clenbam  Fetherimry  (Donec),  im 
Favour  of  Uie  Ten  Hours  Fectocies  BUl^By  Mr.  McGw- 
thy,  from  Cork,  fur  Assimilating  the  Municipal  Corpora 
tions  (Ireland)  Act  to  that  of  England.- By  Mr.  O.  Ha- 
milton, from  Donnybrook,  for  Alterackm  In  Floor  Lav 
(Ireland).— By  Mr.  Ainsworth,  from  the  Ouavdlaaa  of  tW 
Poor  Law  Union,  Boltoo,  for  an  eOelent  Feat  Law  (Ii^ 
land).— By  Mr.  Bankes  and  other  Hon.  Uwubtn,  from 
sereral  plaocs,  for  Repeal  or  AlteiatloB  of  the  roor  B^ 
moval  Aet— By  Sir  H.  Campbell,  from  TruBtaas  or  CoA> 
missioners  of  Eyemouth  Harbour,  against  tha  Facta, 
Haibours,  he  Bill  (1848).— By  Mr.  M.  BeO.  ftoB  Ite 
Newcastle  and  Berwick  Railway  CompaDy,  agaiait  1h» 
Railways  BilL— By  Sir  J.  Hanmer,  from  the  Chambar  aff 
Commerce,  Hull,  against  laying  the  Boiden  oa  the  Ra> 
▼enue  for  the  Relief  to  IrefauML— By  Mr.  Baakaa  aai 
other  Hon.  Members,  from  several  plaoes,  for  AHcntfoa 
of  Law  of  Settlement— By  Sir  W.  Clay,  from  llafkaay, 
for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Tower  Hamlets  CcadaiariaB 
of  Sewers. 

CULTIVATION  OF  THE  LAND  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  D.  BROWNE  wished  to  put  two 
questions  to  the  Secretary  for  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  a  short  time 
ago,  that  in  the  county  of  Mayo,  an  iDegal 
conihination  had  heen  formed  to  prerent 
the  cultivation  of  the  land.  He  had  lately 
received  several  communications  from  that 
county  in  reference  to  this  statement ;  one 
of  thoin  denied  that  any  such  comhination 
existed,  ntfimiiug,  on  the  contrary,  that 
the  people  were  most  anxious  to  cultiTate 
the  land,  hut  they  had  not  seed  for  the 
purpose.  He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  what  authority  he  made  hU 
statement,  and  who  were  the  parties  by 
whom  the  communication  was  made  to 
him.  He  aUo  asked  whether  the  GoTcm* 
mont  intended  to  furnish  a  supply  of  iced, 
or  establish  seed  depots  in  Irdandi  prOTid^ 
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ed  the  landlord  became  securitj  for  the  re- 
paying the  cost  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  be  had  not 
stated  that  an  organised  combination  to 
prevent  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  prevail- 
ed generally  in  Mayo,  but  he  haa  reason 
to  believe  that,  partially,  thore  was  such  a 
combination;  he  had  made  the  statement 
on  information  received  from  a  source  .on 
which  he  could  rely.  His  correspondent 
added,  too,  that  the  spirit,  if  not  enecked, 
was  likely  to  spread;  he  had,  therefore, 
thought  it  his  duty  to  state  his  opinion 
with  respect  to  it  to  the  House.  Bat  per- 
haps the  best  answer  he  could  give  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  to  read  the  com* 
munication  itself  in  extmuo;  the  House 
would  excuse  him  for  not  giving  the  name 
of  the  writer;  he  was  a  person  holding  an 
official  situation,  asai  on  whose  authofitj 
he  could  place  entire  reliance.  The  I^ter 
was  dated  Feb.  9, 1847:— 

**  Sir — I  regret  being  obliged  to  itate,  that  to 
add  to  tbe  misfortunes  of  this  district,  asystemstie 
and  organized  plim  is  fiist  gaining  ground  amongst 
the  nmBXi  &nners  and  coUier  ten^its,  not  to  sow 
the  landf  this  spring;  and,  even  had  thej  a  snflU 
eiency  of  seed,  I  am  inclined  to  think  they  wsuld 
suflbr  the  land  to  lie  waste  rather  than  cwtlvato 
it.  Unfortunately,  19  out  of  20  of  the  holdings 
in  this  county  are  oeoupied  by  the  above  deeerip* 
tion  of  persons.  Various  causes  have  tended  to 
IHToduce  this  result.  I  principally  attribnte  it  to 
the  focility  with  which  this  class  obtain  employ- 
ment upon  the  public  works,  freouently  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  the  real^  destitute,  who  have  no  land ; 
added  to  which,  mischievous  individuals,  sad  of  a 
better  class  too,  are  impressing  upon  these  poor 
creatures  that  the  Government  cannot  allow  tham 
to  starve,  and  that  if  they  till  their  lands,  tb» 
produce  will  not  satisfy  the  landlord's  daim  for 
rent  and  arrears,  together  with  the  price  of  tho 
eeed,  and  that  it  is  better  for  them  to  remain  mm 
the  public  works,  which  they  are  told,  and  fooL' 
ishly  believe,  are  to  have  no  end.  A  lai^  body  of 
men,  amounting  to  about  300,  some  armed,  travttSr 
ed  a  portion  of  this  district  on  Thursday  night  last, 
warning  all  those  whom  they  visited  not  to 
attempt  to  till  their  lands  this  year ;  the  sbim 
party,  on  the  same  night,  robbed  several  booses 
of  arms.  Should  this  system  be  carried  out  to 
any  extent.  Mayo  will  become  a  perfect  wildeniets 
next  year ;  the  sheep  and  cattle  are  foot  disap- 
pearing, the  owners  killing  and  using  them,  and 
tlie  dirtress  and  the  deaths,  from  want  and  dssti> 
tution,  very  much  on  the  increase.  Upon  the 
whole,  the  prospect  for  the  coming  year  is  lament- 
able and  gloomy  in  the  extreme/' 

Being  in  possession  of  infoimation  of  this 
description,  and  the  hon.  Oentleman  having 
called  the  attention  of  the  Gbveramseni  to 
the  condition  of  the  eounty  of  Mayo*  be 
thought  he  vras  not  only  justified,  \mt  im*- 
peratiTely  called  on,  to  state  it  to  tlw 
House,  and  to  urge  these  lAo  hii.M» 


ence  in  that  oonn^  to  exert  it  in  ] 
this  spirit,  wluch  it  was  obvious  must 
to  most  lamentable  results.  He  had  rei^ 
son  to  think  that  his  having  made  that 
statement  had  not  been  withoat  •oma 
effect;  firom  conununioationB  received  sinoo 
he  called  attention  to  the  sulneot,  he  irw^ 
ed  the  notice  tsken  of  it  would  lead  to  the 
represinon  of  the  spirit  that  had  partialhf, 
but  not  generally,  prevaOed.  As  'to  m^ 
measures  the  Government  had  taken  for 
the  distribution  of  a  supply  of  seed,  lie 
had  lately  received  a  communication  ftom 
a  Member  of  the  Irish  Government  whidi 
would  enable  him  to  answer  the  queatioii| 
it  stated— 

''We  have  found  it  perfoetly  imprsettosUs t^ 
get  a  suiBdent  supply  of  eoro  fiv  seed  withoaS  se- 
rious iBtmrforenee  with  tho  markets;  grssn  em 
seed  akme,  therefore,  wHl  bo sappliod:  fotasor 
i^pplioation  and  notes  of  repayment  have  him 
prepared,  and  we  are  now  readqr  to  reoeiva  ap 
cations;  the  first  snrivsls  have  been  i 
day.- 

EMIGRATION  FROM  IRELAND. 

Mb.  ALDAH  wished  to  call  the 
tion  of  the  Government  to  the  distrasa  of 
poor  emigrants  in  Montreal,  and  to  asfc 
whether  there  was  any  check  to  the  mH* 
nation  of  sooh  poor  persons  from  Im- 

Sm  G.  OBET  said,  W  the  6tb  and  7d» 
yiotoria,  cap.  92,  sec.  l8,  the  gaanfaia 
were  empowered,  aakgeet  to  the  rsgnlatisaa 
of  the  Gommissfoneni,  to  be  made  wUk  At 
consent  of  the  SeeretaiT  of  State  fm  Ikie 
CohHuea,  to  assist  any  deetiitute  poov  pei^ 
son  who  had  been  three  moiKkha  an  inmate 
of  a  workhouse,  and  who  had  been  apfffsv** 
ed  Ij  the  Commissioners,  to  emigrate  te  4 
British  edoinr,  snbjeet  to  a  limitraon  aaii 
expense.  The  attention  of  the  Ofwnwisi 
sioners  having  been  directed  to  ]Cr.A»> 
ehanaa's  report,  it  appeared  that  tlie  BtBi- 
ber  and  deseriptkn  of  emigraiits  TWfmM 
by  Mr.  Bnehanan  to  have  anifed  at  :(km 
bee  from  three  nniona  In  tba  north  toilmt 
knd,  in  the  ship  ABndis,  did  nol  mtm 
spend  with  the  nnmbet  aad  deaenptiMi  4f 
persona  who  had  beoft  allowed  by  1 
miasioneffa  to  eviknte.  Thajt  ' 
direoted  Mr.  SeiSr,  their 
missioner  k  Irthnd,  to  make  UkvmUjf 
into  the  freto;  and  Atf  had  obtained  hm 
him  a  list  ef  Ilia  aamea  and  ages  ol^dia 
emigrants  sent  oat  from  these  three  miaiaft 
including  Cderaine.  That  return  certainlT 
did  net  aq^part  thfl  atate«ien|  that  the  «u^ 
9^  froas  that 


gsaata  iaptjH4  um  jmt  vm^, 
..mostly  old  and  nekly  peopkt,  9^ 
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leas  children.  The  following  was  the  re- 
turn : — 

**  In  Armagh  Union,  the  number  of  children 
nnder  6  years  of  was  2  ;  from  6  to  15  years,  7 :  of 
adults,  between  15  and  30  years,  ti  ;  between  30 
and  40,  2 ;  between  40  and  50,  1 ;  between  50 
and  55,  1 ;  total,  22.  In  Coleraine  Union,  chil- 
dren under  5  years,  17  ;  from  6  to  15,  10  ;  adults, 
between  15  and  30,  10  ;  between  80  and  40,  6  ; 
between  40  and  50,  6  :  between  50  and  55,  1  ;  to- 
tal, 02  ;  In  Magherafelt  Union,  children  under  5 
years,  none  ;  from  0  to  15,  7  ;  adults,  between  15 
and  30,  2 ;  between  30  and  40,  1  ;  between  40 
and  50,  2 ;  between  50  and  55,  none ;  total,  12. 
Total  number  of  children  under  5,  10  ;  from  6  to 
15,  30 ;  of  adults,  between  15  and  30,  27  :  be- 
tween 30  and  40,  9  ;  between  40  and  50,  9  ;  be- 
tween 50  and  55,  2.     Grand  total,  90." 

The  Commissioners  said  that  they  had  not, 
in  any  of  these  cases,  sanctioned  the  emi- 
gration of  persons  who  could  reasonahly 
ho  supposed  incapahle  of  earning  their  sup- 
port. Only  two  persons  ahove  50  were 
sent  out  in  the  Belinda  from  these  unions; 
and  the  proportion  of  children  to  adults  did 
not  seem  unusually  large. 

JUSTICES  OF  LANCASTER. 

Mr.  T.  buncombe,  with  reference 
to  a  notice  of  his  which  stood  upon  the 
Paper — 

**  To  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  pe- 
titions from  Warrington,  complaining  of  the  con- 
duet  of  Messrs.  Lyon  and  Stubbs,  justices  of  the 
county  of  Ijincaster,  in  the  exerciM'  of  their  sum- 
mary jurisdiction,  on  the  trial  of  four  working 
men  for  leaving  their  employ" — 

said,  he  ha<l  understood  that  this  suhject 
had  hecn  under  the  consideration  of  the 
GoYemmont,  and  he  hoped  that  the  result 
of  that  consideration  would  render  it  un- 
necessary for  him  to  bring  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment would,  perhaps,  state  what  had 
heen  the  result. 

Sir  G.  (iRKY  said,  the  suhject  had 
heon  couHiderod,  not  with  roAi>ect  to  the 
merit.s  of  the  case,  hut  with  regard  to  tlie 
prootM'dings,  which  he  uiulerHtood  were  in- 
formal and  invalid  in  law.  The  remedy 
given  by  the  utatuto  in  such  oa.Hes,  hy  re- 
moval of  the  nH*ord  of  cronvictiim  into  the 
Court  of  l^uoen'a  IWnch,  would  be  useless 
and  inap])lical»le  to  this  cas<';  and,  under 
the  cin*uniHtances,  he  had  deemed  it  hiH 
d  utv  to  quash  the  oonvietion. 

Mil.  T.  DUXCOMBK  said  he  was 
ftatistied. 

SITES  FOR  ClirurHES  (SCOTLA>rt)). 
Mit.  BOUVEKIE  rose  for  the  purjjose 
of  moviuf; — 


"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether,  and  in  what  pari  of  Sootloiid, 
and  under  what  ciroamstanees,  large  munbera 
of  Her  Majesty's  labjeots  have  been  depriTed  of 
the  means  of  religiouf  worthip  by  the  refiml  of 
certain  proprietors  to  grant  tbcm  sitee  §ar  the 
erection  of  Churches." 

The  hon.  Member  began  by  rrfening,  in 
terms  of  eulogy,  to  the  manner  in  whieh 
this  subject  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  on  a  former  occasion  by  the  late 
Mr.  Maxwell  Stewart.  He  considered  that 
the  claims  for  redress  which  that  hon. 
Gentleman  had  adrocated,  and  which  he 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  now  brought  forward^  were 
entitled  to  be  heard,  and,  though  he  was  a 
member  of  another  Church,  he  atronglj 
felt  the  injustice  of  the  refiiflal.  He  in^ 
terceded  for  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland, 
and  was  willing  to  grant  to  that  Church 
what  iu  members  would  be  willing,  if  ne- 
cessary, to  grant  to  his  Church.  A  great 
body  of  persons  had  left  the  Church  of 
ScoUand,  influenced  by  a  sense  of  duty — a 
call  to  assert  a  great  principle,  the  asser- 
tion of  which  was  essential  to  the  welfare 
and  prosperity  of  the  religious  body — be 
meant  the  independence  of  the  reugioot 
society  of  civil  control.  He  considered  the 
right  of  self-government  in  matters  eccle- 
siastical to  be  the  true  and  right  principle. 
He  believed  that  the  Church  of  England 
owed  much  of  its  inefEcicncy  to  the  absence 
of  this  pruiciple.  They  were  about  to  discnsa 
in  that  assembly,  composed  of  members  of 
all  religious  bodies,  Roman  Catholics,  Pres- 
byterians, Unitarians,  and  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  other  denomina- 
tions, the  propriety  and  advantage  of  adding 
a  certain  number  of  bishops  to  the  English 
Church — a  Church  which  was  not  the  com- 
mon Church  of  the  Members  of  that  Hoose. 
Certain  it  was,  that  a  large  and  influential 
body  of  persons  in  Scotland  had  thought  it 
their  duty,  in  compliance  with  their  prin- 
ciples, to  go  out  of  the  pale  of  the  Chnreh 
of  Scotland:  and  events  connected  with  the 
Free  Church  had  proved  that  the  expecta- 
tions of  thoKO  who  thought  the  schism 
would  he  temporary,  had  not  been  well 
founded.  That  church  had,  in  less  than 
four  years,  collected  fi»r  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses no  le.<«»  a  sum  than  1.254,000/.  It 
had  built  630  churches,  and  established  a 
vast  number  of  normal  ond  other  schools. 
These  nimple  facts  showed  that  those  who 
ha<l  expected  the  healing  of  this  great 
8clii.Hm  of  the  Scotti:«h  (*hurch,  were  sure 
not  to  have  their  anticipations  realised. 
This  boily,  if  they  asked  for  a  favoor  at 
the  hands  of  the'  House,  were  cotilled  to 
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ask  it;  bat  they  asked  no  more  than  the 
justice  to  which  thej  were  fairlj  entitled. 
If  thej  came  to  seek  an  addition  to  their 
means  of  promoting  religious  educatbn, 
thej  would  be  jostled  in  asking  for  in- 

2uirj,  and  had  a  right  to  a  hearmg  from 
be  House;  and  more  especially  when,  in 
the  deep  and  deplorable  calamitj  of  £unine 
which  preyaUed  in  Scotland  as  well  as  in 
Ireland,  he  laid  a  special  claim  for  con- 
sideration for  the  body  whose  ease  he 
brought  forward.  It  was  tlus  body  who 
were  amongst  the  first  to  take  steps  to  in- 
yestigate  the  state  of  distress,  to  ascertain 
its  nature,  and  to  make  efforts  to  reHeye 
it,  in  Scotland.  A  reference  to  the  papers 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  the  distress  in  Scotland, 
would  furnish  the  best  proof  of  this  het. 
[The  hon.  Member  read  from  page  212  of 
the  printed  correspondence  a  letter  fr^mk 
the  Lord  Adyocate  to  the  Seeretaiy  of 
State,  dated  December  10,  1846.]  He  re- 
peated, that'^if  this  body  were  seeking  for 
a  fayour  at  the  hands  of  the  House/  they 
had  laid  a  good  foundation  for  it;  but  they 
did  not  ask  any  such  thing :  they  asked 
for  simple  justice — ^they  claimed  th»  fntt 
exercise  of  their  religious  rights  and  re- 
ligious liberies,  but  not  beyond  what  emy 
subject  of  Her  Majesty  enjoyed.  They 
alleged  that  their  rights  had  been  inter- 
fered with ;  that  they  had  been  preyented 
from  the  exercise  of  their  religbus  worship; 
that  they  had  been  prohibited  from  bniUing 
churches  for  that  purpose.  This  was  the 
grieyance  they  urged  upon  the  House;  and 
they  wished  the  House  to  inquire  into  the 
subject;  and  they  claimed  redress  at  its 
hands.  It  was  his  duty  to  urge  upon  the 
House  three  or  four  cases;  and  he  wonld 
first  call  their  attention  to  cases  in  whioh 
the  property  of  the  Duke  of  Bnedeuoh  was 
concerned.  In  entering  into  this  statement, 
he  was  not  gorag  to  discuss  the  motiyes  of 
indiyiduals.  He  should  abstain  from  eyery 
thing  which  could  fairly  giye  cause  of  ofieoee 
to  indiyiduals.  He  was  goiuff  only  to  deal 
with  the  public  conduct  cf  indiyidnab;  and, 
certainly,  he  could  speak  only  witfi  re^eet 
of  the  Duke  of  Bucclenoh.  He  beHeyed 
that  the  conduct  of  that  ndUe  persQii»  in 
the  performance  of  the  important  dtitim 
which  belonged  to  his  rank  and  podtiony 
had  been  most  exemplary.  But  the  Ihdw 
of  Bucdeuch  was  a  man  for  all  ihat}  and 
he  could  not  forget,  that  soeh  ^enottt  •• 
Archbishop  Cranm^,  and  Calym^  had  in- 
dulged in  persecution.  There 
cases  in  which  the  body  had  been 


lered  with  upon  ihe  Duke  of  Buedeadili 
property;  one  at  Canobioy  and  the  other  at 
Wanlooh  Head,  on  the  bordera  of  Lanark- 
shire. At  Canobie,  the  Duke  of  Buodaueh 
had  been  repeatedly  applied  to  to  grant  a 
site  for  a  ohureh;  and  the  eonditioBa^ha 
had  attached  to  Ua  eonsent*  amounted  to 
nearly  a  prohilnUon  of  public  wordi^'dto* 
gether.  At  Wanloch  Head,  the  pe|mk- 
tion — ^mostly  miners  belon^g  to  iac  lead 
mines:— was  about  700  penMms,  tad  eeyen- 
ei^ths  of  the  whole  bekmged  te  the  Pree 
Ohureh  of  Scotland.  There  the  ( 
tion  had  been  compelled  to  meet  in' 
air.  They  were,  it  was  true,  able  for  i 
time  to  erect  a  tent  and  meet  dieref  hitt 
hebelieyed  that,  fior  weeks,  the  tent  hanni^ 
been  damaged  by  the  weather,  they  Imi 
on  Sundays,  when  the  weather  pnrmifttai, 
met  in  the  open  air;  and  on  other  Snadhm 
th^  had  heea  j[ireyented  firain  meetita|^  ilor 
rel^oos  worship  at  alL  The  clengynpan, 
who  had  left  the  Establishment  at  &tinie 
of  the  secession,  and  who  was,  Uke  othnn, 
hanUy  allowed  a  resting  place,  hiii  tMfy 
residing  thirty  miles  fomi  the  scene  of  hia 
miniitry,  occupiied  a  room  nine  fiset  aqipam. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  read  a  kmg  exkaci 
descriptiye  of  the  great  hardships  endwcd 
by  the  congregations  at  these  pieces^  «id 
went  on  to  say  that  these  were  the  tve 
cases  in  which  the  Duke  of  Bncdeaflli  w4i 
conceined.  TheEadof  Aberdeen,  a  UlMOh- 
ber  of  the  late  Gkyemment,  howeyer^.tuld 
acted  difibrently,  and  thbogh  an  indiiMU 
who  at  first  was'miidi  mAi  of  enceiffr 
ging  this  moyemeot,  yet  when  the  tumm-* 
nittit  had  taken  {dace  he  was  one  of  tte 
first  to  grant  ntea  tm  chnrohea  to  CMlgi^ 
gadoos  of  this  persoasion.  The  Didue  «f . 
BqccleoBh,whowasadis»MBter,haderect»ft 


if  report  were  correct,  a  chapel  at  Dalkekh, 
where  he  had  the  seryiee  perfonned  in  Ihp 
strictest  conformii^  with  die  Hturnrhftliie 
Church  of  Eng^d.  Now,  he  (ib^Blft- 
yerie)  could  not  help  sayinx,  thnli^Mb 
the  noUe  Dnke  was  stttbg  in  OMiimd 
and  Ustemnff  to  the  lenriee,  if  the  -idle 
Dnke  were  but  to  ccnten^ale  the  UM^ 
lie  was  ihen  enjoying^  he  eooU  not  Jbr;» 
moment  refndn  ficm  jranting  dm  i 
of  the  poor  people  of  OanqMeaa 
Hisad.  TUa  refatved  to  tibe  hv 
wcnid  ncwctme  to  the  h^lands  Ifclhi 
lowhnda  it  wU  veU  known  Unit 
fcw  cases  orii  infifUnal  Maaeaie 
tracts  of  boa;  tal  m  tkn  bnUHids  ft^JM 
yeiy  diflhranl^  fisr  ike  nwgon^  of  ihe  yne- 
prietoip  &M  vera  pmrietcrs  of  Mr 
iaige  tn^tofilindi  nniifttn  IM^ 
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did  not  get  sites  from  these  proprietors, 
they  were  practically  proliibitod  from  get- 
ting sites  at  all.  On  a  largo  property  be- 
longing to  Lord  Macdonald,  the  noble 
Lord — ^for  reasons  best  known  to  himself — 
had  thought  fit  to  refuse  sites  to  these  peo- 
ple. In  a  neighbouring  district  —  in  the 
district  of  Ardnamurchan,  belonging  to  Sir 
J.  Riddell,  a  property  forty  miles  long  and 
proportionally  broad,  where  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  population  of  the  district, 
upwards  of  1,100,  belonged  to  the  Free 
Church — Sir  J.  Riddell  had  refused,  and 
still  refused,  these  people,  his  fellow-coun- 
trymen, the  means  of  building  churches. 
In  a  large  district  on  the  other  side  of 
Scotland,  in  the  vicinity  of  Strathspey,  a 
similar  refusal  had  been  given.  Also  in 
another  district,  in  the  district  of  Harris,  on 
the  extreme  west  of  Scotland,  where  some 
4,000  people  belonged  to  the  Free  Church, 
they  bad  been  obliged  to  perform  their 
public  worship  in  the  open  air.  There 
was  also  another  district  in  the  island  of 
Mull,  the  hardships  the  people  of  which 
had  to  undergo  in  the  performance  of  their 
religious  ceremonies,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
read  an  account  of.  The  hon.  Member 
then  resumed  by  stating,  that  these  were 
some  of  the  cases  of  the  grievances  of  which 
he  had  to  complain;  and  he  trusted  that 
the  House  would  assent  to  his  proposition, 
and  that  there  were  just  grounds  of  com- 
plaint. But  what  were  the  consequences 
of  this  state  of  things  ?  In  the  first  place, 
a  large  body  of  the  people  were  practically 
prohibited  from  meeting  to  worship  their 
God  according  to  their  consciences ;  and, 
in  the  next  place,  there  were  all  those  ex- 
asperations which  such  treatment  necessa- 
rilr  excited  in  the  minds  of  those  who  were 
refused.  Ho  could  not  see  any  objection 
to  granting  sites,  or  divine  the  reasons  for 
refusing  them,  more  particularly  as  Lord 
Stair  and  others  who  had  granted  sites 
had  never  had  reason  to  complain  of  dis- 
respect from  the  people  to  whom  they  had 
BO  granted  them.  In  most  of  the  cases  to 
which  he  had  referred,  the  most  fearful  des- 
titution existed;  yet  in  those  very  districts 
where  the  poor  people  were  undergoing 
severe  suffering,  they  were  practically  pro- 
hibited from  meeting  together  to  ask  God 
to  alleviate  their  distress.  All  he  asked 
for  was  a  Committoo  of  Inquiry,  and  he 
trusted  he  should  then  he  able  fully  to  sub- 
stantiate the  statements  he  had  made,  so 
as  to  give  the  greati'st  satisfaction  even  to 
the  most  minute  particular.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Fox  Maulc)  had  proposed  that 


compulsory  power  should  be  given  in  order 
to  enable  them  to  go  before  some  jndioial 
authority  to  obtain  sites  of  land  for  churches; 
but  he  (Mr.  Bouverie),  only  in  the  present 
instance,  required  a  full  inquiry.  There 
were  instances  and  precedents  of  the  Le> 
gislature  interfering  in  cases  of  this  kind; 
for  instance,  the  Legislature  had  interfered 
in  the  case  of  railways,  concerning  which 
the  only  reason  given  for  taking  possession 
of  lands  was,  that  **  the  public  convenience 
requires  it."  Yet  it  was  not  in  all  cases 
the  convenience  of  the  whole  common- 
wealth, but  merely  of  a  comparatiTe  few. 
But  there  were  also  stronger  precedents 
even  than  these,  which  were  cases  where 
compensation  was  obliged  to  be  given,  cases 
which  he  could  only  denominate  as  being 
'*  damnum  sine  injurid.**  He  found,  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  two  years  ago. 
the  *'  Metropolitan  Building  Act,  '  a  clause 
to  the  effect,  that  from  and  after  January, 
1846,  it  would  not  be  lawful  to  let  out  any 
room  of  less  dimensions  than  therein  spe- 
cified, or  any  room  or  rooms,  being  cellm, 
for  the  purpose  of  lodgings ;  and  in  whidi 
case  no  compensation  was  thought  ef» 
though  every  one  knew  that  a  lai^  amoimt 
of  property  at  that  time  was  verted  in  e^ 
lars.  In  the  same  year  there  was  also  pass- 
ed another  Act,  the  **  Enclosure  Act.*' 
relative  to  which  it  was  stated  that  the 
public  health,  the  public  advantage,  and 
the  public  weal  were  concerned  in  having 
places  of  recreation  for  the  population  of 
towns ;  and  a  clause  was  inserted  in  that 
Bill,  to  the  effect  that  when  any  comm<m 
was  enclosed,  a  part  should  be  reserred 
for  the  amusement  and  recreation  of  the 
people.  The  question  now  came — stnee 
places  had  been  found  for  the  amusement 
and  recreation  of  the  people — were  they  not 
to  find  places  for  their  education  and  reli- 
gious worship?  He  would  only  mentioB 
one  other  in.stance,  and  that  strictly  in 
point :  he  did  not  pretend  to  an  acenrale 
knowledge  of  the  laws  of  Scotland,  bnt  he 
believed  that,  on  the  formation  of  new 
parishes  in  Scotland,  the  Court  of  Session 
had  the  power  of  granting  authority  to  re- 
serve in  some  cases  four  acres  of  land  upon 
which  to  build  a  manse  for  the  clergyman 
of  the  parish.  Now  he  could  not  see  how 
any  just  distinction  could  be  drawn  in  this 
matter  ;  but,  a<«  he  said  before,  he  would 
not  enter  into  the  question  of  what  was  to 
he  doni* ;  and  he  only  trusted  that  in  sta- 
ting what  he  had  to  the  lious«\  he  had  done 
so  calmly  and  succinctly.  The  boa.  Gen- 
tloiuan  concluded  hy  submitting  his  Molaea. 
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Mr.  EWART  rose  to  second  the  Mo- 
tion, lie  thought  his  hon.  Friend  had 
amply  proved  the  existence  of  a  grievance. 
It  was  no  less  a  one  than  this,  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in 
Scotland  were  deprived  of  the  means  of  re- 
hgious  worship.  If  that  were  not  a  griev- 
ance, ho  did  not  know  what  they  coidd 
call  a  social  grievance.  The  next  question 
was,  whether  by  the  Motion  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  made,  he  was  likely  to  go 
any  way  in  diminishing  that  grievance. 
Had  his  hon.  Friend  moved  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill,  as  had  been  done  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Secre- 
tary at  War,  it  might  have  been  objected 
to  by  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  it  might  be 
said,  **  You  are  at  once  interfering  with 
property;*'  but  his  hon.  Friend  had  two 
objects — the  one  was  to  inquire,  and  the 
other  to  expose.  Now,  inquiry  and  expo- 
sure were  the  objects  of  Parliamentary 
Committees.  He  would  support  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock, for  this  reason  if  for  no  other, 
that  the  inquiries  of  the  Select  Committee 
would  attract  attention  to  the  proceedings 
of  such  of  the  landed  proprietors  of  Scot- 
land as  were  disposed  to  push  their  autho- 
rity to  an  undue  extent.  Some  good  would 
probably  result  from  this,  for  they  would 
be  thus  shamed  into  a  toleration  of  reli- 
gious freedom,  which  their  too  scrupulous 
tenets  might  otherwise  prompt  them  to 
refrain  from.  Believing  that  the  Motion 
was  founded  on  the  principles  of  justice 
and  tolerance,  he  had  great  pleasure  in 
seconding  it. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  the  sub- 
ject  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  had  that  evening  invited 
the  attention  of  the  House,  was  one  which 
on  two  former  occasions  had  been  brought 
under  their  consideration,  and  he  had 
hoped  that  the  discussions  which  took 
place  on  those  occasions,  and  the  opin- 
ions which  had  been  expressed,  would 
have  produced  such  a  beneficial  effect 
as  to  render  it  wholly  unnecessary  for 
those  who  now  applied  for  an  inquiry, 
to  make  any  further  appeal  to  the  Le- 
gislature for  relief.  He  had  hoped  that 
the  proprietors  in  Scotland — ^few  in  num- 
ber—  who  refused  to  grant  sitCB  for 
churches  to  members  of  the  Free  Church, 
would  have  been  influenced  by  the  advice 
which  was  given  them  by  persons  whose 
opinions  were  deserving  of  the  highest 
estimation,  and  that  they  would  have  been 
convinced  of  the  propriety  of  no  longer 


perseycring  in  the  course  which  formed 
the  subject  of  complaint.  He  alluded  par- 
ticularly to  the  opinions  which  had  been 
expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, the  late  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department.  When  this  question  was 
first  brought  forward  by  his  lamented 
Friend,  Mr.  Patrick  Stewart,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  declared  his  sorrow  at  hear- 
ing the  statements  which,  on  that  occasion, 
were  made,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  if, 
unhappily,  they  should  prove  to  be  true, 
some  speedy  remedy  would  be  applied;  and 
when,  on  the  second  occasion,  the  matter 
was  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Perth,  who  obtained  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  on  the  subject,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  though  declaring  himself  un- 
favourable to  direct  legislative  interfe- 
rence, again  emphatically  repeated  the 
opinions  he  had  previously  expressed.  The 
whole  spirit  and  tenor  of  his  observations 
went  to  this  point,  that  whatever  course 
might  have  been  justifiable  in  the  early  days 
of  the  secession,  now  that  that  secession 
had  become  clearly  of  a  permanent  charac- 
ter, and  that  all  hope  of  a  reunion  had 
passed  away,  the  continued  refusal  of  pro- 
prietors who  held  in  their  hands  extensive 
estates  and  large  tracts  of  country  in 
Scotland,  to  grant  sites  for  churches  to 
congregations  of  the  Free  Church,  was  » 
circumstance  deeply  to  be  implored  as  being 
directly  opposed  to  the  true  principle  of 
Christian  toleration.  In  these  sentiments, 
he  entirely  conciured.  Time  and  reconsi- 
deration, he  was  glad  to  say,  had  had 
their  effect  on  the  Scottish  proprietors  in 
some  instances.  The  cases  of  refusal  to 
grant  sites  were  certainly  of  less  frequent 
occurrence  now  than  they  used  to  be.  Ho 
was  sorry  that  there  were  any  cases  of  re- 
fusal at  all.  He  could  wish  that  there  were 
none;  but  statements  which  had  been  made 
in  that  House  and  in  the  public  journals, 
and  which  never  had  been  contradicted, 
made  it  so  evident  as  not  to  admit  of  dis- 
pute that  there  were  still  too  often  cases 
where  congregations  in  connexion  with  the 
Free  Church  found  it  impossible  to  ob- 
tain sites  on  which  to  erect  their  places  of 
worship.  Though  all  hope  of  a  reunion 
had  long  since  passc)^  away — though  it 
was  clear  that  the  secession  would  be  ait 
permanent  duration — and  though  manj 
thousands  of  the  population  of  Scotland 
were  irrevocably  attached  to  the  principles 
of  the  Free  Church,  there  were  still  exten- 
sive districts  in  which,  owing  to  the  eon- 
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tinned  refusal  of  certain  landed  proprietors,  I 
it  was  found  impossible  to  erect  an  edifice  | 
wherein  to  worship  God  according  to  the 
dictates  of  their  consciences.  They  were 
exposed  to  annoyances  and  grievances  such 
as  no  other  denominations  of  Christians 
dissenting  from  the  Established  Church 
were  subject  to.  In  this  painful  position 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock came  forward  to  apply,  not  for  direct 
legislative  interference,  but  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  ascertain 
whether  the  statements  in  respect  of  this 
matter  were  well  founded,  and  to  inquire 
into  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
complaints  had  originated.  It  had  been 
asserted,  on  former  occasions,  not  that 
sites  had  not  been  refused,  but  that 
there  were  excellent  reasons  to  justify  the 
refusal.  If  the  fact  were  so,  this  was  a 
point  into  which  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Committee  carefully  to  inquire.  It 
was  much  to  be  regretted  that  all  proprie- 
tors in  Scotland  had  not  acted  as  the  jBarl 
of  Aberdeen  and  others  had  done,  who,  op- 
posed to  the  principles  of  the  secession, 
no  sooner  saw  that  it  was  inevitable,  than 
they  yielded  a  ready  compliance  to  any 
applications  made  to  them  for  sites  on 
the  part  of  members  of  the  Free  Church. 
If,  however,  there  were  any  good  grounds 
for  a  contrary  course,  this  would  bo  ascer- 
tained by  the  inquiries  of  this  Commit- 
tee. It  could  not  be  questioned  but  that 
there  were  cases  where  members  of  the 
Free  Church  found  it  impossible  to  ob- 
tain sites  for  their  places  of  worship; 
and  it  was  only  right  that  those  who 
laboured  under  the  imputation  of  giving 
unreasonable  refusals  to  such  applica- 
tions, should  be  afforded  an  opportunity, 
which  they  would  have  by  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee,  of  showing,  if  they  could, 
that  they  were  justified  in  the  course  they 
had  adopted.  For  these  reasons,  he,  for  one, 
was  perfectly  prepared  to  accede  to  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  express  any  opinion 
as  to  the  ultimate  legislative  remedy  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  adverted,  nor  to 
the  analogy  which  the  cases  he  had  alluded 
to  might  be  supposo<l  to  bear  to  the  subject 
of  his  present  complaint.  It  was  enough 
for  him  that  grievances  were  said  to  exist, 
aflfecting  the  roligious  liberty  of  a  large 
proportion  of  the  community  in  Scotland, 
possessing  strong  feelings  of  attachment 
towards  their  own  roligious  community. 
It  was  enough  that  those  grievances 
had   been   alleged  and    not   denied,  and 


that  the  inquiries  of  the  Committee 
might  result  in  a  remedy  for  a  state 
of  things  which  must  be  admitted  to  be 
exceedingly  distressing.  He  had  hoped 
that  religious  bitterness  and  sectarian  ani* 
mosity  were  disappearing^  under  the  genial 
influence  of  opinions  more  enlightenca  and 
feelings  more  generous.  At  first  there 
might  have  been  proprietors  who  eoold  not 
bring  themselves  to  believe  that  the  seces- 
sion would  be  of  an  enduring  charaeter, 
and  who  were  (perhaps  not  unnaturally)  un- 
willing to  impart  to  it  a  permanent  dura- 
tion and  prolonged  vitality,  by  being  too 
ready  in  giving  sites  for  churches;  bat 
that  expectation  must  have  long  since 
passed  away.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter 
then  into  the  discussion  of  whether  the 
secession  was  necessary  or  not;  thej 
were  not  there  to  analyse  or  contrast 
the  doctrinal  principles  of  either  of  the 
Churches  in  Scotland.  This  much,  how- 
ever, he  might  be  permitted  to  obsenre, 
that  the  secession  was  unquestionably  a  re- 
markable event,  and  a  disinterested  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  those  engaged  in 
it,  and  that  therefore  it  coidd  not  fafl  to 
enlist  sympathy  even  in  quarters  where 
the  conviction  of  its  necessity  was  not 
admitted,  fiut  there  was  one  circumstance 
to  which  he  must  allude.  Look  at  the 
time  at  which  this  Motion  was  brought  for- 
ward. There  was  a  very  large  district 
of  Scotland  which  Providence  had  been 
pleased  to  afilict  with  a  severe  visitation. 
Want  and  destitution  prevailed  to  a  great 
extent  in  the  western  and  northern  parts 
of  that  country;  and  it  was  to  be  re- 
corded to  the  honour  of  the  Tory  men 
who  now  applied  to  that  House  for  relief^ 
the  members  of  the  Free  Church,  that 
they  knew  no  differences  amongst  their 
fellow-countrymen  in  this  season  of  emer- 
gency, but  joined  heart  and  hand  with 
Scotchmen  of  all  denominations  to  miti- 
gate the  calamity  under  which  their 
common  country  was  suffering.  At  the 
meeting:  recently  held  at  Edinburgh,  they 
came  forward  with  the  most  praiseworthy 
alacrity,  and  offered  to  put  into  a  common 
stock  the  funds  they  had  already  coUected 
amongst  themselves  of  their  own  body. 
The  happy  consequence  was,  that  there 
was  now  an  united  people  in  Scotland,  and 
that  men  who  differed  widely  on  matters  of 
church  government,  now  met  together  for 
the  first  time  since  the  secession,  and  co- 
operate<l  zealously  one  with  the  other  to 
fi'e<l  the  hungry,  to  clothe  the  naked,  and 
to  arrest  the  progress  of  famine  and  dis- 
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case.  At  such  a  moment  as  this,  there- 
fore, the  House  should  not  refuse  to  listen 
to  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock,  or  to  attempt  to  remove  a  re- 
maining source  of  discord  and  estrange- 
ment. He  trusted  that  this  year  would 
not  pass  away  without  this  cause  of  bitter- 
ness between  the  Established  Church  and 
the  Free  Church  of  Scotland  having  dis- 
appeared. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  he  should  be 
unwilling  to  enter  on  the  general  subject 
without  stating,  in  the  first  place,  what  he 
believed  was  the  united  feeling  of  the 
House  as  to  the  manner  in  which  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock,  in 
bringing  forward  this  Motion,  had  contrived 
to  combine  most  temperate,  with,  at  the 
same  time,  a  most  feeling  statement.  He 
said  this  the  more  willingly,  because  he 
could  not  concur  in  the  general  object 
proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend,  though  he 
was  compelled  to  admit  that  no  proposi- 
tion to  which  he  had  always  been  opposed, 
had  ever,  in  his  hearing,  been  brought  for- 
ward in  a  manner  more  calculated  to  conci- 
liate and  disarm  all  opposition;  but  he  must 
say  that  this  was  a  very  different  proposition 
from  that  which  was  made  to  the  House  on 
this  subject  last  year,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Secretary  at  War 
(Mr.  Fox  Maule).  He  did  not  object  to 
the  manner  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  that  occasion ;  but  his  object  was  totally 
different  from  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  evening.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  dwelt 
upon  the  conscientious  feelings  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Free  Church;  but  some  regard 
ought  to  be  paid  not  merely  to  the  con- 
sciences of  the  members  of  the  Free 
Church,  but  to  the  consciences  of  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  talked  of  persecution,  and 
attributed,  indirectly  at  least,  persecution  to 
certain  individuals  whom  his  hon.  Friend 
had  named;  afid  as  he  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis) 
knew  one  of  those  individuals  to  be  per- 
fectly incapable  of  doing  anything  un- 
worthy of  a  Christian  proprietor,  he  would 
assert  that  so  far  as  he  knew  of  his 
Friend,  Sir  James  Riddell.  though  he  had 
been  dragged  before  the  House  as  the  pro- 
prietor of  an  immense  tract  of  property  in 
Scotland,  he  was  a  man  who  would  be 
ready  to  give  his  tenants  every  facility  not 
inconsistent  with  what  he  considered  a  pro- 
per discharge  of  his  own  duty,  for  worship- 
ping God  in  their  own  way.  This  it  was 
the  apparent  object  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
oblige  the  Scotch  proprietors  by  law  to  do. 


The  House  would  recollect  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  F.  Maule),  in  his  Bill 
of  last  year,  gave  not  only  to  the  members 
of  the  secession  Church,  but  to  every  body 
of  Dissenters  whatever,  the  power  of  de- 
manding a  site  for  a  place  of  worship,  from 
a  proprietor  on  payment  of  the  full  value  of 
the  land;  so  that  the  Church  of  Rome, 
might,  under  his  Bill,  have  bad  the  right  of 
building  chapels  wherever  it  was  conve- 
nient. His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
had  intimated  that,  in  a  great  many  in- 
stances, the  proprietors  in  Scotland  had 
withdrawn  their  opposition  to  granting 
sites  for  these  churches;  but  he  (Sir  R. 
H.  Inglis)  asked  whether  that  was  any 
reason  for  coercing  the  remaining  proprie- 
tors into  parting  with  their  land  contrary 
to  their  consciences  ?  One  reason  for  the 
opposition  that  was  still  kept  up  on  this 
head,  perhaps,  might  be  the  behaviour  of 
the  Free  Church  in  several  cases.  Unless 
he  was  much  misinformed,  the  Free  Church 
had  frequently  been  built  so  near,  or  rather 
in  such  juxtaposition  to  the  Church  of  the 
Establishment,  that  the  same  clock  and  the 
same  bells  served  for  both.  [•*  No,  no  !  *'] 
He  was  so  informed.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  list  of  places,  in  which  he  was  informed 
that  this  was  the  case,  namely,  Comtor- 
phine,  Browton,  Cramond,  Libberton, 
Kirkliston,  and  Kinross.  He  had  his  in- 
formation from  those  who  had  local  know- 
ledge, and  he  believed  that  his  information 
was  correct;  that  in  these  parishes  the 
Free  Church  was  placed  almost  in  juxta- 
position, and,  at  any  rate,  near  to  tho 
place  of  worship  of  the  Established  Church. 
His  hon.  Friend  who  had  introduced  tho 
question  said  that  the  Duke  of  Bucclench 
and  Sir  J.  Riddell,  being  dissenters  from 
the  Established  Church  of  Scotland,  ought 
to  have  been  more  liberal.  But  the  ques- 
tion again  recurred  whether  they,  the  House 
of  Commons,  were  at  liberty  to  compel  a 
man  to  consent  to  the  erection  of  a  place  of 
worship  in  which  doctrines  directly  hostile 
to  his  own  feelings  and  opinions,  might  be 
preached,  on  his  own  property.  Though 
he  had  admitted  that  the  proposition  before 
them  was  less  objectionable  than  that  of 
last  year,  still  he  had  experience  enoagh  of 
that  House  to  know  that  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  was  seldom  moved  for  without  a 
foregone  conclusion.  He  doubted  not  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  admit  that  he  be- 
lieved the  object  for  the  consideration  of 
which  he  had  proposed  the  Committee, 
would  be  granted.  If  so,  the  proprietors 
of  Scotland  would  be  compelled  to  derote. 


691 


Siteifar  Churches  {COMMONS} 


(SeoOani). 


for  the  purposes  of  spiritual  instruction, 
ground  which  thoy  believed  in  their  con- 
sciences ought  not  to  be  granted  for  such 
a  purpose.  It  was  a  thing  unprecedented 
in  this  country,  and  he  would  oppose  any 
such  proposal,  not  only  on  the  grounds  of 
the  rights  of  property,  but  also  on  the 
rights  of  conscience.  Of  his  Grace  the 
Duke  of  Buccleuch  he  had  not  that  know- 
lodge  which  would  justify  him  (Sir  R.  H. 
In|^)  in  speaking  in  his  favour;  but  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  Duke  of  fiucclcuch 
had  been  actuated,  in  refusing  these  sites, 
by  any  feeling  that  he  was  ashamed  to 
avow.  With  regard  to  his  friend,  Sir  J. 
Riddell,  he  believed  that  in  his  refusal  he 
had  been  actuated  by  no  other  motive  than 
that  of  a  Christian  conscientiousness.  Re- 
garding this  proposition  in  much  the  same 
light  as  the  Bill  proposed  last  year  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Perth,  he  did  not 
feel  himself  at  liberty  to  accede  to  it. 

Sir  J.  ORAHAM  :  I  have  need  to  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  addressing 
them  at  this  period  of  the  debate;  but  per- 
haps the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  that, 
it  having  been  my  painful  duty  to  address 
the  House  more  than  once  upon  this  dis- 
tressing subject,  I  have  nothing  to  retract 
or  to  add  to  what  I  then  stated.  I  then 
expressed,  and  now  express,  my  regret 
that  this  refusal  uf  sites  should  have  taken 
place  in  Scotland,  even  in  the  few  instances 
that  it  has  taken  place  in;  and  I  have  also 
before  now  said,  and  now  repeat,  that  my 
opinions  would  not  lead  me  to  refuse  a  site 
for  a  Free  Church  if  I  had  property  where 
a  site  was  required.  But  I  think  with  my 
hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last  (Sir  K.  H.  In- 
glis),  that  this  matter  is,  after  all,  pretty 
much  a  matter  of  conscience;  but  I  ditfer 
from  my  lion.  Friend  in  thinking,  that  this 
course  of  the  inquiry  is  better  than  the 
course  that  was  taken  on  this  subject  last 
year  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Fox  Maule),  and  1  consider  that  this  mat- 
ter is  better  adapted  for  settlement  by 
means  of  direct  lei^islative  interference, 
than  by  an  inquiry  before  a  Committee  of 
this  lIous<».  It  appears  that  the  facts  of 
the  cast*  are  nut  dlKputcnl.  Sume  proprie- 
tors in  Scotland,  acting  frum  a  sense  of 
duty,  have  refused  sites  for  building 
churches  to  the  monibers  of  tlie  Free 
Church.  No  nL>w  facts  have  been  brought 
forwani  on  tliis  oc(*aHi<in.  The  lion,  (icn- 
t Ionian,  who  iiitroduc4Ml  this  subjout  in  a 
Hpirit  which  it  is  not  posHihle  t(»o  much  to 
rommond — l>ecausc,  though  the  subject  is 
an  oxcitiuix  subject,  he  has  discussed  it  with 


calmness,  cleameu,  and  perspicuity — bis 
brought  forward  no  new  facts.  I  will  not 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  into  the  case  of 
the  Duke  of  Buccleuch,  which  has  been 
twice  before  this  House;  and  I  think  that 
the  case  of  Sir  James  Riddell  has  been 
mentioned  on  former  occasions.  There 
have  been  only  two  additional  cases 
now  noticed,  that  of  Lord  Macdonald 
in  the  Isle  of  Skye,  and  that  of  Lord 
Seafield  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
coast  of  Scotland.  These  are  the  four 
cases  on  which  reliance  is  now  placed;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  has  announced  to  the  Houae, 
OS  the  result  of  his  inquiry,  and  confirming 
what  1  had  myself  anticipated,  that  in  the 
lapse  of  time,  and  without  any  direct  inter- 
ference of  the  Legislature,  the  change  has 
been  progressive,  and  that  the  weight  of 
public  opinion  has  operated  upon  those 
proprietors  who  had  refused  sites;  that 
they  are  now  few  in  number,  and  that  they 
already  form  exceptions  to  the  general 
rule.  These  are  the  facts  which  are  ad- 
mitted; and  with  these  facts,  what  can  be 
the  object  of  the  inquiry  ?  The  object  was 
not  announced  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  for  this  Conunittee;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  seconded  the  Motion  ad- 
mitted that  exposure  was  the  object.  Now, 
I  cordially  concur  in  the  eloquent  senti- 
ments which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  at  the  close  of  his 
speech.  I  cannot  forget  that  we  are  dis- 
cussing this  subject  at  a  time  when  the 
most  solcnm  feelings  are  operating  in  our 
breasts;  that  we  are  in  the  midst  of  a  greet 
calamity  which  is  enough  to  humble  the 
pride  of  man;  and  that  in  a  large  portion 
of  Scotland,  the  poor,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, are  suffering  tlie  severest  pressure; 
and  I  do  agree  that  this  is  an  occasion 
u|)on  which  all  angry  possicas  and  all  party 
feelings  should  be  buried  in  silence,  and, 
as  far  as  can  be,  all  the  bitterness  of  re- 
ligious animosity  should  be  assuaged.  I 
would  ask  then,  if  these  are  the  senti- 
ments which  ought  to  pervade  this  Uouse» 
as  they  do  |)ervade  the  public  in  this  coun- 
try, whether  it  is  a  legitimate  object— 
wiien  all  the  facts  are  admitted — whether 
it  id  desirable  to  expose  oertain  individuals 
for  the  couHcientious  exercise  uf  their  rights* 
and  to  discuss  the  motives  which  seem  to 
have  swaye<l  them  in  their  denial  of  sites  i 
and  whether  the  institution  uf  such  a  Cuu- 
mittee,  instead  of  alUying  animosities,  will 
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not  tend,  in  the  strongest  manner,  to  ex- 
cite them  ?  If,  therefore,  there  were  no 
other  ground,  I  should  for  these  reasons 
be  prepared  to  resist  the  present  Moti<m. 
But  just  let  us  see  the  nature  of  this  dis- 
cussion, let  us  see  its  ineyitable  tendenej. 
With  all  the  discretion  of  the  hon.  Morer 
of  this  Committee,  are  we  notiuTolred  in  a 
debate  on  the  political  opinions  of  the  Duke 
of  Bucdeuch;  on  the  attaehment  of  the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen  to  die  Established  Churoh 
of  Scotland;  and  on  the  faith  and  practioes 
of  Sir  James  Biddell  ?  Is  it  to  be  tder- 
ated  that  such  discussions  are  to  be  en- 
tered upon  in  this  House  ?  I  lament  the 
refusals  which  have  taken  place,  and  I 
think  that  thej  will  not  be  continaed; 
and  the  right  hon.  (^entlemaa  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  told  us  that  they  are 
diminishing,  as  I  think,  wisely  and  most 
rapidly,  so  that  they  are  already  the  ex- 
ception, and  not  the  rule.  Again,  I  iay» 
therefore,  that  there  is  no  room  for  in^ 
quiry;  the  facts  are  admitted;  and  if  any 
change  be  reouired,  distinct  legislation 
ought  to  be  aaopted.  I  certainly  enteiv 
tained  great  objectbns  to  the  Bill  intfo- 
duced  into  Parliament  last  year;  I  retain 
those  objections,  and  I  think  we  should  be 
entering  upon  a  dangerous  course  of  lepa- 
lation;  but  I  think  iJso  that  if  the  niwul 
oE  sites  for  places  of  religions  wondiip  at 
Tariance  with  the  Establi&ed  Chmvh  is  to 
be  dealt  with,  it  ought  to  be  by  direct  le- 
gislatiye  interference;  but  the  craestion 
which  we  are  now  discussing  is  of  *  dif- 
ferent kind.  I  do  not  deny  the  eonpe- 
tency  of  the  Legislature  to  interim;  bat 
if  there  is  to  be  an  interference  it  must  be 
on  the  general  principle  of  religions  toler- 
ation; it  cannot  be  confined  to  ihe  Chnreh 
of  Scotland,  but  must  include  all  denomi- 
nations. If  it  shall  be  necessary  to  bring 
in  a  Bill,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentteman  (Mr. 
F.  Maule)  by  his  Bill  admitted,  it  most  be 
complete  for  the  whole  of  the  United  Kni|^ 
dom,  under  certain  modifications  and  ndea. 
The  proposition  must  be  not  that  it  is  for 
the  benefit  of  any  sect,  but  that  it  is  ibr 
the  beuefit  of  the  community  to  gire  sites 
for  building  places  of  religioos  worship. 
This  is  a  grare  and  a  great  qnestien,  and 
it  must  be  debated  on  the  gromid  of  ge- 
neral policy,  with  reference  to  the  ereals 
of  the  particular  time.  I  adiiere  te  the 
opinion  that  no  necesuty  did  exist,  end  I 
think  that  no  necessity  exists  now.  I  wnf 
that  legislation,  if  there  is  to  be  an  ii 
fercnoe,  is  the  proper  course;  Wt  I  i 
gether  dissent  from  the  preprialy  e( 


pmndng  a  Committee.    I  im  miwiDiDg 

further  to  detain  tl»  House  upon  a  < 

tion  which  has  been  so  often  dis 

but  if  ihisMotkm  be  pressed  to  a  4 

it  is  my  ftm  detenniaation  to  TOte  agetaat 

it. 

LoBD  G.  BENTINOK  enlirely  eoMvmi 
in  ike  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Qe» 
tleman  the  Member  fior  Dorohester  <Sfr 
James  Graham);  and  said,  he  eodd  aet 
help  obserrim  that  the  ^mMe  adbplel 
hr  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  wmsiiHMt 
Off  making  **  the  Tofamtair  principle"  eaoib 
pulsory.  Th^  weie  eafled  mm  to  fhH 
to  the  Free  Kiik  of  Seotkad  the  wmer 
of  obliging  tiiose  who  diftned  from  nerM 
religioas  opinions,  and  were  unwiDiBg  ie 
give  sitsa  ror  churoiies,  to  grant  those  silni 
whether  they  would  ot  not.  The  hMk 
Gentlnaan  distinetly  staled  Aat  he  wm 
prepered  to  go  the  same  leogtfi  as  the 
mhi  hen.  Gentleman  Uie  Secretary  at 
War,  and  was  ptepared  to  gire  a  yomm 
to  Uke  the  land  fcr  sites  Ibr  ehnrelM^tf 
the  landlords  shoidd  be  imi^liii|g  to  |^ 
Hvp.  He  thought  that  eaostiangefffli 
pnnmle  oriegUalaott,  and  one  te  whish 
the  Hoose  of  Commons  ought  aot  li|^ 
to  eonseot.  On  dieoe  grMuds  ahiae  M 
shoeld  follow  Uie  right  hon.  GendsBan 
who  had  jest  sat  down,  and  vote  agflnjt 
Om  appomtment  of  this  ChMBsnilise.  WMt 
one  aeeord,  merj  GendiBsaa  whe'kii 
spekfltt  had  praised  the 
whiidi  this  propositei  had  been  i 
to  the  HoQs^  aad  he  (Loid  0. ! 
was  ae  wiObg  as  any  one  te  admit  Aft 
moderati<m:  bvtwilh  aD  diat  saeeitoia  la 
moio^  he  theaght  there  waa  Mnaewhal  if 
the  /ofHHv  ia  ins,  when  speNchw  of  wlk 
Jhke  of  Baodensh.  Notvnthatairifaur^tM 
great,  the  Ugh,  aad  the  disthigmshef^kt 
toes,  both  domestie  and  paMie,  whiuh  <b 
hon.  GeMdemaa  admitted^  he  said  tUl 
the  aoUe  Dake  "  waa  hot  wamOtiufm 
ndulge  in  a  htde  prirate  piaiutafrfl'^jif 
his  own.  He  thoaght  that  aB:  Wm 
knew  tibat  noUe  Dake^  mast  he  mimk 
Aat  a  lore  of  psweealioa  waa  liiagl 
^  lepognaat  to  his  eharaettt  hnilbil- 
ngs.  A  mere  gSBerosm  asaa  tHiis  ''aaa 
IMw  «r  B«sdewh  dU  Mk  ttitit  Mi 
taenrors  laoy  naa  geau  ngaa  le  aH^ma 
Oat  diera  meet  havn  lieumiiiai  pie»miai 
tien  to  hate  nweed  hha  te  tensse  te  thMh 

rkies  sNaS'  Mr  inear  eBatfeoea.   sLiuMMHm 
tea  kwl  M  MWMbiMliMI  ^Ik'ttk 

Date  <f  DiiilMit  m  Urn  JH^mlk,  U  Hi! 
Vmi  |ri«w  »■  iirfii  limiii  4m«  «te-MHp 
mkot  iiJUlfiiitiii  tm*i  iMilWi 
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made  on  the  private  character  and  per- 
sonal conduct  of  the  noble  Duke  by  some 
preachers,  because  he  had  refused  these 
sites  for  churches.  There  was  one  other 
nobleman  whoso  name  had  been  mentioned, 
Lord  Macdonald.  Much  had  been  said, 
and  justly  said,  in  praise  of  the  charity  so 
creditably  exercised  of  late  by  the  Free 
Church  of  Scotland,  in  relation  to  the  dis- 
tress now  pervading  the  Highlands;  but 
had  not  that  House,  throughout  the  Ses- 
sion, been  brought  greatly  to  admire  the 
conduct  of  Lord  Macdonald  in  relieving  the 
distress  upon  his  estates  ?  Had  they  not 
often  heard  that  he  had  forestalled  his  en- 
tire income  for  the  relief  of  the  people  in 
the  Isle  of  Skye?  And  if  his  conduct  in 
regard  to  the  Free  Kirk  of  Scotland  was 
to  bo  thus  questioned,  they  ought  to  re- 
collect his  general  conduct  and  character, 
and  rather  to  take  it  for  granted  that  he 
must  have  received  some  provocation  for 
refusing  to  certain  ministers  sites  for  their 
churches,  before  they  thus  condemned  him 
unheard.  If  the  House  went  to  a  division, 
he  should  concur  in  a  vote  refusing  inouiry 
into  the  conduct  of  these  individuals,  whose 
private  conduct  in  the  control  of  their  own 
property  was  no  fit  subject  for  inquiry  by 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  they  thus  gave  sites  for  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotland,  what  was  to  prevent  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland,  and  of  this  coun- 
try, who  might  be  refused  similar  applica- 
tions, from  demanding  to  be  put  upon  an 
equal  footing,  and  also  exercising  the  same 
right  of  buUding  churches  wherever  they 
might  think  fit  to  erect  them  ?  He  undcr- 
sUrad  that  in  Scotland  in  many  cases  where 
the  Free  Church  were  refused  sites,  they 
had  sought  to  build  their  churches  on  sites 
offensive  to  those  who  held  the  land,  and 
close  to  the  neighbourhood,  or  opposite  to 
the  site,  of  the  Established  Church.  He 
was  neither  for  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  nor  for  the  Free  Chui*ch.  lie 
held  property  in  Scotland,  and  individually 
had  always  readily  consented  to  grant  ac- 
commodation to  the  EstahliHhed  Church  or 
to  the  Free  Church  of  iScotland;  but  this 
was  quite  different  frum  pviiig  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Free  Church  a  downright  au- 
thority to  obtain  sites  against  the  wishes 
of  the  owners  of  the  land ;  and  as  he 
thought  that  to  grant  a  Coniniittee  to  in- 
quire if  it  might  not  be  cx]>edient  to  pass 
a  law  to  make  the  granting  of  sites  for 
the  building  of  Free  Churches  in  Scotland 
compulsory,  was  most  objectionable  in  prin- 
ciple, he  should  vote  against  it. 


Mr.  fox  MAULE  said,  that  having 
been  engaged  on  this  question  last  year, 
and  having  been  the  author  of  a  legislative 
measure  on  the  subject,  he  tnuted  he 
should  be  excused  if  he  took  the  great 
hberty  of  asking  the  House  to  listen  to 
him  instead  of  to  his  noble  Friend,  who  so 
worthily  held  such  a  distinguished  place  in 
that  House ;  but  after  the  speeches  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  and  of 
the  right  hen.  Gentleman  who  preceded 
him,  he  thought  that,  without  entering 
fully  into  the  general  arg^ument,  he  could 
establish,  out  of  those  two  speeches,  the 
proof  that  it  would  be  right  to  go  into  this 
inquiry.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  said,  that  there  was  no  new 
fact,  and  that  all  the  facts  were  admitted ; 
whilst  the  noble  Lord  brought  forward 
assertion  after  assertion,  believing  them  to 
be  true,  but  every  one  of  which  he  would 
undertake  to  prove  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House  had  been  misrepresented,  and 
were  capable  of  the  most  easy  contradie- 
tion.  If  the  granting  of  a  Committee  were 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiry  into  the  motives 
of  individuals,  he  would  be  one  of  the  last 
Members  to  ask  the  House  to  grant  a 
public  Committee;  but  this  was  a  Com- 
mittee which,  in  his  opinion,  was  asked  for 
to  inquire  into  a  great  national  grierance 
— into  a  grievance  affecting  an  integral 
portion  of  this  nation,  and  extending  over 
nearly  one-half  the  whole  community — into 
a  grievance  which  had  been  stated  in  that 
House,  not  once  or  twice,  but  upon  three 
separate  occasions.  The  statements  of 
those  who  brought  forward  the  subject  had 
boon  doubted ;  and  he  must  say,  that  the 
time  was  now  come  when  he  thought  the 
House  was  entitled — and  not  only  entitled, 
but  bound — to  have  an  official  inquiry  into 
these  matters.  How  were  they  to  arrive 
at  a  just  conclusion  ?  It  i*ould  only  be  by 
a  Committee  uf  that  House  investigating 
the  case  as  it  was  stateil  on  both  sides.  It 
was  nut  the  Free  Church  who  were  pressing 
thorn ;  she  was  driven  to  this  alternative, 
and  those  who  wore  in  communion  with 
hor  wore  loft  no  alternative.  If  the  Free 
Church  ministers  had  pursued  conduct  un- 
worthy uf  Christian  ministers,  let  that  fact 
be  made  patent  before  the  Committee,  as 
the  fact  with  respect  to  the  refusal  of  sites 
would  be  made  patent.  He  wished  to  pro- 
tect nobody;  he  wished  to  expose  neither 
party;  he  sought  only  an  investigation  of 
such  a  nature  as  would  establish  the  facts, 
and  he  was  glad  that  it  ha«l  received  the 
official  consent  of  the  Secretary  of  Stale 


697 


Sitet/or  Chmehet 


{MabchS} 


\99%^f^^^^9^^f  Mm 


for  the  Home  Departmeni.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  aaked  why  four  or  five 
individual  cases  had  been  brought  forward  ? 
Thej  had  not  been  brought  forward  with 
reference  to  the  individual  names  with 
which  they  were  mixed  up,  but  ther  were 
brought  forward  with  reference  to  the  dis- 
tricts. These  individuals  were  sole  pro- 
prietors of  large  districts,  where  there  was 
no  other  opportunity  for  the  Free  Churoh  to 
gain  relief  by  applying  to  other  parties.  Let 
file  noble  Lord  recollect  what  course  had 
been  taken,  and  what  had  been  the  result 
of  the  Free  Church  acts  in  the  Isle  of 
Skye  itself.  The  distress  was  universal ; 
there  was  almost  starvation  among  a  oon- 
siderable  portion  of  the  people,  and  they 
were  driven  to  desperation.  In  their  want 
of  food  the  threats  of  these  poor  peojde 
were»  that  they  would  be  driven  to  ^ply 
to  their  own  sustenance  the  sheep  wnich 
were  wandering  on  the  mountain  side. 
There  and  then  was  preached  from  the 
pulpits  of  the  Established  Church,  and  in 
the  gravel  pits  to  which  the  Free  Churoh 
was  driven,  the  doctrine  of  obedienee  to 
the  law  in  the  midst  of  all  temptations  and 
all  sufferings.  Those  appeals  were  sue* 
cessful,  and  these  4,000  men»  who  had  no 
pUice  to  worship  but  in  the  open  air  and 
under  the  canopy  of  Heaven,  had  abstained 
from  every  act  of  aggression;  and  through 
the  influence  of  their  clergy  they  had  not 
meddled  with  anything  belonging  not  to 
themselves,  and  had  not  appropriated  to 
their  own  use  any  of  the  property  of  others. 
And  was  it  to  be  borne,  and  would  the 
House  submit,  that  men  who  had  acted  in 
this  manner,  should  be  denied  the  privOege 
of  worshipping  together  on  the  Sabba£- 
day,  in  a  covered,  though  humble  plaiDe  of 
worship  ?  He  believed  that  if  the  Hoose 
refused  an  application  of  this  kind,  the 
poor  population  so  situated  would  be  im&n 
to  desperation,  and  ^at  the  Legislatare 
would  run  the  risk  of  turning  them  firom 
the  habit  of  public  worship  at  all;  and 
then  what  would  become  of  them  t  It  was 
in  vain  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oxford  University  said,  that  there  w 
room  in  the  Established  Churches;  but 
they  differed  from  the  doctrines  which 
were  there  taught.  He  siud,  adTisedly» 
that  they  differed,  because  the  discipline 
and  the  doctrines  of  the  Established  Chiurah 
were  now  mixed  up,  and  what  was  called 
the  rule  of  discipline  was  looked  iqwtt  as 
incorporated  in  the  doctrine  of  the  Bttir 
blished  Church.  But  into  that  qneatievi  he 
would  not  go ;  it  did  not  form  C»r(  qf;j|ly 


subject  before  the  Houses  and  he 
speak  <»ily  of  the  general  aets  of  the  pre* 
prietors  in  reftising  to  the  people  the  mean! 
of  meeting  for  the  purposes  of  leligioM 
worship.  But  ihore  was  one  case  whidt 
showed  the  use  of  a  Committee.  Th* 
noUe  Lord  had  alluded  to. the  motifiet 
which  had  influenced  the  Duke  of  BiMv 
eleuch  in  refusing  sites.  Thto  noble  Lqi4 
had  stated,  that  there  had  been  gros«  de- 
nunciations against  the  noUe  Diike  ntlepi4 
by  those  to  whom  he  had  reftised  litoii 
^  tame  thing  had  been  stated  over  and 
w^  agam ;  bnt  the  Duke  of  Bneelaoeh 
himself  had  said,  afiker  receiving  fuiAcr 
information  as  to  the  statements  on  whidi 
he  had  fbunded  his  belief»  that  thej  wer# 
not  well  founded,  so  that  the  noUe  Lewi 
would  see  that  this  argnment  against  IImi 
appomtment  of  a  Committee  had  not  aaf 
foundation*  The  only  motive  which  soeiei 
to  induce  the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  ih# 
Member  for  Dordiester  (Sir  I.  Gxahasmj 
to  <^poae  the  Comnuttee,  was,  thai  he  ka4 
adroitly  seiaed  a  woxd  which,  fell  from  ^ 
hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  EwaitVi 
in  which  he  said  ihat  the  Ooonnittee  .i|«a 
intended  for  exposure.  Now,  the  if^ 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  ha  won^ 
himself  nige  the  grant  of  sito»  and  nodi 
give  as  an  advantage  to  the  Free  Gl^wdk 
the  wdght  of  public  oipnioiil  but  hoirlns 
pnblio  opinion  tobe^ipui^,  ipdesa  4mPI^ 
were  a  knowledge  of  tte  fliMta;  imd  wM 
after  all  waa.a  Ibiowledge  of  the  fliMrt%)p| 
ezposnre?  He  eonoeifo^  fl^  tfainre.n| 
no  other  way  inwhidi  pubUe  opinion  mf^ 
be  fonn^dv  ezeept  on  the  fac^  Wheninrar 
an  oxpressiou  of  pubHc  opLmon  Lad  oO'i^H 
cur  red,  it  bad  bee  it  after  a  Jiligont  Bcaryh^^^ 
into  every  faet ;  without  it  there  had  never 
been  a  great  pulUical  cliartge,  and  upon 
every  amendment  m  legialation,  previous 
inquiry  had  brought  public  opinion  if^  bear. 
Ife  aaid,  then,  that  it  was  a  tit  subject  for 
inquiry  to  bring  pubhc  opinion  lo  btiar, 
when  tUe  House  wouhl  find  tlmt  half  a 
nution  were  suffi^rliig  porat^cution  on  t^ 
couikt  of  their  roU^oue  opinionf},  and  luany 
thouisandB  were  deprived  of  ii  ruof  ovt.*r 
tlieir  heads  in  their  public  wotj^hip.  Thia 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ^aid  that  these  in- 
stances wen;  decreasing  rapidly ;  and  it  wa« 
true  thnt,  since  the  discui^sion  last  year, 
there  had  been  a  chanf^e  for  the  better; 
but  the  Ilouse  would  hardly  believe  that 
there  were  atill  thirty  caaea  of  refusal  of 
siteft ;  aud  he  held  in  his  hand  a  table  of 
the  dJfllnctd  of  Scotland  in  whieh  these 
cn^a  occmred,    He  trusted  that  tht;  Hou«e 
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would  pause  well  before  it  refused  to  grant 
this  Committee.  They  had  heard  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  G.  Bontinck),  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Oxford  University 
(Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  J.  Graham) — who  might 
almost  be  called  a  Scotchman,  so  nearly 
did  his  property  adjoin  that  country — op- 
posing this  Motion ;  but  they  had  seen  no 
Scotchman  get  up  and  follow  the  same 
course;  and  he  earnestly  trusted  that  ho 
should  hear  no  Scotchman  speak,  and  that 
he  should  see  no  Scotchman  record  his 
vote,  against  the  inquiry  for  which  he  asked. 
He  could  not  think  without  regret  of  what 
would  happen  in  that  country,  and  of  the 
feelings  that  would  be  excited,  if  the  House 
of  Commons  rejected  this  Motion.  The 
House  would  recollect,  that  all  they  asked 
was  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry :  let  the 
faults  of  the  case — if  faults  there  were — 
be  laid  before  the  Committee;  let  the 
proofs  be  laid  bare,  and  then  they  would 
see  whether  the  complaints  upon  this  sub- 
ject had  been  founded  in  caprice  or  injus- 
tice to  a  large  body  of  people  in  Scotland, 
who,  ho  maintained,  had  been  most  unjustly 
refused  the  right  of  every  freeman  in  a 
free  country,  viz.,  an  opportunity  of  fol- 
lowing out  their  religious  opinions  according 
to  their  conscience  in  quietness  and  peace. 
Mr.  S.  WORTLEY  thought  that  the 
friends  of  this  Motion  might  regret  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
should  have  abstained,  immediately  upon 
his  accession  to  oiEce,  from  using  that  in- 
fluence which,  as  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  might  possess,  and  have  allowed 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  to  bring 
forward  this  subject.  He  thought  the  mat- 
ter of  such  paramount  importance,  that  if 
anything  were  done  upon  the  subject,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  under- 
take it.  What  was  a  Committee  to  ascer- 
tain which  was  not  at  that  moment  within 
the  reach  or  knowledge  of  the  Government  ? 
The  facts  of  the  case  were  established  and 
notorious.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
endeavoured  to  put  the  Scotch  Members  in 
a  very  invidious  position ;  for  he  said 
that  he  trusted  he  should  hear  no  Scotch 
Member  contend  against  the  Motion.  He 
would  not  yield  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, though  he  was  a  memlier  of  the  Free 
Church,  in  his  admiration  of  the  great 
body  of  the  Scotch  people  ;  nothing  could 
bo  more  admirable  than  the  n^odincHs  with 
which  they  had  submitted  to  the  sacrifices 
they  had  made;  nothing  more  praiseworthy 
than  that  conduct  to  which  tho  right  hon. 


Gentleman  had  alluded :  but,  his  olnection 
to  this  Motion  was,  that  he  thought  it  most 
unkind  and  unfortunate :  and  with  deep 
regret  had  he  heard  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  the  announcement  that 
^6  Government  were  about  to  consent  to 
this  Motion;  not  because  he  dissented  from 
the  principle  of  toleration  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  enunciated,  nor  from  the  ob- 
ject he  had  in  inducing  landed  proprie- 
tors to  grant  sites  to  members  of  the  Free 
Church ;  but  because  he  belioTed  that,  in 
appointing  this  Committee,  they  would 
be  taking  the  course  calculated  to  frus- 
trate, or  at  all  events  to  postpone,  the 
object  they  had  in  view.  It  was  he- 
cause  he  thought  it  interfered  with  the 
principle  of  toleration,  and  because  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  irritating  anew  those 
feelings  which  were  in  the  course  of  settle- 
ment, and  that  it  would  greatly  retard  the 
object  they  had  in  view,  that  he  was  op- 
posed to  this  Motion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  half  the  nation  belong- 
ing to  the  Free  Church  ;  and  in  the  pe- 
tition of  tho  General  Assembly  of  the  Free 
Church,  it  was  stated  to  consist  of  one- 
third  of  tho  people  of  Scotland.  Now, 
there  were  about  1,100  parishes  in  Scot- 
land, and  how  many  congregations  were 
there  actually  established  ?  ^1— congre- 
gations exercising  all  the  rights  of  free- 
dom and  religious  worship.  There  were 
640  churches  actually  built,  and  27  in  pro- 
gress ;  making,  together,  667.  Accoraing 
to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, there  were  thirty  casos  in  which  re- 
fusals had  been  made  ;  and  that  the  cases 
had  been  falling  off  since  last  year.  [Mr. 
F.  Maule  :  I  said  the  cases  had  diminished 
from  last  year,  but  that  thirty  cases  still  re- 
mained.] He  had  stated  the  matter  rightly, 
if  he  had  not  been  misunderstood  ;  hut  he 
said  that  last  year  there  were  more  cases, 
aud  that  they  were  now  reduced  to  thirty 
cases,  ^^^len  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  on  this  subject  last  year,  he  men- 
tioned the  name  of  the  Karl  of  Cawdor. 
It  appeared  that  that  noble  Earl  and  others 
had  acted  upon  the  principle  alluded  to  bj 
his  hon.  Friend  behind  him,  and  had 
given  sites  of  their  own  accord :  and  in 
that  manner  the  numbiT  of  ca.Hes  had  be- 
come diminished,  not  because  they  had  in- 
terfered by  legislotion,  but  because  they 
had  allowed  the  ex  predion  of  public  fettling 
in  that  House  to  have -its  effect  upon  those 
proprietors.  He  heard  with  great  admira- 
iiou  the  reference  of  the  right  hon.  GenU*> 
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man  to  the  conduct  of  members  of  the  Free 
Church  on  the  western  coast  of  Scotland, 
lie  was  anxious  to  express  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  his  admiration  of  such 
conduct;  but  how  could  he  treat  it  1  He 
would  allow  it  to  have  its  effect  upon  those 
very  proprietors  who  had  refused  sites;  let 
them  see  that  this  young  Church,  separated 
as  it  was  from  the  Established  Church,  and 
perhaps  at  present  too  much  excited,  and 
endeavouring  to  excite  religious  animosities 
wherever  it  went,  was  exercising  the  right 
office  and  duties  of  a  Church,  viz.,  in  the 
performance  of  works  of  charity,  and  en- 
deavouring to  do  all  the  good  it  could 
amongst  the  people,  and  he  could  not  but 
hope,  and  confidently  foreseee,  that  within 
a  short  space  of  time,  unless  they  inter- 
fered, those  proprietors  who  had  hitherto 
refused  would  grant  sites.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  mentioned  the  Duke  of 
Buccleuch.  There  was  no  man  in  that 
House  who  knew  anything  of  that  noble 
Duke  but  would  concur  in  the  just  eulo- 
giums  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Lynn  had  passed  upon  him.  But  what 
had  prevented  that  noble  Duke  hitherto 
granting  sites  ?  Within  a  very  few  yards 
from  that  spot  where  they  were  assembled, 
the  noble  Duke  had  avowed  the  cause  to  be 
that  strangers,  ministers,  and  laymen  com- 
ing from  a  distance,  had  preached  against 
him.  [Mr.  F.  Maule:  I  deny  it.]  If 
he  could  have  advised  the  Duke  of  Buc- 
cleuch upon  that  subject,  he  would  have 
said,  ''  Despise  these  attacks  ;  look  upon 
the  principle  of  this  great  movement,  and 
give  sites  ;*'  and  he  believed  that,  if  the 
sites  had  been  given  in  the  case  of  the  Duke 
of  Buccleuch,  as  in  every  other,  the  mis- 
chief would  have  been  prevented.  But 
were  their  proceedings  such  as  to  produce 
that  effect  on  the  mind  of  the  Duke  of 
Buccleuch  ?  Was  he  to  be  told,  •«  You 
shall  be  exposed,  and  compelled  to  do  that 
you  are  unwilling  to  do?**  And  if  they 
voted  for  this  Committee,  what  would  be 
the  consequence  ?  That  they  would  again 
revive  the  animosities  that  were  beginning 
to  subside.  Upon  that  ground  did  he  ob- 
ject to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  well,  that  in  the  course  of  last  year 
nearly  500  petitions,  with  nearly  60,000 
signatures,  were  presented  to  that  House. 
They  were  then  told  to  leave  things  alone, 
and  gradually  they  would  get  better.  And 
what  was  the  consequence?  That  no 
fresh  petition  had  been  presented  ;  that 
there  were  only  thirty  cases  now ;  and 
that  they  were  daily  diminiflhing ;  and  he 


believed  that  if  the  subject  were  left  alone, 
they  woidd  all  be  relieved.  It  was  be- 
cause he  wished  that  to  be  the  case,  with- 
out increasing  the  present  animosities  and 
difficulties,  that  ho  thought  they  were 
taking  an  unwise  course.  If  a  division 
took  place,  he  should  certainly  divide 
against  the  Motion,  for  he  did  not  believe 
it  could  lead  to  any  practical  result.  What 
were  they  to  gain  by  it?  What  coune 
was  to  be  pursued?  Was  it  the  coune 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
last  year,  viz.,  compulsory  legislation  ?  If 
they  took  such  a  course  they  must  grant 
the  same  thing  to  all  sects  and  to  fSl  re- 
ligions :  they  must  give  it  to  all  or  none. 
That  was  a  course  which  ho  believed  that 
House  or  the  Legislature  were  not  inclined 
to  accede  to;  and  if  that  were  the  only  ob- 
ject or  end  of  the  Committee,  he  asked 
once  more  what  was  to  be  gained  by  it  f 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said:  Su-,  if  I 
was  anxious  to  address  the  House  before 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  F.  Maul^,  it  was  because  if  I 
take  part  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie),  I  do  so  from  no  partiality 
for  those  in  whose  behalf  the  Motion  baa 
been  made.  I  was  one  of  those  who 
strongly  resisted  their  claim  to  be  heard 
by  this  House,  and  to  have  a  legislative 
decision  in  their  favour,  before  the  unfor- 
tunate secession  in  the  Church  of  Scotland 
had  taken  place.  I  was  one  of  those  who 
could  see  nothing  to  justify  the  great  body 
of  ministers  who  had  been  the  leaders  of 
that  secession,  and  the  large  number  of  peo- 
ple who  had  followed  them.  But  that  se- 
cession having  taken  place — ^great  numbers 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  having  conscien- 
tiously followed  their  ministers  who  aban- 
doned their  houses,  their  incomes,  and 
their  means  of  livelihood,  in  order  to  foUow 
the  dictates  of  their  strong  religious  con- 
victions— I  am  no  less  persuaded  that 
everything  which  this  House  can  do  to 
enable  those  ministers  to  preach  the  doc- 
trines in  which  they  conscientiously  be- 
lieve to  their  followers,  who  eagerly  orowd 
to  listen  to  them — I  am  no  less  persuaded 
that  everything  which  this  House  can  pro- 
perly do  for  ihe  attainment  of  that  end^ 
ought  to  be  done.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dorchester 
(Sir  J.  Graham),  put  his  caso  in  a  way  so 
smooth  and  round,  that  if  no  one  had  fol- 
lowed him  in  the  debate,  his  speech  might 
almost  have  concluded  all  argument  upon 
this  subject.    The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
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8aid — '*  Here  are  facts  that  are  undisputed 
— ^facts  that  have  been  completely  ascer- 
tained ;  there  is  nothing  to  inquire  into. 
Either  propose  a  remedy,  or  abstain  from 
interference  in  this  matter.  But,  as  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  that  is  unwise  and 
inexpedient.''  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  no  sooner  concluded  his  speech 
containing  these  assertions,  than  up  rose 
my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Lynn, 
who  with  regard  to  the  facts  of  the  case 
took  for  granted  one  thing,  assumed 
another,  and  presumed  a  third  ;  and  all 
these  facts  were  contradicted  and  disputed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Perth.  My  noble  Friend  assumed  that 
these  ministers  had  been  entirely  in  the 
wrong  ;  he  took  it  for  granted  that  they 
had  made  violent  personal  attacks  against 
those  proprietors  who  had  been  asked  for 
sites;  and  he  presumed  that  they  had  acted 
in  a  manner  so  offensive  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  proprietors  to  accede  to  their 
requests.  Now,  all  these  are  facts  which 
have  been  taken  for  granted  by  my  noble 
Friend,  but  which  have  not  been  ascer- 
tained. In  order,  therefore,  to  know  what 
the  facts  of  the  case  really  are,  I  think  it 
is  desirable  that  we  should  have  a  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  subject.  It  is  de- 
sirable, in  order  that  wo  may  see  whether 
there  is  in  the  statements  in  question  that 
degree  of  truth  which  would  make  these 
refusals  justifiable.  Here  is,  it  must  be 
confessed,  a  very  considerable  grievance. 
We  have  congregations  in  one  place  meet- 
ing on  the  moor  and  on  the  moss  exposed 
to  the  violence  of  the  winds,  drenched  by 
the  pouring  of  the  rain,  while  listeninu;  to 
the  performance  of  divine  service,  without 
any  shelter,  reminding  us  of  those  times  of 
the  Covenanters  when  persecution  was 
established  by  law.  We  have  in  another 
idace  people  obliged  to  leave  the  main 
land  in  boats,  in  order  to  find  the  miniHters 
who  only  can  give  them  that  religious 
doctrine  and  that  spiritual  instruction 
wliich  they  are  prepared  to  receive  ;  and 
wti  have  these  things  justified  on  the 
ground  of  the  rights  of  property.  Now,  I 
must  say,  that  with  regard  to  a  legislative 
remedy  for  these  things,  I  am,  on  the  one 
hand,  very  unwilling  to  adopt  any  legislation 
upon  a  subject  so  ditKcult,  and  touching  so 
nearly  the  conscientious  o])inions  of  many. 
But,  on  the  otlier  hand,  if  it  shimld  be 
proved  to  nie  by  facts — if  it  should  be 
provinl  to  me  by  in(iuiry--that  those  griev- 
ances are  Hutf'ered.  and  that  there  is  no 
sulHcient  redress  for  iliem — that  these  are 


not  special  and  peculiar  cases  in  which  the 
proprietor's  personal  character  was  at- 
tacked, and  in  which  he  found  it  quite  im- 
possible to  grant  sites  without  sowing  dis- 
sensions among  the  people  living  on  hia 
estate  ;  but  that  these  are  refusala  on  the 
ground  that  this  is  a  religious  sect  of  which 
he  disapproves,  and  that  in  thirty  caaes 
these  refusals  still  existed,  and  in  thirty 
cases  people  are  obliged  to  listen  to  divine 
service  without  a  roof  over  their  heads — I 
must  say  if,  after  a  patient  inquiry,  and 
after  hearing  both  sides,  these  facts  should 
be  establiehed,  I  should  not  be  indisposed 
to  agree  to  a  legislative  remedy.  There- 
fore, I  say,  that  this  is  a  case  for  inquiry. 
It  is  not  a  case  in  which  the  House  ought 
at  once  to  interfere,  because  it  is  a  case  in 
which  you  may  have  to  establish  a  great 
principle  ;  for  I  freely  admit,  that  if  you 
establish  the  principle  for  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotland,  and  if  there  should  hereafter 
be  any  similar  complaint  from  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland,  or  from  the  Society 
of  Friends,  or  any  other  religious  society, 
the  principle  must  be  univeraally  applied, 
and  what  you  do  in  one  case  you  must  do 
in  a  like  cose.  But,  Sir,  that  does  not 
convince  me  that  you  ought  not  in  an  ex- 
treme case  to  assent  to  a  legislative  re- 
medy, because  there  is  nothing  which  the 
House  ought  to  hold  more  sacred  than  al- 
lowing every  individual  in  this  country  to 
worship  God  according  to  his  conscience; 
and  if  these  obstacles  arc  interposed,  you 
do  not  permit  that  freedom  of  worship.  I 
do  not  want  to  touch  upon  the  character  of 
the  individuals  who  have  refused  to  grant 
these  sites.  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  many 
of  those  ])ersons  who  havo  been  mentioned 
as  having  refused  to  grant  sites,  and  with 
whom  I  have  myself  the  honour  to  be  ac- 
quainted, are  ]»ersons  of  the  kindest  dis- 
])osition  and  of  the  highest  character. 
That  I  am  ready  to  admit.  But  in  sub- 
jects of  this  kind,  I  know  very  well  to 
what  extremes  ])ersons  have  gone,  who,  in 
their  general  character,  show  the  utmost 
kindness  and  benevolence.  Why,  even  this 
evening  my  hon.  Frientl  the  Member  for 
the  Tniversity  of  Oxford  (Sir  U.  U. 
Inglis),  than  whom  I  know  no  man  of  a 
kinder  disposition,  or  of  a  more  benevolent 
regard  towards  all  his  fellow -creatures, 
has  shown  that  in  subjects  connected  with 
religious  liberty,  he  cannot  appreciate  the 
strong  feelings  of  others,  lie  told  us.  very 
calmly,  that,  with  rcganl  to  one  of  these 
parinhes,  there  was  aceonimudatiun  in  the 
pbco  of  worship  of  the  Kstabliidicd  Church. 
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Tliat  shows  that  my  hon.  Friend  thinks  it 
sufficient  that  there  is  a  church  open;  and 
he  does  not  take  into  his  consideration 
what  are  the  feelings,  what  are  the  doc- 
trines, and  what  are  the  opinions  of  those 
men  who  come  to  us  as  petitioners  in  this 
instance  for  our  protection.  Now,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  my  hon.  Friend  would 
think,  if,  when  he  asked,  in  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic town,  in  a  Roman  Catholic  country, 
for  a  Protestant  place  of  worship,  he  should 
be  told,  **  There  is  plenty  of  room  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  church.  You  have  no 
need  of  any  place  of  worship  of  your  own; 
there  is  room,  not  only  for  you,  but  for 
hundreds  of  other  Protestants  in  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  place  of  worship.  Go  there, 
and  you  will  be  always  well  received.** 
Even  the  kindest  and  most  benevolent  per- 
sons, therefore,  may  be  unable  to  enter 
into  the  feelings  of  others  on  religious 
questions;  and  although  the  principle  of 
forcibly  appropriating  sites  for  places  of 
religious  worship  may  be  a  dangerous  one, 
yet,  considering  that  in  our  legislation  we 
already  violate  the  rights  of  property — and 
that,  for  the  promotion  of  the  pubhc  health, 
for  the  construction  of  a  road  or  of  a  rail- 
way, or  for  the  purpose  of  beautifying  a 
square  or  ornamenting  a  town,  we  have  no 
hesitation  in  telling  parties  that  they  must 
give  up  their  property  at  its  fair  value — I 
do  think  that  there  may  be  a  case  in  which 
the  propriety  of  interference  by  the  Legis- 
lature for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  sites  for 
churches  may  be  inquired  into.  I  have 
been  glad  to  find  that  almost  all  those  who 
have  spoken  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion, have  said  that  they  lamented  the  re- 
fusal of  those  sites.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  said,  that  in  giving  his  vote 
against  the  proposed  inquiry,  he  considered 
that  he  should  be  acting  more  in  further- 
ance of  the  object  of  the  Motion,  than  if  bo 
were  to  vote  in  its  support.  I  am  glad  to 
see  the  opinion  which  prevails  generally 
upon  the  subject  in  this  House  ;  and  I 
hope,  that  whatever  may  be  the  decision  of 
the  House  on  this  occasion,  those  who 
hold,  on  what  I  have  no  doubt  is  a  mis- 
taken notion,  the  firm  conviction  that  they 
are  right  in  refusing  sites  for  Free  churches 
in  Scotland,  will  yet  change  their  opinion 
on  seeing  what  is  the  general  fcehng  upon 
this  subject  of  those  whom  they  most  re- 
spect; and  that  the  members  of  the  Free 
Church  of  Scotland  will  have  the  means  of 
worshipping  God  according  to  their  own 
consciences  and  belief. 

Mii.  F.  SCOTT  was  disposed,  after  all 
VOL.  XC.     {liUS} 


that  he  had  heard  upon  both  sides  of  the 
question,  to  give  his  vote  against  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee.  The  question 
should  be  viewed  in  its  twofold  character: 
firstly,  as  it  regarded  the  private  characters 
of  individuals ;  and,  secondly,  as  to  the  ef- 
fect it  was  likely  to  have  upon  the  religious 
feeling  of  the  people  at  large.  If  he  were 
to  consult  the  wishes  of  individuals — at 
least  if  he  were  to  consult  the  feelings  of 
one  of  the  individuals  whose  character  had 
been  assailed — ^he  should  bo  compelled  to 
give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  inquiry.  The 
Duke  of  Buccleuch,  he  believed,  would  like 
nothing  better  than  to  have  an  opportunity, 
such  as  the  appointment  of  the  Committee 
would  afford  him,  of  stating  fully  before  it 
his  reasons  for  refusing  sites  for  the  places 
of  worship  which  he  had  refused.  So 
hkewise,  ho  believed,  would  Lord  Mac- 
donald.  He  well  remembered  the  manner 
in  which  Scotland  was  convulsed,  a  short 
time  back,  by  the  dispute  between  the 
Churches,  and  the  strong  feeling  which 
had  arisen  between  the  clergy  of  the  Esta- 
blished and  the  Free  Church,  when  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  preaching  against  each 
other  from  their  respective  pulpits.  But 
when  ho  saw  those  acrimonious  feelings 
subsiding — when  he  found  that  the  num- 
ber of  cases  in  which  sites  for  places  of 
worship  were  refused,  reduced,  in  the  year 
1847,  to  thirty — was  he  not,  he  would  ask 
the  House,  bound  to  believe,  that  if  they 
had  not  thus  again  stirred  up  those  sub- 
jects of  acrimony — not  again  brought  for- 
ward that  bone  of  contention,  there  would 
not,  in  the  year  1848,  be  twenty  places  in 
which  the  same  subject  of  complaint  would 
be  found  existing,  and  that  by  the  year 
1850  there  would  not  be  a  single  subject 
of  complaint  ?  Ho  had  feelings  of  the  sin- 
cerest  respect  for  those  who  differed  from 
him  in  their  religious  views;  and  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lon- 
don, when  he  said,  that  it  was  desirous  and 
necessary  to  legislate  in  a  case  of  existing 
grievance  which  was  not  likely  to  remedy 
itself.  But  he  differed  from  the  noble 
Lord  in  considering  the  prcbent  to  be  such 
a  case.  Ho  thought  that  the  grievance 
was  being  redressed;  and  he  felt  convinced^ 
that  in  five  years  time  from  the  present, 
they  would  bo  able,  if  they  did  not  inter- 
fere, to  congratulate  Scotland  upon  having 
no  single  cause  of  complaint  or  dispute 
upon  the  subject.  Believing  that  the  pro- 
position woidd  have  the  effect  of  excul- 
pating those  whose  conduct  had  been 
hitherto  sought  to  be  inculpated,  he  waa- 
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glad  that  it  had  been  brought  forward; 
but,  belioving  that  it  would  renew  and 
widen  the  schism  which  already  existed, 
he  regretted  that  the  Motion  had  been 
made. 

Colonel  MURE  would  record  his  vote 
in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kilmarnock.  The  ques- 
tion was  scarcely  one  which  fell  within  the 
limits  of  Parliamentary  legislation;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  thought  that  an  in- 
quiry ought  to  be  instituted  relative  to  the 
obstructions  placed  in  the  way  of  obtaining 
sites  for  the  Free  Church.  A  case  of 
grievance  had,  in  his  opinion,  been  made 
out;  and,  under  those  circumstances,  it 
was  his  intention  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  with  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  ho  did  not  thereby  pledge 
himself  to  any  particular  lino  of  conduct 
upon  the  question  subsequently. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  89 ;  Noes 
61:  Majority  28. 

POOR  REMOVAL  ACT. 
Mr.  BANKES  said,  he  had  two  notices 
upon  the  Paper:  the  first,  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Uouso  to  tlie  report  of  the  Se- 
lect Committee  on  Settlement  and  Poor 
Removal,  printed  that  day;  and  the  se- 
cond, to  ask  for  a  copy  of  the  case  submit- 
ted by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  for  their  opinion, 
with  reference  to  the  construction  of  a 
clause  in  the  Poor  Removal  Act.  The 
substance  of  the  report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee was  contained  in  one  passage,  which 
stated  that  the  Committee  had  to  report 
that  it  appeared  to  them  the  most  pro- 
minent of  the  difficulties  attending  the 
subjects  before  them  had  arisen  out  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
commonly  called  the  "  Poor  Removal  Act.*' 
There  were  grave  doubts  entertained  with 
regard  to  the  construction  of  an  important 
proviso  in  that  Act;  but  whatever  might  be 
the  extent  of  tho  evils  attributable  to  the 
existence  of  those  doubts,  the  Committee  did 
not  think  them  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  re- 
comnien<l  the  removal  of  them  by  legislative 
enactment  of  a  tompiirary  nature,  lie  (Mr. 
Bankes)  thought  it  fair  to  state  that  the  re- 
port was  by  no  means  an  unanimous  one; 
and  he  thought  it  right  to  direct  the  imme- 
diate attention  of  the  House  to  it,  because 
they  were  all  aware  that  a  great  deal  of  in- 
terest existed  throughout  the  country  with 
regard  to  the  Poor  lUmoval  iiill  of  the  last 
Session.  He  thought  it  his  duty  to  point 
out  how  that  Bill  was  working  throughout 


a  great  part  of  the  kingdom  injurioiulyy  aB 
he  was  prepared  to  prove,  to  the  poor,  and 
injuriously,  as  he  could  also  prove,  to  a 
great  portion  of  the  ratepayers.  But  that 
portion  of  the  question  which  he  considerod 
to  be  of  by  far  the  greatest  importance, 
was  the  injurious  working  of  the  measure 
towards  the  poor;  and  therefore  it  waa  that 
he  had  urged  upon  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  when 
the  noble  Lord  was  about  to  move  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Select  Committee,  that 
they  should  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
the  Act  as  it  affected  the  comfort  and  con- 
dition of  the  poor,  and  .that  they  should 
consider  the  law  of  settlement,  with  a  view 
to  its  improvement;  and,  finally,  he  had 
induced  die  noble  Lord  to  move  an  in- 
struction to  the  Committee,  which  should 
have  the  effect  of  directing  their  attention 
to  the  construction  of  the  Act.  In  the 
Committee,  he  (Mr.  Bankes)  had  lubae- 
quently  striven  to  direct  the  attention  of 
its  members  to  the  construction  of  the  Act, 
so  far  as  regarded  the  state  and  condition 
of  the  poor;  but  the  Committee,  after  re- 
fusing to  hear  more  than  a  limited  por- 
tion of  evidence  upon  the  point,  came 
to  the  conclusion  by  the  votes  of  the  ma- 
jority, that  it  was  more  expedient  to  in- 
clude the  consideration  of  that  Bill  in  the 
general  scope  of  their  inquiry,  rather 
than  to  keep  it  distinct  and  separate;  bj 
which  latter  means  alone,  he  (Mr.  Bankes) 
thought  it  possible  for  them  to  arrive 
at  any  satisfactory  conclusion.  The  Com- 
mittee having  then  determined  to  in- 
volve the  consideration  of  that  Bill  in  the 
whole  consideration  of  the  larger  question 
before  them,  he  thought  it  wholly  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  avail  them- 
selves so  far  of  the  report  of  the  Conmiittee 
as  to  be  enabled  to  remedy  the  evili  in 
the  present  Session.  And  seeing  the  mis- 
chicvou8  effects  of  the  Bill— effects  which 
ho  would  prove  presently,  by  evidence  with 
which  he  was  prepared,  to  be  most  mit- 
chievous  —  evidence  which  would  include 
even  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
Moml>er  for  Dorchester,  who  agreed  with 
him  as  to  tho  pressure  inflicted  by  the  Bill 
upon  the  ratepayers,  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  differed  from  him  upon 
the  question  of  tho  pressure  upon  the  poor 
— he  thought  it  right  to  say  that  if  the 
Committee  did  not  make  greater  progress 
between  the  present  time  and  the  Easter 
reccHH  than  he  could  antici|»ate,  he  should* 
on  the  earliest  possible  opportunity  after 
the  recess,  bring  forward  a  measure  which 
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should  have  for  its  oLjcft  either  the  total 
repeal  or  the  large  ami^tidment  of  the 
Act  of  last  Session.  He  did  not  think 
it  necessary  at  the  present  timo  to  state 
the  course  he  meant  to  tak(^,  because 
he  helieved  that  aomething  irould  bo  said 
that  night  in  another  place  upon  tlie  sub- 
ject; and  he  thought  it  better  that  tbe  two 
Houses  should  be  united  in  the  c purse  to 
he  adopted.  But  he  wonld  state  it  as 
his  present  opinion  that  the  At^t  ah  on  Id 
be  repealed  altogether,  and  that  there 
should  be  a  general  revision  of  all  the  law^s 
relating  to  the  poor.  He  was  under  the 
impression  that  it  had  been  stated  at  the 
close  of  last  Session,  either  bj  the  rig] it 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Home  Office,  or 
by  some  other  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  there  would  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  this  Session  a  measure  fur  the 
improvement  of  the  poor  law^s,  which 
measure  he  understood  was  to  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Select  Comnuttee.  Such, 
he  understood,  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government;  and  there  would  tbon  indeed 
have  been  some  hope  of  a  legislative  mea- 
sure being  passed  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion. But  one  small  portion  only  of  the 
poor  laws  having  been  submitted  to  tho  con* 
sideration  of  the  Committee^  without  any 
intimation  of  the  wishea  or  intentions  of 
the  Government  having  been  made  to  thein 
-^looking  at  the  progress  of  the  Committee 
hitherto — and  considering'  the  gi'eat  diver- 
sity of  opinion  already  e:^pressed  amongst 
the  Members  of  it — he  did  not  see  the 
smallest  chance  of  their  coming  to  a  satis- 
factory conclusion,  or  of  anything  great  or 
comprehensive  coming  from  the  Committee 
this  Session.  He  hud  spoken  of  the  great 
diversity  of  opinion  upon  the  subject.  He 
might  observe  that  t))ero  was  one  proposii- 
tion  which  had  the  approbation  of  many. 
It  was  for  a  union  settlement.  Others 
approved  the  larger  propositi  on,  wldeh'he 
was  sorry  to  say  was  goiuiDg  weight 
throughout  the  kingdom,  for  doing  away 
with  settlement  altof^^etherf  and  having  a 
national  rating.  And  it  was  one  of  t)ie 
mischiefs  of  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  that 
it  had  brought  that  most  dangcroua  propo- 
sition into  public  favour.  He  would  cite 
one  of  the  many  proofs  of  Uie  advance  in 
public  favour  of  this  dangerous  proposition* 
He  had  had  the  honour  of  presenting, 
that  day,  three  petitions  from  three  seve- 
ral boards  of  poor-law  guardians,  to  the 
House,  praying  for  an  alteration  in  the 
law;  and  two  out  of  the  three  prayed  for 
the  abrogation  of  the  lavr  of  aettit^meiit^ 


and  the  adoption  of  a  general  law  of  ratiug> 
The  ultimate  consequences  of  such  a  me  a* 
sure  hod  not  been  fuUy  consldei^ed  by  many 
who  prayed  for  its  adoption;  and  ho  did  in- 
dulge  the  belief  that  no  sucli  plan  would  be 
hastily  assented  to  by  either  House  of  Par- 
liament. He  would  take  leave  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Gulson,  the  assistant  poor-law  com* 
niisfiigncr,  n  gentleman  of  tho  highest  cha* 
racter  and  of  great  ejrpericnce,  given,  be-* 
fore  the  Committee  en  this  Bill,  He 
begged  to  say  that  the  reason  he  had  not 
referred  to  that  evidence  before  was^  that  it 
had  not  been  given  nntd  after  the  report 
was  made.  He  divided  the  CommUtee  on 
the  question  whether  they  &hould  hear  Mr, 
Gulson  before  they  made  thetr  report;  but 
the  majority  of  the  Committee  decided 
against  him,  and  resolved  that  they  would 
make  the  report  firsts  and  hear  the  evidence 
afterwards,  Mr*  Gulson  stated  that  be  waA 
appointed  an  assistant  poorlaw  commis^ 
sioner  in  1834;  and,  after  enumerating 
fifteen  or  aijctecn  counties  in  England  and 
Wales  with  which  his  duties  had  made  him 
acquainted,  he  was  asked  to  give  his  opin- 
ion OD  the  Poor  Removal  Act.   He  said — 

^'  I  have  □![>  hcfitatioD  m  giviD^  m^  opinion  tlint 
it  oparatoa  nio«t  Lardiiy  ou  tbo  uUs*  of  poor  who 
Arc  m^Ht  pntttlod  to  our  oomun«>ration,  th«  old 
add  inflrjii/' 

And  again  he  said — 

"  I  bnvo  DO  hc'Ait^tlon  in  saying  that  the  unU 
v^rsnJ  opinion  ia  thnt  thih  Act  mu«t  be  aUatvd* 
That  opm ion  prevail 9  Drdrj^licr^^  and  in  couae' 
qucnci^  thu  people  ilto  more  ac4uieicent  than  thej 
wou^i  ctlicrwise  l>o.^' 

He  was  then  asked  in  what  respect  he  sup- 
posed the  Act  worked  differently  from  th9 
manner  in  which  it  waa  it  waa  intended  to 
operate;  and  ho  said — 

"  1  cntihot  1>o]lovo  that  the  A<?t  vna  int^cdcd  to 
act  harilily  nr  cruelly  on  tho  poor  tlietnueLvvR : 
but  I  \a\  «:itiiifi«d  it  Juia  «a  acted." 

That  evidence  wa§  certainly,  in  aom«  d©-" 
gree,  eonnterbaJanced  by  the  weight  of  tha 
evidence  of  one  of  the  Poor  Law  Commb' 
si  oners,  Mr.  Lewis;  but  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  preferring  the  evidence  of  Mr»  Qui* 
son  to  Mr.  LewiB,  who  did  not  »ee  the 
working  of  the  Act,  and  did  not  deaird 
those  who  saw  it  to  communicate  the  re- 
sult to  him*  One  witness  had  practical 
means  of  knowledge;  the  other  had  sfr^ 
means  of  knowledg*?  whatever  on  the  soIk 
ject;  and  his  opinion  eonld  not,  therefore, 
he  compared  with  that  of  a  man  like  Mr- 
Gulson.  who  had  aupenntended  the  op^ra- 
tio[i  of  the  Act  in  tiftoon  or  sixteen  coun- 
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ties.     With   regard  to  the  effect  of  tliis 
xnoasuro  on  the  ratepayers,  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary that  he  should  trouhlo  the  House 
with  any  remarks,  or  make  any  case  at  all, 
because  hon.  Members  no  doubt  had  op- 
portunities  of    knowing   what   were    the 
changes  in  the  rates  effected  in  their  re- 
spective unions  by  this  Act.     In  general, 
the  agricultural  labourers  lived  in  the  towns, 
and  went  out  to  work  daily  in  the  rural 
parishes;  and  yet  the  towns  were  now  to 
be  charged  with  their  support.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Sir  James  Gra- 
ham), he  believed,  admitted  that  it  would 
be  absolutely  unjust  that  the  ratepayers 
should  bo  subjected  to  the  continued  ope- 
ration of  the  Act,  unless  it  were  accom- 
panied by  some  alteration  in  the  law,  that 
would  put  it  on  a  different  footing.     He 
would  say,  therefore,  that  they  ought  to 
put  back  the  law  to  the  state  in  which 
it   was  before  the    passing  of  that  Act, 
until   they   were    prepared    with    a   real 
remedial   measure.      He    regretted    very 
much  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  suffered  so 
much  of  the  Session  to  pass  over  without 
giving  them   some    information  with  re- 
ference to  the  New  Commission  under  which 
the  working  of  the  Poor  Law  was  hereafter 
to  be  carried  on,  and  stating,  if  not  the  de- 
tails, at  least  the  general  principles  of  his 
plan.     It  was  clear  that  if  tliey  had  a  per- 
son in  that  House  responsible  for  the  law, 
such  a  thing  would  not  have  happened  as 
an  important  law  intended  for  tho  good  of 
the  poor  being  found  to  bear  a  construction 
directly  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the  Le- 
gislature.    It  remained  to  be  seen  whether 
the    opinion  of  the   law   officers   of    the 
Crown,  given  in  direct  opposition  to  what 
was  known  to  be  intention  of  Parliament 
when  tlie  law  was  passed,  ought  or  ought 
not  to  be  regarded  as  the  law  of  the  land. 
If  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  was  to 
be  the  law,  tho  House  had  a  right  to  have 
that  opinion  before  them.     As  it  was  inti- 
mated to  him  tliat  liis  Motion,  as  it  origin- 
ally stood,  would  he  refused,  he  would  con- 
fine his  Motion  to  an  application  for  the 
Btatement  of  the  case  for  the  o[)inion  of  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown,  as  taken  by  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  this  Bill.     It 
was  stated  before  the  C»mnnittee  that  there 
were    six  questions  proposed   to    the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown.     It  thus  appeared 
that  the  ConunissioniTs  had  six  doul>ts  on 
this  Bill;   and  even  if  hv  were  not  entitled 
to  the  ease,  h<*  was  ut  all  events  entitled  to 
tho  doubts.     This  was  the  act  of  a  con>ti- 


tuted  body  over  which  the  Parliament  were 
the  guardians,  and  he  had  therefore  a  right 
to  require  its  production.  When  he  applied 
for  the  production  of' the  case  in  the  Com- 
mittee, he  was  told  that  he  should  make 
his  apphcation  to  the  House.  He  conld 
see  no  ground  why  the  Government  should 
refuse  his  Motion.  The  law  was  constmed 
one  way  by  the  law  officers,  and  another 
way  by  an  eminent  recorder  of  sessions; 
and  what  he  recommended  in  the  Com- 
mittee was,  that  they  ought  either  to  re- 
peal or  to  pass  a  declaratory  Act  ex- 
plaining what  tho  meaning  of  the  law 
was.  Since  the  commencement  of  the 
Session,  they  had  had  an  uninterrupted 
flow  of  petitions  pouring  in,  praying  at 
first  for  an  alteration  of  the  law  of  last 
Session,  but  latterly  calling  for  a  total 
abolition  of  the  law  of  settlement.  If  they 
did  not  wish  to  adopt  tho  latter  course, 
they  ought  in  time  to  make  such  an  alter- 
ation as  would  create  quiet  and  content- 
ment throughout  the  country,  instead  of 
permitting  the  irritated  feehng  now  pre- 
valent to  increase.  He  believed  the  best 
course  they  could  take  would  be  to  repeal 
the  Act  of  last  Session  at  once,  and  Uien 
to  leave  the  question  to  be  settled  in  the 
first  Session  of  a  new  Parliament,  in  con- 
junction with  the  alteration  which  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  make  in  the  supervision 
of  the  law.  He  begged  to  add  that  he 
should  feel  himself  at  liberty  to  more  on  a 
future  day,  should  he  consider  it  neccssaiy 
to  do  so.  for  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  on  this  question.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving — 

*'  TliAt  there  bo  laid  before  thin  House,  a  Copf 
of  tho  Case  submitted  by  tho  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  ftr 
their  opinion  with  reference  to  the  conttmctioa  of 
a  Clause  in  the  Poor  Removal  Act.'* 

Mr.  C.  BULLER  said,  the  general  rule 
of  the  Goveniment  and  of  the  House  was 
not  to  call  for  cases  laid  before  the  law 
oiHcers  of  the  Crown,  or  the  opinions  given 
thereon.  That  was  the  rule  of  the  pro- 
fcHsion,  and  it  was  a  rule  respected  by  the 
Government  and  by  that  House ;  and  he 
should  say  that  he  thought  the  pn*sont  was 
the  very  last  case  where  they  ought  to  in- 
terfere with  it,  because  both  in  the  letter 
of  tht;  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  in 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Lewis  lK*fore  the  Com- 
mittee, both  the  case  and  the  opinions  were 
Htat4Hl  aA  fully  as  shuuKl  Kntihfy  anr  rea- 
sonable man*s  curio.^tity.  He  would  wish 
to  utf«-r  a  few  remarks  on  the  nther  mat- 
ters alluded   to  by  tho  hon.  Gentleman. 
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In  tbo  instructions  given  to  the  Select 
Committee,  they  were  recommended,  in 
the  first  place,  to  enter  into  the  question 
of  the  Poor  Removal  Act,  and  to  report 
specially  upon  it  to  the  House.  That  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  recommending  rather 
a  strange  course  of  proceeding,  because 
the  Poor  Removal  Act  of  last  Session  was 
clearly  a  part  of  the  whole  question  of  the 
law  of  settlement.  He  did  not  see  in  what 
other  light  they  were  to  regard  it.  If  they 
had  a  law  by  which  poor  persons,  after  a 
residence  of  five  years  in  a  parish,  were 
not  to  be  liable  to  removal,  it  appeared  to 
him  to  be  so  clearly  a  part  of  the  law  of 
settlement,  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
consider  it  apart  from  the  law  of  settle- 
ment. He  would  only  refer  to  the  propo- 
sals  made  with  reference  to  the  law  of  set- 
tlement, alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  remark  that  they  were  of  three  kinds. 
It  was  proposed  by  some  that  the  law 
should  remain  as  it  was,  with  merely  such 
alterations  as  would  still  maintain  the  prin- 
ciple of  parochial  settlement.  Others  pro- 
posed a  union  settlement;  and  others,  again, 
proposed  that  there  should  be  no  law  of 
settlement  at  all,  but  that  all  the  poor  of 
the  country  should  be  supported  by  a  na- 
tional contribution.  All  these  questions 
were  referred  to  the  Committee.  They 
referred  to  the  Committee  the  duty  of  re- 
porting what  in  their  opinion  should  be  the 
law  of  settlement;  and  yet  they  asked  them 
to  report  as  a  separate  question,  and  in  the 
first  instance,  whether  poor  persons  resi- 
dent in  a  parish  for  five  years  should  be 
removable  or  not.  He  believed  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  decide  positively  on 
that  question,  without  deciding  what  should 
be  the  law  of  settlement  altogether.  It 
was  impossible  for  the  Committee  to  give 
an  opinion  on  a  particular  question  which 
was  a  part  of  the  general  question,  without 
entering  into  that  general  and  fundamental 
question.  Such  being  the  reference  to  the 
Committee,  suppose  the  House  to  have  a 
meaning  in  its  reference,  the  question  was, 
whether  there  were  such  evils  in  the  Act 
as  required  interference.  The  Committee 
found  that  great  difficulties  had  arisen  with 
regard  to  the  interpretation  of  it;  and 
though  all  the  Members  probably  agreed. 
that  the  Act  had  been  interpreted  in  a 
sense  contrary  to  the  intention  of  ihoae 
who  introduced  it,  the  opinion  among  them 
was  by  no  means  general  that  the  con- 
struction put  upon  it  by  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  was  at  all  prejudicial  to  the 
people.   The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bankes) 


took  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  on  that 
subject ;  and,  whether  it  were  right  or 
wrong,  a  majority  were  of  opinion  that  if 
they  were  to  iuterpret  the  Act,  they  would 
much  rather  interpret  it  against  the  yiews 
of  those  who  framed  it,  than  the  contrary. 
The  poor  had  got  fixed  in  their  parishes — 
they  were  irremoveable ;  and  he  asked  the 
House  whether,  for  the  sake  of  correcting 
a  mistake,  they  would  restore  the  inter- 
pretation originally  intended?  He  appre- 
hended they  would  do  no  such  thing.  They 
would  rather  look  to  the  real  bearing  of 
the  legal  interpretation  upon  the  comforts 
of  the  poor.  The  Committee,  having  the 
whole  law  of  settlement  referred  to  uiem, 
and  this  Act  incidentally,  did  wisely  in 
saying  they  would  not  look  at  the  two 
separately.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  G. 
Bankes)  complained  that  the  Committee 
had  reported  without  hearing  Mr.  Gulson's 
evidence.  No  doubt  that  gentleman  was  a 
witness  of  great  respectability,  and  one 
to  whose  testimony  great  weight  attached; 
but  it  was  given  too  late.  Fortunately, 
however,  the  country  would  not  be  deprived 
of  it,  because  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
himself  made  the  most  of  it.  He  (Mr.  C. 
Buller)  had  asked  Mr.  Gulson  whether,  if 
it  rested  with  him  to  say  what  alteration 
should  be  made  in  the  Removal  Bill  of 
last  Session,  he  would  remove  the  erils 
complained  of  by  altering  the  law  of  set- 
tlement. *'  I  would,"  was  the  reply.  Aflter 
this,  it  was  rather  extraordinary  to  allege 
that  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Gidson  wowd 
have  shaken  the  Committee  upon  the  point 
on  which  they  reported.  He  would  not 
pretend  to  say  when  the  Committee  woold 
present  their  general  report;  but  he  trusted 
before  the  end  of  the  Session  they  wouI4 
be  able  to  form  their  opinion  upon  the 
very  difficult  and  complicated  suhiect  re* 
ferred  to  them  by  the  House.  He  was, 
however,  perfectly  sure  that  the  worst 
plan  the  Honse  could  pursue,  would  be  to 
take  the  law  of  settlement  bit  bj  bit,  ob- 
tain reports  first  upon  one  part  and  ih«i 
another,  and  decide  upon  one  braneh  and 
afterwards  on  another.  This  was  a  great 
question,  materially  affeeting  the  happmew 
and  ihe  social  condition  of  the  poor.  It 
must  therefore  be  considered  as  *  whole ; 
the  House  most  make  up  their  mmdi  to 
pa1»enee  and  finbearanee  in  waiting  until 
the  whole  question  was  before  them,  aiMl 
then  ihey  wodd  have  to  decide  upon  it 
altogether. 

lb.  P.  MILES,  as  a 
Committeoi  was  of  i  r\ 
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HfifnoTal  Act  *hoal«l  eLth»:r  be  abrogated 
aodl  er4t:rely  rcp-iilr-J,  or  coEuiderabW  al- 
tered.  Wa.*  the  c.intnr  uj  }fe  taken  in  bj 
a  fraij-1 1  The  opinion  of  the  law  officers 
of  thf;  Crown  might  F>e  a  rerr  proper  one; 
but  if  the  llou^K  couid  hare  foreseen  the 
interpretation  thej  had  put  upon  the  Act 
of  la^t  Ses.^ion,  would  it  erer  have  been 
passed  ?  Certainly  not.  The  opinion  of 
jfr.  Oiil«on,  and  of  witnessea  from  the 
east,  went,  midland,  and  part  of  the  •onth- 
em  districts,  provcrd  that  there  was  only  one 
thing  upon  whir:h  people  were  agreed,  and 
that  was  in  repPibating  the  Act  of  last 
Session.  He  wa^  a^toni«hefl  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  iMr.  Buller;  express  an 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  beneficial  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  upon  the  poor.  Mr.  Gul- 
son*s  evidence  proved,  that  upon  the  aged, 
infirm,  and  deserving  class  of  paupers,  the 
Act  had  operated  very  detrimentally.  If  the 
ifousf;  would  carry  out  the  real  intention 
of  the  Poor  Removal  Act,  they  would  have 
much  greater  facilities  for  entering  upon 
the  law  of  settlement.  His  own  opinion 
waA  in  favour  of  an  industrial  irremovea* 
bility,  as  far  as  the  Act  of  last  Session 
went,  after  five  years*  residence.  He  was 
sure,  as  srxin  as  it  was  known  that  his  hon. 
Friend  intended  to  bring  on  after  Easter  a 
Motion  for  the  r*.-peal  or  alteration  of  the 
Act  of  lant  Se.f^iun,  the  Table  of  the 
llimm:  would  be  covered  with  petitions 
agaiii-.t  the  hiw.  lie  was  afraid  the  whole 
of  the  S«'M.Hion  would  be  wa.ste«l  before  the 
C*ommitt^-e  eariie  to  a  conclusion,  and  that 
it  would  be  iiii]iOr«ible  to  brins^  in  a  Bill 
this  Session  to  alter  the  oxistini;  law — a 
law  alike  unjust  to  the  ratepayers  and  to 
the  jKKir,  and  which  inflicted  a  great  lu«d 
ujKin  the  peojile  of  Kri^land. 

SiiiO.  GHKY  haid,  hr  did  not  know  the 
objr-ct  of  the  hon.  MembiT  (Mr.  Bankeifj 
in  bringiiipf  forward  thiv^'  two  Motions, 
only  one  of  which,  howrver,  it  appeared  Ih; 
wi.>«hed  to  be  put  frc»m  the  rhair.  With  a 
view  to  n*nioviiii?  tlio  doubt-*  that  had  been 
frit,  the  hon.  Member  niovod  for  a  copy  of 
the  r*aH()  •submitted  to  the  law  oHicers  of 
the  (Vown  lor  tb<-ir  opinion.  It  was  dis- 
tinctly htutrd  by  Mr.  Ltrwin,  that  this  case 
n)«Trly  containeil  a  statfuicntof  tht>  doubts 
entertainiMl;  and  how  the  lion.  Mrmber 
could  think  the  doubts  which  prevaiU>d 
upon  the  interpretation  of  the  Act  could 
be  removal  by  a  statement  of  the  doubts 
theniH<'lves,  1h*  was  at  losi  to  eonceive 
Tht*  cour-ne  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
I)or.set<«hire  had  taken,  could  h'ail  to  no 
practical  result.     He  hod  avoided  Bubmit- 


ting  any  r-ro position  upon  which  the  opiniam 
of  the  Ho^iso  co'ild  be  expreued.  Tlie 
open  ami  matvly  cjurse  to  have  taken  vonld 
have  been  to  do  what  it  appeared  lie  in- 
tended to  do  after  Easter,  namely,  to  sob- 
mi  t  a  ilefinite  Motion  on  the  subject.  Per* 
haps  the  reason  why  he  had  pursued  so 
devious  a  coarse  upon  this  ocemsion  was, 
that  he  had  not  yet  made  np  his  mind— «s 
might  be  inferred  from  what  the  hon. 
Member  who  spi^ke  last  had  let  fall — as  to 
whether  he  should  introduce  a  Bill  to  re- 
peal the  Act  of  last  Session,  or  one  merely 
to  give  a  retrospective  elfect  to  some  of  its 
clauses.  He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  felt  that  he 
should  consult  the  public  convenience  bj 
abstaining  from  disou^ing  the  Poor  Re- 
moval Act  of  last  Session  until  the  hon. 
Member  should  bring  the  question  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  in  a  definite  shape, 
as  he  said  he  would. 

Mr.  finch  said,  that  the  Poor  Re- 
moval Act  of  last  Session  was  passed  has- 
tily, and  in  some  respect  under  false  pre- 
tences. It  was  proposed  as  a  compensa- 
tion in  some  degree  for  the  injurr  which 
the  landed  interested  sustained  by  the  re- 
peal of  the  corn  laws,  it  being  represented 
that  under  the  operation  of  the  measure* 
towns  would  be  obliged  to  support  some  of 
the  poor  who  had  theretofore  been  main- 
tained exclusively  by  the  agricultiuwl  dis- 
tricts. He  expressed  an  opinion  at  the 
time  that  the  measure  would  be  no  boon 
to  the  agricultural  interest;  and  the  result 
had  shown  that  he  was  correct.  If  it 
nhoubl  appear  that  there  would  be  time  to 
intPMluce  a  gen'Tal  measure,  founded  on 
the  report  of  the  Committee,  in  the  coone 
of  the  j»n^pent  Session,  he  would  advise 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  not  to 
brini^  forwanl  his  Hill;  but  if  that  should 
not  be  the  ease,  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be 
most  de:)irable  to  pass  some  ffuch  Bill  as 
that  which  the  hon.  Meml»er  had  announced 
his  intention  to  bring  in.  At  the  same 
time  he  could  not  advise  the  hon.  Member 
to  ]M>rsevcrc  in  the  Motion  l>eforo  the 
House. 

Mk.  RICE  thought  that  it  was  desirable 
to  repeal  the  Act  of  last  Session  under  any 
circumiftances;  and  the  notice  which  the 
hon.  MemlH?r  for  Dorsetshire  had  given 
that  evening,  induced  him  to  ho|»e  that  it 
would  be  n»f»oaled  before  the  end  of  the 
Session.  The  measure  had  operated  with 
oppresriive  harshness  uptm  the  poor.  In 
his  own  nei(rhl>ourhofHi,  a  number  of  no- 
ti4M>s  had  been  given  to  remove  cottagers 
who  hod  not  lived  tivo  years  in  their  pa- 
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rishes  at  Michaelmas  next.  If  the  Act 
should  not  be  repealed  this  Session,  the 
country  would  he  left  a  prey  to  the  con- 
fusion and  heartburning  which  now  pre- 
vailed for  another  year.  One  example 
would  suffice  to  show  the  harsh  treatment 
to  which  the  poor  had  been  subjected  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  last  Session.  A 
man  who  lived  in  his  (Mr.  Rice's)  parish, 
had  worked  for  twenty-five  years  in  the 
neighbouring  parish ;  he  walked  three  miles 
to  his  work  in  the  morning,  and  three  back 
again  at  night.  As  soon  as  the  Poor  Re- 
moval Act  was  passed,  his  master  told  him 
that  he  wanted  his  services  no  longer;  and 
ho  was  now  working  on  the  roads  in  his 
parish.  The  announcement  of  the  hon. 
Member's  intention  to  move  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Act,  woidd,  he  believed,  prevent 
many  poor  persons  from  being  served  with 
notices  to  quit  their  abodes. 

Mr.  E.  WODEHOUSE  would  not  have 
ventured  to  to  unite  his  influence  with  that 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  last  sat 
down,  in  urging  his  hon.  Friend  to  perse- 
vere in  his  Motion,  were  it  not  for  the 
efforts  which  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
were  making  to  extenuate  the  dissatisfac- 
tion which  prevailed  all  through  the  coun- 
try with  respect  to  the  Bill  of  last  Session. 
The  injuries  inflicted  on  the  poor  in  his 
own  neighbourhood,  had  been  of  the  most 
annoying  and  distressing  character.  There 
were  such  enormous  difficulties  attending 
the  final  adjustment  of  tho  question,  that 
no  act  of  immediate  relief  could  satisfac- 
torily meet  the  emergency.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  sooner  Parliament  un- 
dertook the  consideration  of  other  and 
more  permanent  measures,  the  better  would 
it  be  for  the  country. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  was  obliged  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  for  having 
brought  the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the 
IIouso  as  he  had  done,  for  otherwise  an  im- 
pression might  have  been  made  on  the  coun- 
try that  the  question  was  concluded  by  the 
report  which  had  been  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee up  stairs.  He  complained  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Committee  in  having  refused 
to  examine  witnesses  who  were  practically 
acquainted  with  the  working  of  the  law. 
Thoy  had  contented  themselves  with  ex- 
amining three  official  gentlemen,  and  then 
made  their  report  to  the  House.  In  his 
opinion,  the  Bill  inflicted  hardship  on  the 
poor  as  well  as  upon  the  ratepayers.  The 
parish  officers  and  the  proprietors  were 
enabled  by  indirect  means  to  effect  the 
removal  of  the  poor  from  their  houses. 


For  instance,  if  an  old  woman  resided  with 
her  daughter,  tho  proprietor  would  say, 
**  It  is  true,  I  cannot  remove  your  mother, 
but  if  you  do  not  remove  with  her  into  an- 
other parish  I  will  give  you  notice  to  quit." 
Tho  Poor  Law  Commissioners  could  not 
reach  cases  of  this  kind.  The  repeal  of 
the  Act  of  last  Session  was  necessary  as  a 
preliminary  to  the  amendment  of  the  law 
of  settlement.  It  was  evident  from  the 
answers  which  the  witnesses  gave  who 
were  examined  before  the  Committee,  that 
a  great  many  of  them  confounded  the  Poor 
Law  Act  with  the  law  of  settlement.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Dorchester,  with  his 
usual  acuteness,  perceived  this  confusion, 
and  directed  the  attention  of  the  witnesses 
to  it.  As  to  the  Committee  which  was 
now  sitting,  he  had  prophesied  that  it 
would  be  productive  of  no  good,  and  his 
prophecy  was  likely  to  be  fulfilled.  More 
irritation  had  been  shown  in  the  Committee 
than  in  any  other  he  had  ever  heard  of. 
In  order  to  show  the  divided  state  of  feeling 
in  the  Committee,  it  was  only  necessary  to 
state  that  there  had  been  eight  divisions  in 
it  during  the  first  four  days  of  its  sitting. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  the  desire 
which  he  felt  not  to  occupy  the  public  time 
unnecessarily,  would  prevent  him  from  ad- 
verting to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Gidson, 
which,  though  technically  in  the  possession 
of  the  House,  had  been  presented  only  that 
evening,  and  could  not  have  been  read  by 
the  majority  of  Members  then  present. 
Neither  would  he  enter  into  any  discussion 
with  respect  to  the  law  of  settlement,  a 
question  which  was  not  before  tho  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  forward, 
after  Easter,  a  substantive  measure  for  the 
repeal  or  material  alteration  of  the  Poor 
Removal  Act  of  last  Session;  and  upon 
that  subject  he  wished  to  be  permitted  to 
address  a  few  observations  to  the  House. 
It  was  by  no  means  his  intention  to  deny 
that  the  interpretation  which  the  law  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  had  given  to  that  Act — 
and  no  doubt  it  was  a  correct  and  sound 
interpretation — ^had  imparted  a  more  ex- 
tensive operation  to  the  measure  than  was 
originally  contemplated  either  by  him  (Sir 
J,  Graham),  who  introduced  it,  or  by  the 
House,  which  passed  it.  He  made  that 
admission  distinctly;  and  he  would  not 
have  concurred  in  the  report  which  the 
Committee  now  sitting  had  presented  to 
the  House,  unless  he  had  satisfied  himself 
by  the  evidence  up  to  that  time  received-^ 
corroborated  hj  that  whioh  had  been  sub- 
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sequontly  given,  and  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  that  day — that  the 
more  extensive  operation  given  to  the  Act 
by  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown,  was  decidedly  and  greatly  beneficial 
to  the  poor.  It  was  not  necessary  to  argue 
the  question  at  length  upon  that  occasion, 
but  he  would  simply  lay  before  the  House 
and  the  country  an  outline  of  the  great 
benefits  which,  on  the  balance,  the  more 
extensive  operation  of  the  Act  had  con- 
ferred upon  the  poor.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dorsetshire  had  incidentally  raised  a 
discussion  on  the  Act  of  last  Session,  for 
the  purpose  of  directing  public  opinion  to 
this  question;  and  under  those  circum- 
stances he  felt  that  ho  should  fail  in  his 
duty  if  he  omitted  to  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  of  explaining  that  the  present 
operation  of  the  Act — though  not  originally 
intended — had  been  of  signal  advantage 
to  the  poor.  It  was  impossible  to  deny 
that  with  respect  to  one  class  of  poor  per- 
sons, the  Act  had  operated  with  some  de- 
gree of  harshness — ho  meant  those  resi- 
dent in  one  union,  and  having  their  settle- 
ment in  another,  and  who  had  heretofore 
received  relief  at  the  place  of  tlieir  resi- 
dence from  the  place  of  their  settlement. 
The  Act  of  last  Session  had  created  some 
doubt  as  to  the  way  in  which  relief  should 
be  given  to  this  class,  and  in  some  cases 
hardship  had  been  endured  in  consequence. 
But  he  would  call  the  attention  of  tlie 
House  to  some  large  chxsses  of  poor,  on 
whom  the  Act,  as  it  now  stood  on  the  Sta- 
tute-book, had  conferred  inestimable  be- 
nefit. First,  there  was  tlie  great  division 
of  tho  sick  poor,  who,  unless  they  were 
permanently  aftlicted,  could  not  be  remov- 
ed. Another  most  numerous  class  con- 
sisted of  those  residing  at  a  distance  from 
their  place  of  settlement,  who  had  con- 
ferred on  their  place  of  resi<lence  the  ad- 
vantage of  many  years  of  their  lah«)ur,  and 
who,  even  though  in  the  extremity  of  des- 
titution, from  fear  of  being  removed,  had 
not  hitherto  applied  for  relief.  Jiut,  as 
the  law  now  stood,  this  class  of  piTSons 
did  not  hesitate  to  api>ly  for  relief,  because 
they  were  irrcmovahh*.  Another  class  were 
thos(»  resident  in  a  j>lnce  without  any  set- 
tlement; they  also,  if  th(»y  had  n^sided  for 
five  years,  wen*  now  entitled  to  relief,  lie 
saw  hon.  Members  eoniieeted  with  Ireland 
opposite ;  he  knew  not  if  any  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  present;  hut  the  etfect  of  the 
Liw  had  been  to  give  to  tht>  nntives  (»f  Itoth 
tlios<i  countries  residin;;  in  Kni^lund,  tho 
relief  they  were  justly  entitled  tu,  but  from 


which  they  were  before  debarred.  He  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  these 
numerous  classes;  and  ho  was  much  mis- 
taken if  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire, 
when  he  came  to  deal  with  the  Act,  either 
to  alter  or  wlioUy  to  repeal  it,  would  find 
its  operation  so  plain  and  easy  as  he  and 
some  others  seemed  to  think.  If  the  Act 
was  rightly  understood,  with  regard  to  the 
recipients  of  relief,  the  balance  would  be 
found  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  poor,  and 
he  considered  it  a  just  and  humane  enact- 
ment. It  was  not  worth  while  to  disensa 
whether  the  construction  put  on  one  of 
tho  provisions  of  the  Act  by  the  law  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  was  or  was  not  an  ex- 
tension of  that  benefit;  on  tho  proper  occa- 
sion he  should  be  prepared  to  argue  that 
it  was  so.  As  to  the  effect  of  the  Act  on 
the  ratepayers,  he  had  never  dissembled 
the  opinion  which  he  had  expressed  under 
circumstances  of  great  difficulty,  and  had 
given  great  ofibnce  by  expressing  it,  that 
in  exceptional  cases  in  close  parishes,  as 
contradistinguished  from  open  ones,  it  must 
operate  harshly,  and  impose  an  unjust  bur- 
den upon  them.  As  a  member  of  the 
Committee,  therefore,  he  had  been  most 
anxious  to  join  with  the  consideration  of 
the  Act  of  last  Session,  a  consideration  of 
the  whole  law  of  settlement.  He  could 
not  avail  himself  of  the  advantage  of  being 
in  possession  of  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Gul- 
son,  which  the  House  was  not;  but  he 
could  ])oint  to  testimony  given  by  that 
witness,  showing,  that  if  they  only  altered 
and  modified  the  law  of  settlement,  the 
Act  of  last  Session,  with  its  present  exten- 
sion, would  be  not  only  a  great  benefit  to 
the  |K)or,  hut  could  be  put  in  full  operation 
without  the  least  injustice  whatever.  As 
that  evidence  would  soon  be  in  the  hands 
of  every  Member,  he  did  entreat  them  to 
judge  of  it.  not  by  garbled  extracts,  but  bj 
the  tenor  of  the  whole  of  it — in  its  entire 
state.  It  was  the  evidence  of  a  gentleman 
of  the  highest  probity,  conversant  with  the 
working  of  the  poor  law,  both  in  rural  and 
manufacturing  districts;  who  had  been  ac- 
tively em])loved  both  in  this  country  and 
in  Ireland;  i\\u\  who  perhaps  pos'sessed  a 
more  intimate  knowledge  of  the  subji^ct 
than  almost  any  man.  He  entrcatiHl  the 
House,  before  it  discussed  this  imi>ortant 
question,  dispassionately  to  read  the  whole 
of  that  evidence.  It  was  supportcni  by  the 
testiintmy  of  two  able  persons — the  auditor 
of  the  Norfolk,  Suffolk,  and  Cambridge 
unions — a  barrister,  and  gentleman  of 
great  GX|>crieuc'c,  and  the  cbairmau  of  a 
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boai*d  of  guardians  in  the  north  of  Eng- 
land. Tho  evidence  of  those  three  wit- 
nesses was  presented  to  the  House;  and,  if 
fully  considered,  he  was  sure  the  effect  pro- 
duced would  by  no  means  aid  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire, 
but  woidd  sustain  the  views  he  had  him- 
self ventured  to  advocate,  namely,  that 
the  law  of  last  Session  could  be  upheld  in 
its  integrity,  if  they  altered  and  amended 
the  law  of  settlement  itself:  by  distribut- 
ing the  burdens  anew,  they  would  remove 
all  the  injustice  created  by  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stood,  without  that  revision  of  the 
law  of  settlement. 

Mr.  W.  0.  STANLEY  remarked,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  confessed  that 
there  was  great  injustice  in  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  unless  it  were  coupled  with  an 
alteration  of  the  law  of  settlement.  It 
seemed  to  be  tho  opinion  of  all  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  operation  of  the  Act 
caused  great  injustice  to  the  ratepayers, 
and  particularly  to  the  ratepayers  of  town 
parishes.  He  could  have  wished  that  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  had  been  brought 
forward  for  a  di£ferent  purpose;  but  at  the 
same  time  there  might  be  a  good  deal  of 
good  in  this  preliminary  warfare.  He 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsei- 
sliire  would  not  be  deterred  from  bringing 
tho  question  of  the  repeal  of  the  late  Act 
fairly  before  the  House,  to  be  discussed 
and  determined  by  them.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  admitted  the  injustice  of  the 
Act ;  and  it  was  never  too  soon  nor  too 
late  to  remedy  injustice.  Before  the  House 
did  anything  else,  they  ought,  by  repealing 
the  Act,  to  relieve  the  ratepayers  of  the 
town  parishes  from  what  was  a  most  into- 
lerable burden. 

Mr.  EVELYN  DENISON  felt  so  much 
the  inconvenience  of  the  present  discussion, 
that  be  should  not  have  taken  any  part  in 
it,  but  for  one  or  two  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  Members  in  the  course  of 
the  evening.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  C.  Buller)  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee, was,  he  thought,  guilty  of  one  in* 
acciu*acy  in  the  course  of  his  address.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend*s  statement  was, 
that  the  Committee  had  determined  that 
they  would  not  decide  this  point  until  they 
had  come  to  a  resolution  on  the  whole 
question  of  the  law  of  settlement.  He  had 
never  understood  that  such  was  the  resolii* 
tion  of  the  Committee;  but,  on  the  c<m- 
trary,  that  if  the  inquiry  should  be  pro- 
tracted till  near  the  end  of  the  SesBum^ 
then  tho  majority  of  the  Committe6|  wlio 


voted  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorset- 
shire, would  feel  at  liberty  to  submit  to  the 
House  the  propriety  of  dealing  with  the 
measure  of  last  year.  He  thought  that  it 
ought  not  to  go  forth,  ihat  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee  was  definite  and  final  on 
that  point.  He  should  feel  very  much  in^ 
disposed  to  express  any  opinion  upon  the 
evidence  which  had  akeady  been  given; 
but  the  right  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Dorchester  had  made  some  statements 
which  he  could  not  allow  to  pass  without 
observation.  It  was  but  reasonable  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  was  the  au- 
thor of  this  law,  should  regard  it  with  so 
mnch  partiality;  but  he  must  say,  that  as 
far  as  the  evidence  had  gone  at  the  pre« 
sent  moment,  it  had  not  produced  the  effect 
on  his  mind,  which  it  had  produced  on  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said  that  this  law  was  gene- 
rally advantaffeous  to  the  poor.  He  thought 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  the 
law  was  unjust  to  the  ratepayers,  he  an- 
swered his  own  former  statement;  for  anj 
gentleman,  who  knew  how  these  ^ings 
worked  in  the  country,  must  he  aware  that 
it  was  not  possible  for  a  law  that  worked 
injuriously  to  the  ratepayer,  to  work  well 
for  the  poor ;  because,  when  parish  officers 
felt  these  paupers  pressed  on  them  by  an 
unjust  enactment,  wey  rega^rded  them  with 
harsher  feelings  than  they  otherwise  would 
have  done.  As  the  Committee  had  deter* 
mined  to  take  further  evidence,  he  shoidd 
thmk  it  very  wrong  to  express  any  positive 
opinion,  and  he  should  keep  his  mind  open 
to  conviction.  He  could  only  repeat  tnat 
at  present  the  evidence  which  had  been 
already  taken,  had  not  produced  on  his 
mind  the  effect  which  it  had  produced  on 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Dorchester. 

Sir  W.  JAMES  wished  to  put  « 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gendemaa  die 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Dq>art- 
ment.  The  Government  were  aware  that 
two  different  constructions  had  been  pot 
upon  the  proviso  at  the  end  of  the  uit 
clause  in  the  Poor  Bemoral  Act,  Now* 
in  the  evidence  of  Mr,  Lewist  the  Pocv 
Law  Commiiftioner»  it  was  stated  that  it 
was  Tery  possible*  in  consequence  of  the 
different  interpretations  pot  npon  this  Aot* 
that  one  auditor  mig|it  aet  npon  one  pris* 
ciple  in  allowing  expenses*  and  anothenf 
auditor  upon  another  princi^e.  He  rosa 
to  express  his  opnion,  that  either  the  Poor 
Law  Gonunisaioaera  or  the  GoTommenti^. 
w)ule  the  oveetioii  wia  MijBi  wndcu^idcidj 
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might  direct  that  whatever  course  the 
hoards  of  guardians  might  take,  the  au- 
ditor should  allow  the  expenses.  That 
direction  on  the  part  of  the  Government  or 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  would  have 
no  legal  effect,  hut  it  would  still  have  great 
weight.  With  regard  to  the  question  be- 
fore the  House,  he  thought  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  come  to  a  most  judicious  and 
reasonable  conclusion,  in  determining  not 
to  come  to  an  opinion  on  the  Act  of  last 
Session  till  they  had  determined  the  ques- 
tion of  settlement  generally.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dorsetshire  brought  in  his  Bill, 
he  thought  it  would  be  more  judicious  to 
confine  its  operation  to  an  interpretation  of 
the  proviso  in  the  Poor  Removal  Act,  than 
to  attempt  to  repeal  the  law  altogether. 

Mr.  NEWDEG ate  felt  much  indebted 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  for  the 
notice  which  ho  had  given.  Some  remedy, 
it  appeared,  was  to  be  applied  to  the  law 
of  settlement ;  and  last  Session  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  applied  a  blister  in 
the  form  of  the  present  system  of  removal. 
The  Committee,  a  great  number  of  whom 
wore  in  favour  of  extensive  change  in  the 
law  of  settlement,  were  extremely  anxious 
to  retain  that  blister  on  the  patient.  [Mr. 
Wakley  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  cheered  that  observation. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorset- 
shire sliould  do  justice  to  the  country  by 
endeavouring  to  romovo  that  blister  before 
ho  ttskod  tlic  House  to  consider  the  law  of 
settlement,  the  abrogation  of  which  might 
entail  the  destruction  of  the  paroehial  sys- 
tem. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  course  suggest- 
ed by  the  hon.  lianmet  (Sir  W.  .fames) 
had  been  already  taken  by  the  Poor  Law 
ConmiiKsioners. 

Mr.  wakley  said,  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  had  compared  the  Act  of 
last  SoHsion  to  a  blister;  he  was  sure  it 
was  a  capital  niedioine,  it  was  so  extremely 
disagreeable  to  the  patient.  Those  who 
sought  to  n»peal  it  were  tyrannical  boanls 
of  guardians,  and  the  gentry  who  had  no 
partiality  for  paying  p(M>r  rates.  He  be- 
lievcil  the  Jiiil  in  the  main  was  a  good  one: 
if  they  compared  tlie  good  it  had  done  with 
tho  evil  that  had  flowed  from  it,  the  former 
wouhl  prej^ondernte  to  an  immense  extent. 
He  could  confirm  what  tlie  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  J.  (irahani)  had  stated  on  this 
subject.  The  ratepayers  of  the  metropolis 
did  not  complain  of  the  law,  though  it 
pressed  upon  them;  they  felt  the  justice  of 
that  pressure;   thej  admitted  tho  harsh- 


ness  and  cruelty  of  sending  persons  from 
this  country  to  Scotland  or  Ireland,  where 
they  could  get  no  relief.  Since  this  Bill 
had  been  in  operation,  not  one  of  the  Iriah 
had  been  sent  back;  and  the  ratepajers 
asked  how  they  could  injustice  do  it,  wlien 
they  knew  that  if  they  sent  them  back  to 
Ireland,  they  sent  them  to  starve.  The 
great  proprietors  of  Ireland  and  Seotland 
had  staved  off  an  effective  poor  law  too 
long;  but  he  hoped  they  would  not  sne- 
ceed  in  staving  off  from  them  much  longer 
a  law  similar  to  the  one  which  had  been  in 
operation  in  England  for  300  years.  The 
small  end  of  the  wedge  had  been  already 
got  in,  and  he  hoped  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  see  it  driven  home  until  the 
poor  of  the  three  kingdoms  were  relieved 
on  the  same  principle.  So  far  from  la- 
menting tho  immigration  of  so  many  Irish 
paupers  into  this  country,  he  wished  they 
woiUd  come  over  in  still  greater  abundance. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  be  delighted  if 
2,000,000  of  them  came  over  to  England 
next  month.  It  would  be  the  first  thing 
that  would  bring  Parliament  to  its  senset 
with  respect  to  the  operation  of  the  Irish 
poor  law.  He  had  been  told  yesterday  that 
in  the  parish  of  St.  Andrew,  Ilolbom,  out 
of  every  shilling  paid  to  the  poor,  lid.  was 
paid  to  the  Irish  who  had  no  settlement 
there  whatever.  In  the  parish  in  which  he 
(Mr.  Wakley)  himself  resided.  27,000/. 
was  collecte<i  last  year  for  the  support  of 
the  poor,  2'\(M.>0/.  of  which  was  paid  to 
the  Irish.  Did  any  one  grudge  them  this? 
He  hopcnl  not;  for  he  admitted  their  right 
to  relief — charity  was  out  of  the  question. 
He  wondered  how  the  landed  proprietors 
of  Ireland  and  Scotland,  who  denied  the 
right  of  the  poor  to  relief,  could  expect  to 
be  secure  in  their  possessions,  when  there 
were  hundreds  and  thousands  of  persons 
willing  to  work  in  a  state  of  destitution 
bordering  on  starvation.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  foundations  of  society  were  not 
shaken  with  such  a  state  of  things.  He 
denied  that  the  poor  law  was  founded  on  a 
principle  of  charity;  he  considered  it  to 
rertt  on'  a  higher  and  safer  foundation — he 
considered  it  tn  be  foundeii  on  a  principle 
of  strict  justice;  and  he  wametl  the  House, 
if  they  consideriMl  the  P«>or  Removal  Act 
to  1m»  injurious  in  its  o{H*ration,  to  take 
care  in  re]N»aHng  it  they  did  not  inflict  a 
still  greater  injustice  ujmn  the  destitute 
pefiple  of  this  country. 

Captai!c  HAKKIS  wi8he«l  to  impress 
upon  the  House  the  importance  of  not 
leaving  this  law  in  doubt.     if»  howorer. 
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it  were  made  plain  and  clear,  be  believed 
it  would  be  found  to  work  fairly  enough, 
for  be  considered  it  to  be  founded  upon  a 
good  principle. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  remarked,  tbat 
be  bad  supported  tbe  Poor  Removal  Bill 
wben  first  introduced;  bo  considered  tbat 
it  would  be  a  bumanc  measure  if  properly 
carried  out,  and  be  was  still  of  tbe  same 
opinion;  but  be  tbougbt  tbere  bad  been 
some  barsbness  in  its  operation  in  conse- 
quence of  tbe  construction  given  to  tbe  Act 
by  tbe  law  officers  of  tbe  Crown.  He 
tbougbt,  tbat  if  tbe  ricb  were  made  to 
contribute  to  tbe  support  of  tbe  poor  over 
a  more  extended  area,  it  would  tend  to 
meet  tbe  justice  of  tbe  case. 

Mr.  BICKHAM  ESCOTT  confessed 
bimself  puzzled  to  know  tbe  object  of  the 
present  debate.  If  tbe  object  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Dorsetshire  was  merely  to  ob- 
tain information  by  tbe  production  of  tbe 
document  asked  for  in  bis  Motion,  there 
was  surely  no  need  of  all  this  discussion 
upon  it;  and  if,  as  be  bad  announced,  be 
intended  to  bring  tbe  Bill  which  bad  been 
passed  last  Session  under  tbe  consideration 
of  tbe  House  after  Easter,  what  was  tbe 
use  of  debating  it  now  ?  He  differed  with 
tbat  bon.  Member  in  thinking  tbat  the  op- 
position of  tbe  people  bad  been  directed 
merely  against  tbe  Act  of  last  Session. 
Tbat  opposition  was  directed  against  tbe 
whole  system.  Tbere  was  a  strong  feeling 
among  the  inhabitants  of  tbe  towns,  as  well 
as  tbe  inhabitants  of  counties,  tbat  tbere 
ought  to  be  some  substantial  change  intro- 
duced with  reference  to  tbe  whole  adminis- 
tration of  tbe  Poor  Law;  and  tbe  people 
knew  tbat  Parliament  could  not  enter  into 
tbe  question  of  tbe  removal  of  the  poor, 
without  at  tbe  same  time  taking  up  tbe 
great  question  of  settlement;  and  that  they 
could  not  enter  into  the  question  of  settle- 
ment, without  taking  up  tbe  question  of 
tbe  general  rating  of  tbe  country;  and  this, 
it  was  hoped,  would  lead  to  tbe  adoption  of 
a  measure  by  which  funded  property,  which 
at  present  contributed  nothing,  should  be 
brought  to  contribute  along  with  landed 
property  its  fair  share  towards  the  mainte- 
nance of  tbe  poor.  He  hoped  tbat  the 
Member  for  Dorsetshire,  therefore,  wben 
be  brought  forward  bis  Motion,  would  not 
imagine  tbat  tbe  indignation  of  the  people 
in  towns  was  confined  to  this  measare 
alone;  but  tbat  they  considered  it  merely 
as  a  part  of  a  great  question  which  needed 
thorough  inquiry  and  thorough  reyision  at 
tbe  hands  of  tbat  House. 


Mr.  S.  WORTLEY  considered  tbat  no 
conclusion  of  the  inquiry  now  going  on 
would  be  satisfactory  that  did  not  lead  to 
an  abolition  of  the  law  of  settlement,  as 
well  as  to  a  repeal  of  tbe  Poor  Removal 
Bill. 

Mr.  BANKES,  in  reply,  hoped  that 
those  Irish  paupers  who  accepted  the  invi- 
tation of  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
would  quarter  themselves  upon  bis  consti- 
tu tents.  Tbe  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
bad  submitted  six  questions  to  tbe  law 
officers  of  tbe  Crown  for  their  opinion. 
Only  one  of  those  questions  was  known  to 
the  House;  and  bo  (Mr.  Bankes)  thought 
it  important  before  he  attempted  to  amend 
the  law,  to  be  put  in  possession  of  the  other 
five.  On  tbe  present  occasion,  however, 
be  should  not  press  tho  Motion  to  a  di- 
vision. 

The  Motion  was  then  negatived  without 
a  division. 

RAILWAY  RETURNS  OF  EXPENDITURE. 
Lord  G.  BBNTINCK  said:  Sir,  in 
moving  for  the  returns  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  I  must  commence  by  expres- 
sing my  regret  tbat  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  tbe  University  of 
Cambridge  should  have  thought  that  I  was 
wanting  in  courtsey  to  him  in  calling  his 
attention  to  tbe  fact,  tbat,  in  moving  for 
these  returns,  it  was  my  intention  to  mako 
some  comments  upon  that  which  I  described 
to  be  a  marvellous  statement.  Sir,  it  is 
extremely  difficult  when  any  Gentleman  in 
this  House  has  to  apply  the  scourge,  to  make 
it  pleasing  to  those  on  whom  it  may  fall. 
Hit  high  or  bit  low  it  is  all  the  same — it  is 
very  difficult  to  make  it  pleasing  to  the 
victim.  But  a  statement  has  gone  forth 
to  the  country,  under  the  authority  of  an 
ex-Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  relative 
to  tbe  expenditure  of  railways  in  this  coun- 
try, which  is  so  extraordinary,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  so  calculated  to  foster  an  opinion 
in  this  country  that  large  expenditure  in 
railways  does  not  conduce  necessarily  to  the 
general  prosperity,  that  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
enter  into  some  details  to  prove  that  that 
statement  is  very  far  removed  from  the  truth. 
It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
the  statements  which  had  gone  forth  to  the 
country,  and  which  could  not  have  been 
originated  in  ignorance,  that  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  London  and  Birmingham,  the 
Grand  Junction,  the  Great  Western,  the 
Brighton,  the  South  Western,  and  the 
South  Eastern  Railways,  was  represented 
as  havbg  taken  place  ''  previous  to  the 
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year  1S41 ,  years  in  wbicli  there  was  a  great 
deficiency  in  the  revenue  of  the  country." 
These  years  of  "  great  deficiency,"  pre- 
vious to  1841,  it  is  well  known  to  the 
House,  were  the  years  1839  and  1840,  in 
each  of  which  the  deficiency  in  the  revenue 
exceeiled  1,50(»,000/.  Yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  was  this — that  in 
the  course  of  those  years  of  **  great  defici- 
ency,*' the  expenditure  on  seven  railways 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  named,  ex- 
clusive of  an  expenditure  of  10,000,000/. 
which  had  taken  place  on  seven  other  rail- 
ways which  he  did  not  name,  amounted  to 
no  less  a  sum  than  37,r20,00i»/.  Now,  Sir,  I 
think  that  if  the  country  could  be  brought 
to  believe  that  in  the  course  of  two  years 
37.729,000/.  could  be  expended  on  seven 
railways  alone,  without  producing  great  and 
manifest  prosperity,  it  would  be  hopeless 
for  me  at  any  time  to  be  able  to  persuade 
the  Parliament  of  this  country  or  the  coun- 
try itself  to  approve  of  appropriating  large 
sums  of  money  to  stimulate  private  enter- 
prise in  the  construction  of  railways  in  Ire- 
land. Sir,  this  statement  went  forth,  and  it 
went  forth  on  great  authority,  inasmuch  as 
it  proceeded  not  only  from  a  Gentleman  who 
had  lately  fille<l  the  office  of  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  it  was  also  propounded 
on  the  authority  of  the  report  of  that  Rail- 
way Committee  of  whii-h  that  right  hon. 
GcntU'man  was  himself  a  Mi-mber,  and 
this  statement,  nt  the  time,  was  received 
wiih  ixri'at  cheers  by  this  IIou>e.  I  shall 
now  take  the  liberty  to  refiT  to  this  fttate- 
nient;  and  in  doing  so  I  »liall  cuuinience 
with  the  L'.muon  and  Birmingham  IS  ail  way, 
respecting  which  the  right  bun.  Gentleman 
stated  that,  previous  to  the  year  1841, 
8,2."»0.tM)u/.  had  been  expended.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  that  statement,  on  the 
very  face  of  it,  apjifars  to  me  to  be  a  sur- 
prising .statement ;  and  the  more  so  as  it 
fell  from  an  indivltlual  who  held  the  ofiice 
he  did  under  the  lato  (lovornmont.  True 
it  is,  that  in  the  padres  of  ihi-*  thick  volume 
whieh  1  hi  flu  in  my  baud  is  to  be  found 
the  statement  that  the  Londoii  and  Birming- 
ham Railway  ri»nip.iny  had  receiveil  authi>- 
rity  from  rarlianu-nt  to  rai>e  ^,'2o0,0VVL 
If  any  Gentleman  will  take  the  trouble  to 
look  at  page  4'  »7,  he  will  find  in  the  centre 
of  that  pa  ire,  that  the  whole  eapital  which 
the  London  and  I>irmin;:ha:n  Railway  Com- 
pany hail  Ikvii  antln)ri/.e«l  tn  raise  up  to  the 
year  1S4»*»,  eorn^pondel  witli  the  figures 
quoted  by  tb"  ri;;ht  hon.  Gi-ntleman,  vii., 
8.LVH».0"i.»/.  The  very  h-uding  of  the  para- 
graph in   which  these  figures  arc  to   be 


found,  tells  us  that  the  Acts  of  PariiAineat 
under  which  that  authority  was  gireo* 
amounted  to  no  less  than  ten,  six  of  whieh 
had  been  passed  subsequently  to  the  jear 
1840;  and  four  alone  passed  previoiisly 
to  the  year  1841.  But,  Sir,  that  ia  not 
all.  At  the  very  head  of  the  column — al 
the  very  page  from  which  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  took  the  statement  he  made — 
he  would  have  seen  that  the  whole  cost  of 
the  construction  of  the  London  and  Bir> 
mingham  Railway  amounted  to  5,994,3S6I., 
so  that  I  cannot  help  saying  that  the  state* 
ment  by  the  ex-Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  a  most  surprising  one  indeed. 
Well,  Sir,  I  must  proceed.  The  next  rail- 
way, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
was  the  Grand  Junction  Railway;  on  this 
railway,  he  stated  4,638,000/.  had  been  ex- 
pended,  whilst  in  truth,  it  had  cost  bat 
1,921,496/.  On  the  Great  Western  Rail- 
way,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman *s  statement 
was,  that  the  expenditure  amounted  to 
8,282,000/. ;  the  expenditure  up  to  the 
autumn  of  1S40  having  only  amounted  to 
4, 1  OS,0<X»/.  On  the  London  and  Bri{B^ton 
Railway,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
there  had  been  expended  2,867,000/.;  it 
had  only  cost  1,16G.,740/.  On  the  South 
Western  Railway,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  commit  so  great  an  error. 
the  expenditure,  as  stated  by  him.  being 
2,G<XMKX>/.;  it  had  been  2,2J4,386/.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  acquired 
courage  as  he  proceeded ;  for  when  he 
got  to  the  South  We^tern  Railway,  on 
which  was  expended  324,41^5/.,  he  no 
longer  contented  himself  with  trebling  or 
doubling,  or  multiplying  sums,  either  two 
ur  three  fold,  but,  with  magnificent  con- 
tempt, scorned  such  a  simple  process. 
rushed  at  once  into  decimals,  and  molti- 
pliiHl  r>24,4Uo/.  into  3,657,1M»u/.  Next  we 
have  the  Midland  Counties  Railway,  on 
which  we  were  told  was  expended 
7,2.'i3,fK>0/. ;  whereas  the  expenditure  on 
the  Midland  Counties  Railway,  had  been 
1,257.811/.  But  as  I  am  willing  to  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  credit  for  entire 
ignorance  on  all  these  subji^cts,  I  will  as- 
.«ume,  when  he  took  the  Midland  Counties 
Railway,  that  he  includcil  the  expcnditore 
uf  the  North  Midland  and  Derby  and  Bir- 
mingham Railways,  at  a  later  j»eriod  amal* 
iramated  with  the  Midland  (.'ountics  Rail* 
way ;  but  even  were  that  so.  still  the  cn- 
tlre  expenditure  from  the  very  fin^t  com- 
moncement  of  thuse  railways  amounted 
only  to  4,72.'>,7j3/.  Thus  upon  thc«c 
seven  railways,  from  their  conuucncemeni 


729 


Railway  Retui*ns 


{March  2} 


of  Expenditure, 


730 


in   the   year    183G,    when   they  first   ob- 
tahicd  their  Acts  of  Parliament,  the  en- 
tire expenditure  upon  the  whole  of  them 
amounted  to  20,437,115^.;  while  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  sent  forth  the  state- 
ment to  the  country,  that  the  expenditure 
on  these  railways,  in  years  of  **  great  defi- 
ciency in  the  revenue,"  as  he  gave  this 
House  and  the  country  to  understand,  was 
no  less  than  37,729,000?.     That  was  the 
sura  stated  by  him  to  have  been  expended 
on  seven  railways;    so  the   ex-Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  you  see,  was  wrong  in 
his   calculation   to  no   less   amount  than 
17,291,000?.     If  that  be  not  a  marvellous 
statement  to  come  from  a  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who    once  held    the  high  post  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,    1    do  not 
know  what  statement  can  be  so  termed; 
and   after   such   a   statement   as   this,    I 
want  to  know  what  statement  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  make  to  this  House 
or  to  the  country  that  ought  to  be  enti- 
tled to  credit,  or  that  could  be  trusted  as 
a  correct  statement  ?     But  that  is  not  the 
M'hole  case,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, to  answer  my  speech,  came  dawn  to 
this  House  in  the   most  deliberate   man- 
ner, having  with  him  the  authority  of  this 
Railway  Committee's  report,  of  which  Com- 
mittee he  himself  was  a  member,  and  from 
that  report  made  the  statement  that  all  this 
expenditure  had  taken  place  in  those  years 
when   **  great  deficiency  had  occurred  in 
the  revenue."     As  the  only  years  of  that 
**  great  deficiency"  were  the  years  1839 
and  1840,   the  impression  which  was  in- 
tended   to  go  forth  to  the  country  was, 
that  this  large  sum  of  37,729,000?.  was 
expended  in   the  years    1839  and  1840; 
whereas  I  find  that  the  entire  sum  which 
was  expended  in  those  two  years  on  rail- 
ways was  but  9,708,997?. ;  therefore,  taking 
that  view  of  the  question,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   is  wrong,  not  to  the  amount 
of   17,000,000?.,   but   to  the  amount  of 
28,000,000?.  ;    and  when  we  reflect  that 
this  statement  was  made  after  so  much  de- 
liberation, and  with  all  the  pomp  and  cir- 
cumstance of  an  ex-Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, with  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  which  he  was  a  member  in  his  hands — - 
when  we  reflect  on  all  the  pains  and  trou- 
ble that  had  been  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  his  statement  should  go 
forth  correctly  to  the  country — when  we 
see  in  the  official  organ  of  that  party  the 
figures  arranged  in  methodical  order,  and 
in  perpendicular   columns,   denoting  they 
had  come  from  an  official  source — 1  think 


the  House  will  agree  with  me  that  I  have 
not  unduly  occupied  its  time  in  showing 
the  little  reliance  which  can  be  placed  on 
either  the  statistics  or  the  statements  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think  when  it  goes 
forth  to  the  public — when  it  goes  forth  to 
the  country — ^when  it  goes  forth  to  Ireland, 
that  the  pressure  upon  the  Government, 
which   was  wavering  whether  or   not   to 
accept  the  measure  which  I  propounded  to 
the  House,  emanated  from  this  same  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  he  it  was  who 
fixed  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  a 
declaration  that  he  would  resist  the  second 
reading  of  that  Bill — what  a  sad  reflec- 
tion must  it  be  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  think  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should   allow  themselves    to    be    led   by 
such  a  *'  blind  guide"    as   this !    I  have 
stated  that  the  years  1839  and  1840  were 
the  years,  the  first  years,  of  a  great  de- 
ficiency in  the  revenue.     True  it  is  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  655,000?.  in  the  year 
1837,  and  of  345,000?.  in  the  year  1838; 
but  that  deficiency  arose  from  a  reduction 
of  taxes  of  upwards  of  930,000?.,  and  not 
at  all  from  the  ill  condition  of  the  country; 
but  in  the  year  1841  that  deficiency  in- 
creased to  2,100.000?.,  and  in  1842  to 
3,979,000?.     Was  there,  I  would  ask,  in 
those  two  years  a  greater  expenditure  of 
money  on  railways  ?    Far  from  it.     I  find 
that  in  the  course  of  those  two  years  there 
was  expended  on  the  London  and  Birming- 
ham  Railway  255fi25h  ;    on  the  Great 
Western,    2,043,800?.  ;    on   the   London 
and  Brighton,  1,480,466?;  on  the  South 
Western,  539,614?.  ;  on  the  South  East- 
em,  2,171,595?.  ;  on  the  North  Midland 
Company,  including  Birmingham  and  Der- 
by, 1,518,547/. ;  the  Grand  Junction  Rail- 
way,  272,313?.,   showing   an    aggregate 
of  8,282,000?.,  or   an  average  of   about 
4,000,000?.  a  year  expended  on  railways. 
I  think,  therefore,  I  have  given  a  complete 
refutation   to    the   statement   which    was 
brought  forward  on  the  authority  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  and  I  must  say,  that 
when  it  goes  forth  to  the  country  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  added  the  extravagant 
amount  of  17,000,000?.,  according 'to  one 
calculation,  and  28,000,000?.  according  ia 
another  calculation,  let  him  put  the  best 
face  he  can  on  the  matter,  as  to  his  argu- 
ment or  his  deductions  from  that  argu- 
ment, on  the  expenditure  of  the  seven  rail- 
ways, I  am  justified  in  coming  to  the  con-* 
elusion  that  it  cannot  be  said  to  be  a  mere 
**  trick  of  the  trade,"  neither  can  it  be 
looked  upon  as  no  more  than  poetical  U-' 
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ccnce,  or  a  rhetorical  artifico;  but  that  it 
must  be  pronounced  to  be  by  others  what 
I  have  already  designated  it — one  of  the 
most  marvellous  statements  that  ever  was 
made  to  this  Ilouse,  or  that  ever  was  made 
to  the  country  by  any  Gentleman  who  ever 
held  so  high  an  office  under  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  that  so  lately  enjoyed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ex-Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  I  now  beg  leave 
to  move  for  a  Return — 

**  Showing  the  amount  of  money  expended  in  the 
actual  cost  of  construction  and  of  working  stock 
(including  locomotive  engines,  carriages,  tools, 
Ac.)  of  all  Railways  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
in  each  triennial  period,  previous  to  the  1st  day 
of  January  respectivelj,  in  the  years  1841, 1844, 
and  1847.  Also  a  Return,  showing  the  sums  of 
money  actually  expended  by  the  following  Rail- 
way Companies  previous  to  1841 :— London  and 
Birmingham,  Grand  Junction,  Great  Western, 
Brighton,  South  Western,  South  Eastern,  and 
Midland.  Likewise  the  aggregate  sum  expended  by 
the  above-mentioned  railway  companies,  in  each 
year  previous  to  1841." 

Mr.  GOULBURN  :  I  regret  that  I  have 
been  the  innocent  cause  of  inflicting  upon 
the  House  a  somewhat  lengthened  speech 
in  support  of  a  return  to  which,  I  believe, 
no  individual  in  the  House  is  inclined  to 
offer  any  objection.  But  I  can,  I  think, 
satisfy  the  House  that  it  is  not  owing  to 
me,  or  any  statement  coming  from  me, 
that  they  are  subjected  to  that  inconve- 
nience. If,  on  the  occasion  when  I  de- 
livered the  explanation  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  thought  it  his  duty  to  notice,  he 
had  availed  himself  of  the  privilege  he  then 
enjoyed — the  House  being  in  Committee — 
of  observing  upon  any  error  in  the  statc- 
Bient  I  had  made,  or,  labouring  under  any 
misapprehension  with  regard  to  it,  had 
asked  for  an  explanation,  I  should  have 
been  ready  on  the  instant  to  have  given 
him  that  explanation  which  I  am  now  about 
to  give,  and  thus  might  have  prevented  the 
necessity  of  taking  up  a  separate  day  with 
a  separate  discussion  on  the  subject.  The 
noble  Lord  has  said  that  those  who  have 
been  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
made  erroneous  statements  and  calcula- 
tioni<,  are  bound  to  Huifer  the  penalty  of 
being  deemed  unworthy  of  their  ofHee.  I 
again  may  say,  that  tliose  who  expect  to 
be  Chancellors  of  the  Kxchequer,  and  make 
gross  niisrepri'nciitations  of  what  falls  from 
(lentlemen  in  debate,  and  found  v\]Hm  those 
misrepresentations  imputations  of  fal:«ehoi»d 
or  error — those  by  whom  much  things  are 
asscrtoil,  aro  not  wry  tit  for  tlie  office  they 
arc  thought  to  aspire  to.  With  thi?*  ob- 
servation I  shall  state  to  the  House  what  it 


was  I  did  say  on  the  occasion  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  refers,  and  then  what  I  have 
to  state  in  vindication,  both  of  the  entire 
truth  of  the  statement  I  am  making,  and 
the  force  of  the  argument  I  used.  The 
noble  Lord  says,  that  in  making  that  state- 
ment I  was  particularly  unpardonable,  be- 
cause I  was  referring  to  what  had  occurred 
three  weeks  before;  but  I  am  afraid  he 
imputed  to  me  a  practice  he  appears  him* 
self  to  have  pursued,  of  taking  acme  daja 
before  he  follows  a  statement  which  haa 
been  made.  If  there  are  Gentlemen  in  the 
House,  who  were  present  on  the  former  oc- 
casion, they  will  know  that  what  I  stated 
on  the  discussion  on  the  budget  in  this 
House,  was  in  strict  reply  to  the  speeches 
made  on  that  very  evening  before  me,  and 
had  no  reference  whatever  to  arguments 
used  in  the  former  debate,  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  adverted.  Now,  if  ho  will  give 
mo  permission,  1  will  exactly  state  what 
was  the  course  of  argument  on  that  occa* 
sion,  and  the  statements  I  made.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  opening 
his  budget,  had  adverted  to  the  revenue  of 
the  yioars  1842,  1843,  1844,  1845,  1846. 
and  had,  after  stating  with  respect  to  a 
nimiber  of  articles  that  there  had  been  a 
progressive  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
many,  attributed  that — and  in  my  mind 
justly — to  the  changes  made  in  the  com- 
mercial policy  of  the  country.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  the  course  of  the  speech  he  then 
delivered,  animadverted  upon  the  atate- 
ment  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  made  observations  the  ten- 
dency of  which  was  to  show  that  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  falsely  attributed  this 
increase  to  the  alteration  in  the  financial 
policy  of  the  country,  and  that  it  was  at- 
tributable to  the  employment  of  labour  in 
the  construction  of  railways.  I  have  a  note 
of  what  fell  from  the  noble  Lord  on  that 
occasion;  and  he  said,  **  What  had  freo 
trade  to  do  with  that  result  ?  It  was  rail- 
way enterprise  that  had  done  it.*'  I  took 
the  liberty — for  liberty  it  is  in  the  noble 
Lord's  opinion — to  animadvert,  in  my  ob- 
servation m,  u|>on  the  arguments  the  noble 
Lord  had  used:  but  1  meant  nothing  like 
piTsonal  otf(>nce  to  liini  in  any  observations 
I  might  use;  nothing  that  would  justly  call 
for  expressions  such  as  the  noble  Lord  has 
used  to-night,  which  1  aiu  williog  to  sup- 
pos4'  niUKt  have  aristMk  from  excited  feeling. 
And  I  said,  in  answer  to  that  statement  of 
tile  noble  Lord,  that  you  also  had  railways 
going  un  to  a  considerable  extent  at  pi'riods 
when  thero  was  a  dcliciuucv  of  the  rvvi^nne 
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on  several  years.  And  having  stated  that  as 
the  outline  of  my  argument,  I  adduced  in 
support  of  it  a  document  taken  from  the 
report  of  the  Railway  Committee.  The 
noble  Lord  said  I  confined  my  observations 
to  the  years  1839  and  1840;  and  he  after- 
wards said,  in  another  part  of  his  speech, 
that  these  were  the  only  two  years  in  which 
there  was  a  great  deficiency.  Why,  in  his 
own  speech  the  noble  Lord  afterwards 
stated  that  in  1841  there  was  a  deficiency 
of  about  two  millions,  and  that  in  1842 
there  was  deficiency  of  about  three  miUions; 
and  in  antecedent  years  to  which  he  thought 
fit  to  fix  my  statement,  for  the  object  of 
this  evening's  debate,  there  was  an  equal 
deficiency.  The  statement  I  made  was, 
that  there  had  been  great  railway  expendi- 
ture in  years  of  deficiency;  that  there- 
fore, if  railways  were  the  cause  of  pros- 
perity, the  railways  would  not  have  co- 
existed with  the  deficiency  that  was  found 
to  exist  in  those  six  years,  during  which 
there  was  a  deficiency;  and  the  noble  Lord 
then  said  I  made  a  statement  of  what  cer- 
tain railway  companies  had  expended  in  the 
course  of  those  years.  I  did  no  such 
thing.  I  stated  to  the  House — and  so  it  is 
that  I  find  my  statement  reported  in  what 
"we  are  not  at  liberty  to  advert  in  this 
House,  except  incidentally — I  refer  to 
those  memoranda  of  our  debates  which 
convey  them  in  some  degree  to  the  public 
— I  find  that  what  I  stated  is  there  cor- 
rectly given,  and  that  what  I  said  was, 
that  the  sums  raised  for  railways  that  were 
in  progress,  or  in  the  course  of  completion 
diu-ing  the  years  of  deficiency,  amounted 
in  the  whole  to  the  sum  which  I  then  men- 
tioned, and  which  the  noble  Lord  admitted 
to  the  House,  and  which  it  is  unnecessary 
to  go  through  in  detail,  but  the  total 
amount  of  which  reached  about  47,700,000?. 
I  stated  this,  and  I  did  not  leave  the  House 
to  be  in  doubt  as  to  the  quarter  from  which 
I  derived  my  information.  I  stated  to  the 
House  distinctly  that  those  were  sums  that 
had  been  raised  for  the  railways  in  question, 
and  they  were  stated  in  a  report  made  to 
this  House  in  the  year  1846  by  the  Com- 
mittee which  was  called  the  Morrison 
Committee.  The  noble  Lord  has  endea- 
voured to  fix  a  charge  upon  me,  that  I 
stated  they  were  sums  expended  in  the 
years  1839  and  1840.  I  said  no  such 
thing;  but  1  said  what  that  blue  book  said, 
that  they  were  the  sums  which  were  raised 
up  to  that  date  for  the  purpose  of  complet- 
ing the  railways  in  question.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  if  1  looked  at  this  paper  that  I 


should  have  seen  those  were  the  sums  to 
be  raised.  1  do  look  at  the  paper,  and  I 
find  that  a  company  had  raised  a  capital  of 
8,250,000Z.  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  I 
were  addressing  an  assembly  that  was  not 
in  the  habit  of  considering  subjects  of 
this  nature,  I  should  be  more  particular 
in  my  observations,  and  explain  that  al* 
though  that  company  had  raised  8,250,0001. 
it  was  clear  they  did  not  expend  it  all  in 
one  year;  and  I  should  not  leave  them  to 
make  the  speculation  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  put  into  my  mouth.  Now,  there 
are  two  ways  of  addressing  this  House: 
one  way  is  of  addressing  it  as  an  educated 
assembly,  which  can  themselves  supply  the 
obvious  topics  that  are  suggested  in  the 
course  of  an  argument.  There  is  another 
mode  also  of  addressing  the  House;  that 
is,  to  go  through  every  point  of  detail;  to 
weary  the  attention  of  the  House  by  going 
through  every  minute  point  which  every 
man's  intelligence  would  suggest  to  him. 
If  1  prefer  the  former  mode,  and  do  not 
think  fit  to  take  the  latter,  it  is  because  I 
do  not  wish  to  make  my  speech  more  tedi- 
ous than  is  necessary.  When  I  saw  the  Bir- 
mingham Company  had  raised  8,250,000?. 
for  the  purposes  of  the  railway,  could  any 
person  so  misunderstand  the  ordinary  mean- 
ing of  that  statement,  as  to  suppose  that  the 
whole  sum  was  to  be  applied  in  one  year  ? 
The  whole  imputation  that  rests  upon  me 
is,  that  the  noble  Lord  put  into  my  mouth 
a  statement  I  never  made.  He  said  I 
stated  to  the  House  that  those  sums  were 
expended  in  the  course  of  two  years,  the 
only  years  of  deficiency.  I  stated  no  such 
thing.  My  argument  applied  to  the  whole 
of  the  years  of  deficiency,  beginning  in 
1839,  and  ending  in  1843,  and  to  the  sums 
raised  for  the  railways  to  which  he  was  ad- 
dressing himself.  So  far  the  statement  I 
made  was  literally  true,  and  is  not  capable 
of  contradiction  by  any  man  who  looks 
into  the  subject.  But  then  the  noble  Lord 
said  I  used  this  argument  unfairly,  and 
that  I  intended  to  impress  upon  the  House 
that  there  was  a  considerable  expenditure 
for  railways  during  the  time  the  revenue 
was  deficient.  It  is  not  very  easy  for  an 
individual  who  has  not  had  the  able  assist- 
ance of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland, 
to  know  precisely  the  amount  that  may  be 
expended  within  a  given  period  upon  a  par- 
ticular line  of  railway;  and  therdfore  I  do 
not  take  shame  to  myself  for  not  being 
able  to  state  to  the  House  the  actual  sum 
expended  within  the  period  to  which  I  re- 
fer. I  eonld  onlj  deduce  it  from  the  sta^- 
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.:v'  H  Utile  expenditure  must  have 
. .  ,.  vv*  .1  :i:e  period  when  the  deficiency 
•.  4>  vviuijij;  in  the  revenue.  But  this  is 
4^.  iijk  .•;•»! ion  alone.  It  rests  upon  the 
i^;aou:\  of  other  opinions  than  mine.  A 
:ciuiii  HAS  presented  to  Parliament  in  the 
N  oar  \  S-k>.  which  stated  the  sum  the  dif- 
icivut  railwav  companies  were  empowered 
to  raiso,  and  which  in  1830  was  taken  to 
auiouut  to  57.700,000/. ;  that  was  two  years 
urtor  the  commencement  of  the  deficiency. 
A  considerable  portion  of  that  sum,  there- 
fore, tell  within  the  period  to  which  I  have 
be«.'n  adverting;  but  there  is  anotlier  evi- 
dence to  which  I  would  refer  on  this  par- 
ticular j>oint,  because  it  is  evidence  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  will,  I  think,  pay  as 
much  credit  as  I  pay.  It  was  a  statement 
made  in  1844,  on  an  examination  that  took 
place  before  a  Select  Committee  on  Rail- 
ways. Mr.  Laing  was  asked,  "  What  has 
been  the  whole  amount  that  was  laid  out 
in  the  construction  of  railways?**  And 
Mr.  Laing  stated,  **  The  whole  sum  now  is 
04,000.000/.**  This  was  in  the  year  1844, 
the  expiration  of  the  period  to  which  I  am 
referring;  and  though  I  deduct  the  rail- 
ways tlKit  were  conijdeted  previous  to  18.*J7, 
of  which  I  liave  no  distinct  account,  I  do 
arrive  nt  an  amount  of  ])ayments  on  ac- 
count of  railway  construction  between 
18'i7  and  1844  which  goes  to  justify  the 
statement  upon  which  tlic  whole  of  my  ar- 
gument was  founded;  namely,  that  coexis- 
tent with  a  deficiency  of  revenue,  there  was 
a  lorgo  expenditure  in  railway  speculation, 
and  conse(|uently  that  1  could  not  justly 
attribute  the  whole  increase  of  the  n»venue 
that  took  place  to  the  sums  that  were  ex- 
pended in  railway  spoculations.  I  will  put 
it  to  any  lion.  Members  of  the  House  who 
heard  the  statement  I  made  on  the  occa- 
sion, whether  I  have  not  given  an  exjilicit 
account  of  what  I  stated.  I  would  rt»fer 
them  to  the  means  that  exist  of  ascertain- 
ing what  was  said,  and  in  which,  though 
(Mtmetimes  more  shortly  than  it  i"*  uttered, 
the  substance  is  generally  correctly  given 


of  what  falls  from  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this 
House — I  will  refer  them  to  that  as  in 
every  respect  establishing  what  I  liaTe 
said,  and  as  justifying  the  statement  I 
made,  and  the  argument  I  deduced  from  it. 
The  noble  Lord  is  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
put  words  into  my  mouth,  and  to  deal  with 
them  as  a  trick  of  trade  or  a  rhetorical  ar- 
tifice, and  to  apply  to  them  any  expression 
he  pleases.  If  the  language  were  mine.  I 
might  really  feel  hurt  at  those  expressions; 
but  when  they  are  addressed  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  noble  Lord  himself,  which  is 
totally  difi^erent  from  any  that  fell  from  me» 
I  merely  ask  the  House  to  decide  to  whom 
these  terms  are  most  justly  applicable — 
whether  to  the  indiridual  whose  statements 
are  misrepresented,  or  to  the  individual  who 
makes  the  misrepresentation. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  his  noble  Friend  to  have  re- 
ferred to  the  mis-statements  at  an  earlier 
period  had  he  had  an  opportunity  of  so 
doing;  and  that  must  account  for  the  de- 
lay of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
complained.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions on  the  Motion  before  the  House,  be- 
cause he  was  present  when  the  original  do- 
bates  which  had  been  alluded  to  took  place. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  ex]»ress  his  belief,  that  his 
noble  Friend,  in  bringing  this  subject  bo- 
fore  the  House,  was  influenced  by  personal 
feeling  or  irritation.  His  noble  Friend 
justly  felt  that  this  was  a  subject  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  bring  it  before  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  them,  that  in 
the  course  of  his  late  o1>8ervations  on  the 
plan  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  did  not  resort  to 
any  rhetorical  artifice;  that  he  knew  he  was 
not  addressing  a  vulgar  assombly,  but  an 
enlightened  Senate:  and  that  he  had,  there* 
fore,  omitted  the  details,  which  it  would 
be  otherwise  necessary  for  him  to  have 
brought  forward.  lUit  there  was  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  question  before 
th(*m  was  not  a  mere  ipiestion  of  accuracy 
on  the  part  of  tin*  noble  Lord  or  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  it  was  a  matter  of  whe- 
ther it  shouhl  <;o  forth,  [ironiul^ted  on  the 
great  authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, with  res|»ect  to  a  ijuestion  in  which 
the  public  of  this  country  wor**  interested. 
probably  more  than  in  any  other,  that  the 
statement  of  th«'  noble  Lunl,  to  the  effe<*t 
that  tho  employment  of  the  capital  uf  thi^ 
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country  in  public  works  would  benefit  tbe 
country,  was  erroneous;  the  question  was, 
whether  the  proceedings  of  that  public 
should  be  arrested — whether  public  invest- 
ment and  the  spirit  of  public  enterprise 
should  be  defeated  by  the  declarations  of  a 
person  of  great  authority,  who  had  held  a 
place  of  great  authority,  and  who  had  ap- 
parently referred  to  documents  of  great 
authority,  all  of  which  tended  to  give  an 
impression  totally  different  to,  and  totally 
the  reverse  of,  that  which  was  the  fact. 
Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
accurate  or  inaccurate  on  this  question,  he 
would  venture  to  say  a  few  words  after- 
wards; but  if  there  were  a  misapprehension 
on  so  very  important  a  subject — on  a  sub- 
ject which  concerned  this  nation  at  the 
present  moment  more  than  any  other  sub- 
ject— if  there  were  any  misconception  up- 
on the  opinion  of  an  individual  of  all  others, 
probably,  the  most  qualified  to  give  his 
public  opinion — surely  he  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
should  think  that  the  noble  Lord,  or  any 
other  public  man,  ought  to  take  the  first 
opportunity  of  rectifying  the  statement  re- 
specting which  such  a  misunderstanding 
had  taken  place.  Now,  what  (continued 
the  hon.  Member)  is  the  general  impression 
on  this  subject,  both  in  this  House  and  out 
of  doors  ?  That  a  statesman  of  great  ex- 
perience and  of  high  authority  has,  from 
his  actual  knowledge  of  the  question,  taken 
an  opportunity  of  propounding  this  opinion, 
that  a  great  expenditure  of  the  capital  of 
this  nation  in  railway  enterprise  has  by 
no  means  necessarily  a  beneficial  effect 
upon  the  revenues  of  the  country.  [Mr. 
Goulburn:  No,  no!]  This  contradiction, 
then,  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, fully  shows  how  necessary  it  is  to 
have  this  debate;  for  after  having  listened 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  former 
occasion  as  well  as  the  present,  I  have  still 
not  been  able  to  ascertain  his  views  upon 
the  subject.  I  rather  think,  therefore, 
that  such  circumstances  show  some  neces- 
sity for  this  explanation.  I  am  still  at  a 
loss  to  know  what  was  the  object  of  this 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
will,  certainly,  be  perfectly  frank  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  admit  this,  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  my  noble  Friend, 
and  certainly  of  many  of  those  who  act 
with  him,  to  give  their  attention  to  this 
subject,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that 
the  expenditure  of  money  on  the  extensive 
railway  undertakings  in  this  country,  had 
been  beneficial  to  it,  and  was  calculated  to 
increase  the  revenues  of  the  country.  If  the 

voL.xc.   ail2} 


right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  attempt 
to  establish  the  converse  of  that  proposition, 
we  shall  obtain  a  great  deal  of  good  by  this 
discussion;  because  we  shall  bring,  pro- 
bably, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  least 
into  a  neutral  position  upon  this  question. 
Sir,  I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— I  speak  not  now  from  any  documents, 
either  of  an  authentic  or  authoritative  cha- 
racter, or  such  as  are  not  recognised  by 
this  House ;  but  certainly  I  speak  from 
memory,  and  I  do  not  think  it  will  deceive 
me — I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  use  these  words  —  and  tbe  circum- 
stance of  the  expression  being  of  a  remark- 
able character  makes  me  remember  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  "  the 
noble  Lord  seems  to  think  that  the  pros- 
perity of  the  country  is  supported  by  an 
expenditure  of  its  capital  in  railroad  enter- 
prise, and  particularly  by  those  undertakings 
in  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  York  (Mr.  Hudson)  was  concerned." 
Now,  I  was  very  much  astonished  by  that 
expression;  because  my  noble  Friend  had 
not  made  the  slightest  reference  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland.  Certainly, 
in  another  debate,  some  weeks  before,  the 
name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sunderland  was  mentioned;  but  on  that 
night  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn 
did  not  make  the  slightest  reference  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land; and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge made  that  personal  allusion  to  the 
right  hon.  Member,  which  I  recollect  my- 
self, and  find  recorded  also  in  those  au- 
thorities which  have  been  referred  to.  I 
make,  however,  this  quotation  from  me- 
mory. I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  say,  *'  It  is  a  great  mistake  to 
suppose  that  a  great  expenditure  in  railroad 
enterprise  has  a  necessary  tendency  to  in- 
crease the  revenue  and  general  prosperity 
of  the  country,  because  we  have  had  very 
great  expenditure  in  railroads,  and  whilst 
we  have  had  that  expenditure  there  was 
for  a  period  of  two  years  a  great  defici- 
ency.' And,  therefore,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  arguments  did  not,  at  least, 
tend  to  the  proposition  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  vast  amounts  of  capital  in  railroads 
was  not  beneficial  to  the  country,  what  was 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man? The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
that  we  had  years  of  great  deficiency 
simultaneously  with  great  expenditure  in 
railroads ;  and  he,  therefore,  argued  that 
a  great  expenditure  in  railroads  did  not 
2B 


73^ 


Railway  Returns 


{COMMONS} 


of  Expetkdiiure. 


73ft 


raent  I  made  to  the  House;  the  House 
could  itself  deduce  it  from  the  same 
source;  and  it  was  for  them  to  judge  how 
much  of  the  47,000,000Z.  were  expended 
within  the  period  to  which  I  was  referring. 
That  it  could  not  he  an  inconsiderahle  por- 
tion was  ohvious;  for  in  that  period  all  the 
great  lines  that  connect  the  metropolis 
with  the  country,  were  the  lines  that  were 
completed;  and  two  of  the  lines  going  to 
the  north  were  at  that  period  also  com- 
pleted; and  therefore  a  considerahle  por- 
tion of  the  whole  expenditure  must  have 
occurred  in  the  period  when  the  deficiency 
was  accruing  in  the  revenue.  But  this  is 
not  my  opinion  alone.  It  rests  upon  the 
authority  of  other  opinions  than  mine.  A 
return  was  presented  to  Parliament  in  the 
year  1846,  which  stated  the  sum  the  dif- 
ferent railway  companies  were  empowered 
to  raise,  and  which  in  1830  was  taken  to 
amount  to  57,700,000?. ;  that  was  two  years 
after  the  commencement  of  the  deficiency. 
A  considerahle  portion  of  that  sum,  there- 
fore, fell  within  the  period  to  which  I  have 
heen  adverting;  hut  there  is  another  evi- 
dence to  which  I  would  refer  on  this  par- 
ticular point,  because  it  is  evidence  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  will,  I  think,  pay  as 
much  credit  as  I  pay.  It  was  a  statement 
made  in  1844,  on  an  examination  that  took 
place  before  a  Select  Committee  on  Rail- 
ways. Mr.  Laing  was  asked,  *'  What  has 
been  the  whole  amount  that  was  laid  out 
in  the  construction  of  railways?**  And 
Mr.  Laing  stated.  "The  whole  sum  now  is 
64,000.000;.**  This  was  in  the  year  1844, 
the  expiration  of  the  period  to  which  I  am 
referring;  and  though  I  deduct  the  rail- 
ways that  were  completed  previous  to  1 837, 
of  which  I  have  no  distinct  account,  I  do 
arrive  at  an  amount  of  payments  on  ac- 
count of  railway  construction  between 
1837  and  1844  which  goes  to  justify  the 
statement  upon  which  the  whole  of  my  ar- 
gument was  founded;  namely,  that  coexis- 
tent with  a  deficiency  of  revenue,  there  was 
a  largo  expenditure  in  railway  speculation, 
and  consequently  that  I  could  not  justly 
attribute  the  whole  increase  of  the  revenue 
that  took  place  to  the  sums  that  were  cx- 
|>ended  in  railway  speculations.  I  will  put 
It  to  any  hon.  Members  of  the  House  who 
heard  the  statement  I  made  on  the  occa- 
»ion,  whether  I  have  not  given  an  explicit 
account  of  what  I  stated.  I  would  refer 
them  to  the  means  that  exist  of  ascertain- 
ing what  was  said,  and  in  which,  though 
sometimes  more  shortly  than  it  is  uttered, 
tlio  substance  is  generally  correctly  given 


of  what  falls  from  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this 
House — I  will  refer  them  to  that  as  in 
every  respect  establishing  what  I  have 
said,  and  as  justifying  the  statement  I 
made,  and  the  argument  I  deduced  from  it. 
The  noble  Lord  is  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
put  words  into  my  mouth,  and  to  deal  with 
them  as  a  trick  of  trade  or  a  rhetorical  ar- 
tifice, and  to  apply  to  them  any  expression 
he  pleases.  If  the  language  were  mine,  I 
might  really  feel  hurt  at  those  expressions; 
but  when  they  are  addressed  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  noble  Lord  himself,  which  is 
totally  different  from  any  that  fell  from  me, 
I  merely  ask  the  House  to  decide  to  whom 
these  terms  are  most  justly  applicable — 
whether  to  the  individual  whose  statements 
are  misrepresented,  or  to  the  individual  who 
makes  the  misrepresentation. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  his  noble  Friend  to  have  re- 
ferred to  the  mis-statements  at  an  earlier 
period  had  he  had  an  opportunity  of  so 
doing;  and  that  must  account  for  the  de- 
lay of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
complained.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions on  the  Motion  before  the  House,  be- 
cause he  was  present  when  the  original  do- 
bates  which  had  been  alluded  to  took  place. 
He  was  sui^irised  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  express  his  belief,  that  h» 
noble  Friend,  in  bringing  this  subject  be- 
fore the  House,  was  influenced  by  personal 
feeling  or  irritation.  His  noble  Friend 
justly  felt  that  this  was  a  subject  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  bring  it  before  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  them,  that  in 
the  course  of  his  late  observations  on  the 
plan  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  did  not  resort  to 
any  rhetorical  artifice;  that  he  know  he  was 
not  addressing  a  vulgar  assembly,  but  «a  ^ 
enlightened  Senate;  and  that  he  had,  then*  jmk 
fore,   omitted  the  details,  which  ii^-^^il    "^^ 
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conduce  to  national  prosperity.  But  what 
would  have  been  your  deficiency  if  you  had 
not  had  that  expenditure  upon  railroads  ? 
It  would  have  been  much  greater.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  followed  up  his  dogma 
by  documents  and  details ;  he  gave  you  the 
total  expenditure  proposed  to  bo  laid  out 
upon  a  certain  number  of  railways — seven, 
I  believe — which  would  amount  to  about 
47,000,000?.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
produced  a  tabular  schedule  of  the  proposed 
capital,  and  he  now  says,  "I  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  that  was  the  actual  expenditure 
upon  these  railroads  ;  I  merely  said  that 
that  was  the  amount  proposed  to  be  ex- 
pended.*' Well,  then,  what  becomes  of 
his  argument  ?  for  his  argument  was,  that 
you  had  great  deficiency  simultaneously 
with  great  expenditure  upon  railroads.  Ho 
tells  you  at  the  same  time,  **  But  my  table 
only  refers  to  the  amount  of  capital  pro- 
posed to  be  expended,  not  to  that  which 
was  actually  expended  upon  these  rail- 
roads." What  becomes  of  the  demonstra- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  Wliy 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and 
make  a  speech,  when  he  now  tells  us,  first, 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  impugn  the  original 
proposition  of  my  noble  Friend;  and,  se- 
condly, that  the  demonstration,  or  the 
detail,  which  he  brought  forward,  did  not 
refer  to  the  actual  expenditure  upon  rail- 
ways, but  to  the  proposed  amount  of  ex- 
penditure upon  them  Y  But  then  you  know 
It  comes  to  this — it  is  mere  monshine.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up  and  says, 
"  You  arc  all  wrong  about  railroads.  I 
will  show  you  that  an  expenditure  upon 
railroads  will  not  at  all  advance  the  na- 
tional prosperity ;  for  in  1840  wo  had 
a  deficiency  of  2,500,000^,  which  hap- 
pened despite  the  pn>])08ed  expenditure  of 
47.00O,(MMJ?.  upon  railroads."  Therefore, 
you  say  that  the  deficiency  of  2,500,000?. 
IB  uf  more  conHCtiuence  than  the  proposed 
expenditure  of  47,000,000?.  But  sup- 
pose the  expenditure  jiropostHl  had  been 
o7,OOOjH)0?. — suppose  itliad  been  a  sum 
equal  to  the  nationul  debt — suppose  it  had 
been  in  th«^  bubble  year,  when,  1  believe, 
companies  were  proposed  to  exjK»nd  a  sum 
absolutely  larger  than  that  national  debt 
of  upwards  of  Sno,0(M),O00/.  But  then 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  might  have  got 
up  and  said,  **  There  is  a  year  of  great 
deficiency,  and  1  will  show  you  that  ex- 
penditure in  j)uMie  works  and  by  public 
companies  does  not  produce  the  slightest 
cflfeet  upon  the  j»ro»j'erity  of  the  country, 
because  wo  had  here  absolutely  a  capital 


proposed  to  be  raised  of  more  than 
800,000,000?.;  and  we  had  a  large  defi- 
ciency."  But  if  not  one  shilling  of  that 
capital  was  raised,  what  becomes  of  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman? 
As  it  is  not  raised,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, when  he  next  comes  forward  with  hia 
tale  about  vast  expenditures  upon  railwaja 
— when  we  show  him  that  not  much  more 
than  4,000,000?.  was  expended,  he  must 
admit  one  of  two  alternatives— either  thai 
his  argument  is  worth  nothing  if  he  accepts 
our  facts,  or  that  it  is,  in  fact,  upon  nis 
own  showing,  entirely  baseless.  Now,  Sir, 
I  think  that  is  the  real  state  of  the  ease. 
1  think  it  would  have  been  much  more 
gratifying  if  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  answered  when  deli- 
vered ;  but  my  noble  Friend  was  absent  at 
the  time;  and  I  think,  too,  that  it  was 
only  right  that  my  noble  Friend  should 
have  introduced  this  question  now  to  the 
House ;  in  fact,  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  absence,  I  will  not 
say  induced,  but  forced  my  noble  Friend 
to  bring  forward  this  Motion.  Statements 
have  gone  forth  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — a  Gentleman  of  high  autho- 
rity, and  especially  upon  these  subjects — 
which  my  noble  Friend  finds  has  influenced 
public  opinion.  I  believe  they  have  in- 
fluenced public  opinion.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  they  would  influence  my  opinion,  if» 
not  being  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  not 
being  cognizant  of  the  true  nature  of  the 
subject,  I  should,  in  my  personal  charac- 
ter, have  heard  such  statements  coming 
from  so  high  an  authority ;  and,  no  doubt, 
there  are  many  persons  who  must  catch 
the  fleeting  sentiments  of  persons  of  that 
kind  of  authority.  They  go  about  and 
say,  *•  Why,  here  is  a  Gentleman  who  has 
been  twice  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner — 
a  very  successful  Chancellor  of  the  Kxchc- 
quer — who  has  twice  reduced  the  national 
debt,  and  he  must  know  what  he  is  talking 
about — he  says,  the  more  you  spend  upon 
railroads  the  greater  is  the  deficiency  in 
the  n^venue ;  we  must  get  them  to  vote 
njrainst  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lynn."  [Mr.  GuruiVRx:  No, 
no  I  ]  No,  no  !  Of  course  I  put  this  in 
illustration  of  my  argument.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  answer  to  mr 
noble  Friend,  •*  I  did  not  for  one  moment 
address  the  House  on  that  occasion  as  if  it 
was  a  mere  common-place  asseniMy,  but 
as  one  of  those  highly-educated  places,  in 
which  you  may  talk  without  entering  mi- 
nutely into  the  details  of  jour  subject." 
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But  I  may  say  this,  whaierer  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  maj  choose  to  say  on  Uiia 
subject,  now  that  he  has  been  driven  into  a 
comer,  there  is  not  the  slightest  -doubt  of 
one  fact,  that,  whateTor  was  his  intention, 
the  impression  on  the  House  and  on  the 
country  is  one  such  as  I  have  stated,  I 
am  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  have  to  get  up  to-night  to 
quote  the  opinions  which  he  ^  when 
reading  from  the  report  of  the  Railroad 
Committee  of  1844.  I  would  oertainly 
call  the  statements  which  he  made  upon 
the  subject  of  the  amount  of  expenditure 
upon  railroads  up  to  the  time  when  that 
Committee  sat,  **  a  rhetorical  artifice/*  I 
never  heard  him  plead  with  greater  dez* 
terity.  Although  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  to-night,  when  he  is  obliged  to  come 
forward  and  say  that  he  int^ationaUy  gave 
a  false  impression  to  the  House  with  re- 
spect to  the  actual  amount  of  expenditure, 
upon  railroads,  yet  the  r^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man even  now  admits  and  impresses  upon 
the  House  that  there  was  a  vast  expendi- 
ture in  railway  enterprise,  even  in  the 
great  years  of  deficiency  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  The  evidence  of  Mr.  Laing,  he 
said,  showed  that  in  the  year  1844  ihera 
was  an  expenditure  of  22,000,0001  <m  the 
various  raUways  of  EngUmd,  and  yet  there 
was  a  deficiency  in  the  public  revenue ;  and 
that  the  same  had  occurred  during  the 
progress  of  the  Liverpool  and  llaachestmr 
RaUway — a  railway  which  probably  would 
never  have  been  completed,  had  h  net 
been  assisted  by  the  Goveniment.  Mow, 
Sir,  1  rei^y  have  occupied  too  mueh  rf  the 
time  of  the  House,  but  I  think  I  have  put 
the  case  fairly  before  hon.  Members.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  consequence  of  the  imprea- 
sion  made  in  this  House  and  out  of  doore 
by  the  statements  of  the  right  hmi.  Gen« 
tleman,  and  the  representations  that  wwe 
made  to  him  by  persona  exercising  great 
influence  upon  public  conduct  in  refawaee 
to  speculations  in  his  public  workBy  did 
think  it  his  duty  that  that  great  misrepre- 
sentation should  be  remov^.  I  thiniL  it 
has  been  removed  officially,  and  I  trttit  thaA 
it  will  not  be  repeated. 

Mr.  card  well  said,  that  there  were 
some  of  the  statements  d  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  in  wUek  he 
agreed  ;  but  he  thought  that  he  had  boMi 
quite  in  extremis  in  some  parte  of  hia  arw 
gument.  He  also  thought^  however,  ihai 
there  had  been  nothing  in  the  spo^  ef 
the  noble  Lord  at  wUch  the  rigkt  kMi» 
Gentleman  the  Monber  fiur  <be  UnmMf^ 


of  Oamfaridge  (Mr.  Goulbum)  eeuld  talw 
ofienoe  or  exeqytion.  There  had  bem 
nothing  in  it  beyond  the  fiur  language  ef 
aignmeut  aa  used  in  that  Houae.  The 
first  point  at  issue  <m  the  anbjeet  was,  whe- 
ther the  statement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Univennty  of  Oambri^g* 
was  storiotly  and  literally  ecnreet  and  true. 
The  seoonapiantwaa,  whether  the  aiguBMttl 
endeavoured  to  be  based  by  him  upon  thai 
statement  had  been  in  subataaee,  and  noft 
merely  in  the  letter,  a  true  and  fair  aigu* 
ment.  He  (Mr.  OMdwell)  had  been  we« 
sent  in  the  House  when  the  statement  liad 
been  made,  and  he  understood  it  to  have 
been  made  thua:  The  rig^t  hen.  tbs 
OhaaeeUor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  theeouno 
ofJiis  remarks,  had  said  thai  certain  mm* 
seqoenoea  had  feUowed  from  the  inaaeial 
meaaures  adopted  of  late  years.  ThencUe 
Monber  for  Lynn,  advertmg  to  the  same 
subject,  and  speaking  of  the  oonsumptiott 
of  customable  and  exeisaUe  artielea,  had 
said  ihe  words  to  the  effect  that  the  eo»- 
sumption  of  malt  had  inereased  hoiwuem 
the  years  1843  and  1846,  from  32,000,000 
to  41,000»000  bushels,  and  had  asked  whaA 
had  free  trade  to  do  with  that  result  t»M 
thattt  was  railway  enterprise  that  did  il*^ 
and  that  13,000,000  ef  money  had  hew 
^ent  on  raflway  enterprise,  aira  had  th«a 
furnished  the  means  of  that  increase.  Hit 
t^(ki  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Goulbnni)>  then,  in 
answer  to  that,  had  made  tihe  itatsuwni 
Aat  if  it  had  been  railway  etttoqwise  asA 
the  dkpoaitieB  ef  the  pnUb  to  angftg*  fai 
raihray  imdertakhiga  whioh  had  csiisei 
the  reoent  surphu,  it  waa  a  very  enrieua 
thing  there  shc«Id  ever  liave  beenhiaqp 
year  a  defldeoey^  for  that  it  lud  so  haj^ 
pened  that  during  the  jenn  ef  defieieney, 
which  were  yeare  b«Mudag  with  ISSTi 
and  gebg  dewn  to  1843,  £ete  had  bead 
no  sugle  railway  new  eonstitutfaw  a  sraal 
trunk  line  in  the  kingdom  wUeh  had  MM 
beenk  eewserfeonstmetion.  Thafthfti^ 
been  Ae  statement  ef  hta  ri|^  hnk 
Friend,  u^o  had  then  me  en  to  ntmW 
deeumeata  which  had  been  laid  en  dM 
Table  kst  Session,  wtfh  atiew  to  showimt 
the  sums  wUA  horn  thai  deeumeni  i». 
neared  to  havnbisenieiaed  npon  Ae  irhili 
byrathn^i.  TlM  had  been  Hmi 
of  the  r^jlit  hiHi  SenOMUui,  and  H 
HteraBy  and  wbaBy  ime.  Ke^,withini^ 
gafd  to  Ae  mlMinue  of  the  atnneai 
wUoh  had  been  based  npen  it  brr  kill  ri|^ 
hon.  Fiiendp  them  M  happen  to  he  a  vmf 
--  *'         during  thcA 
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by  returns  laid  on  the  Table  in  1839, 
which  showed  that  the  amount  authorized 
to  be  raised  was  57,400,000?. ;  and  that 
Mr.  Laing  had  stated,  in  Feb.  1844,  that 
the  sum  expended  upon  railways  had  been 
64,000,000i.,  from  which  there  were  to  be 
some  deductions  made,  namely,  all  the  rail- 
ways passed  before  1836,  and  those  in 
course  of  construction  in  1843,  which  was 
a  year  of  surplus ;  and  those  deductions 
had  been  made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
who  had  excluded  from  his  argument  all 
those  railways  which  could  lead  the  House 
to  imagine  that  he  referred  to  the  expendi- 
ture in  those  years.  He  should  quite  agree 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  unworthy 
not  only  to  hold  the  high  office  which  he 
had  held,  but  to  possess  a  seat  in  that 
House,  if  he  had  undervalued  or  disparaged 
the  importance  of  those  great  imder- 
takings.  The  question  was,  if  there  had 
been  a  little  expenditure  in  the  years  re- 
ferred to,  why  had  it  been  so  ?  It  was  not 
because  the  Bills  had  not  been  passed,  but 
because  there  had  been  an  unfavourable 
state  of  trade  and  of  the  money  market. 
Ho  was  not  going  to  say  the  financial  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  had  been  the  sole 
causes  of  the  results  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to.  A  person  would  take  a  very 
shortsighted  view  of  the  case  if  he  left 
out  of  view  the  state  of  the  harvests. 
Railway  enterprise  was  the  natural  result 
of  a  favourable  state  of  harvest  and  of  the 
money  market;  and  he  recollected  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  had, 
but  a  few  minutes  before  the  nuble  Lord 
had  brought  on  the  subject,  been  stating  to 
the  House  that  before  the  year  1842  he 
had  gone  from  door  to  door  asking  persons 
to  take  shares  in  a  railway,  in  which  there 
was  a  profit  guaranteed  of  C  per  cent. 
But  to  return  to  the  statement  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  ho  (Mr.  Cardwell)  said  that  it 
was  verbally  and  literally  true,  and  was 
consistent  with  the  argument  that  the  re- 
sult of  a  good  harvest  and  a  sound  state  of 
trade  wus  the  extension  of  railway  enter- 
prise, which  led,  no  duubt,  to  the  great 
lienefit  of  tlie  country. 

Mr.  HUDSON  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  (lentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  done  justice  to  the  present 
Chancellur  of  the  Exchequer,  than  whom 
he  believed  no  man  more  appreciated  the 
advantage  which  the  country  had  derived 
from  capital  iiivestted  in  unvful  public 
worki«.  Jle  was  not  in  the  House  when 
the  right  hon.  Gent  Ionian  spoke;  but  he 
could  assure  him  that  tho  impression  made 


on  the  minds  of  hon.  Memben  present 
and  on  the  country  was  such  as  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  had  stated. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
in  1841  so  much  money  was  raised  for  rail- 
roads. It  would  hare  been  more  conect 
had  he  said  tha^t  power  was  taken  to  raise 
so  much  money  up  to  1841.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had  stated  that 
the  London  and  Birmingham  Railway  Com- 
pany had  the  power  of  raising  2,52o,000{. 
The  real  truUi  was,  that  uiey  had  the 
power  of  raising  5,800,000f.  In  the 
present  dispute,  one  party  contended  that 
the  prosperity  of  the  country  and  the  reye- 
nue  had  been  caused  by  the  redaction  of 
duties,  by  the  free-trade  policy  of  the  late 
Government.  Those  who  thought  with 
him,  contended  that  these  reductions  had 
nothing  to  do  with  that  prosperity,  but 
that  it  had  been  the  result  of  capital  ap- 
pUed  to  public  works.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last  said  that  good  harvests 
were  one  cause  of  prosperity.  That  was  not 
always  the  case.  There  was  a  good  har- 
vest in  1825,  yet  in  that  year  Qiere  was 
the  severest  commercial  distress.  In  1833, 
1834,  1835,  and  1836,  the  harvesto  were 
also  good;  yet  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  most 
recollect,  these  were  years  of  severe  com- 
mercial distress.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  led  the  House  to  believe  by  his 
statement  that  from  1838  to  1841  was  the 
period  in  which  railroad  capital  had  been 
principally  expended.  The  fact  was  that 
the  London  and  Birmingham  scarcely  ei- 
peuded  any  capital  from  1838  to  1841  in 
the  construction  of  their  railroad.  The 
line  was  commenced  in  1833,  and  was 
opened  in  1839,  and  the  whole  of  the  ca- 
pital was  expended  before  1838.  The  same 
thing  might  be  said  of  the  North  Midland, 
and  other  companies  of  the  time.  Their 
capital  had  all  been  expended  previous  to 
tho  large  deficiency  alluded  to.  Thej 
could  only  deduce  from  these  facts  the  im- 
portance of  diverting  the  capital  of  the 
country — as  advocated  by  his  noble  Friend 
— to  the  construction  of  works  of  internal 
comnmnication,  and  of  commercial  advan- 
tage to  the  country.  He  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  now  talk 
so  favourably  of  railway  enterprise;  for  if 
ho  was  not  mistaken  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  part  at  a  meeting  the  other 
day  which  had  been  held  to  discoorage 
railway  enterprise  by  interference  of  this 
kind.  If  it  was  true  that  Government  had 
been  swayed  by  the  advice  of  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  in  their  opposition  to  the 
scheme  of  his  noble  Friend,  he  looked 
upon  it  as  most  unfortunate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  however,  been  con- 
verted ;  for  it  now  appeared  that  he  was 
favourable  to  railway  enterprise.  He  was 
sure  that  the  present  debate  would  be  use- 
ful, because  it  would  remove  an  erroneous 
impression  from  the  public  mind,  and  would 
show  the  advantages  which  fdlowed  the 
application  of  capital  to  the  construction 
of  works  which  tended  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  country. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 
Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OP   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  March  3, 1847. 

Miirma.]  Pxririoifs  PftVftBimo.  By  Mr.  Hatt>  fton 
Rev.  J.  JoffdoOfViMr  of  Etntone,  tat  Raibnn  in  tfa*  Cbanfa 
of  Engknd.—  By  Lord  J.  RihmV,  from  London,  tor  tho 
Abohtkm  of  BcolwlMttail  ConrU.— By  Sir  B.  HaD,  fton 
HotywcU  (Flint),  ftnr  Inquiry  reipe^inff  tlM  R^ah  of 
Sattsra.— By  Mr.  Brothsrtoni  flmn  MTcral  ptaesit  afilnrt 
theUteof  GndninBreirerictand  Dlitinerl«<-By  Loid 
G.  Bentindc,  flrom  Horton,  fbr  tiM  Repeal  of  tfao  Anatouy 
Act— By  Mr.  Waliley,  flrom  London,  for  an  BxteMlon  of 
the  Batlit  end  Wailitioaeee  AtL—Bj  Lord  G.  Bntlack 
and  otlier  Hon.  Mcniien,  from  levaral  plaeH,  in  Flavonr 
of  tlie  Ten  Hourt  Fadorice  BUI.— By  Mr.  Walclay,  item 
Lamlwth,  respecting  Soardty  of  Food.— By  Mr.Udidl, 
Aom  tlie  Yorit  and  Nawovtla  Railway  OoinpaBy,agalnrt 
the  Railways  BilL 

FACTORIES  BILL. 

Mr.  FIELDEN  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Dav  for  going  into  Committee  on  thia 
BUI. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair, 

Mb.  B.  ESCOTT  hoped,  on  the  present 
occasion,  to  experience  that  indulgence 
and  attention  from  the  House  which  it 
always  was  most  generously  disposed  to 
give  to  every  hon.  Memher,  whether  he 
agreed  with  or  dissented  ^m  the  ma- 
jority on  any  question  submitted  to  its 
consideration.  On  the  present  occasi(m« 
in  the  conscientious  discharge  of  his  duty, 
he  thought  it  necessary  to  urge  those  ar- 
guments against  the  measure  hefOTO  the 
House,  which  he  believed  to  be  c<mdueive 
to  the  permanent  welfare  of  all  dasses  of 
this  country.  He  was  well  aware  that  he 
had  no  intimate  knowledge  of  the  subjeet, 
nor  did  he  lay  claim  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  as  the  representative  of  a  oonttitii- 
ency  which  was  peculiarly  interested  in  tka 
measure  before  them.  It  had,  howefer, 
been  thought  by  some  that  a  queslMNi, 
which  was  conducive  to  the  gentriil  inter- 


ests of  the  publio,  might  be  fidxly  taken 
up  by  one  to  whom  could  not  be  imputed 
any  mterested  motives,  either  as  regarded 
himself  or  those  whom  in  that  House  he 
represented.  If  he  thought  the  questioii 
were  one  in  which  the  interests  of  the  miO- 
owners,  or  of  the  factory  workmen  were 
alone  concerned,  he  would  not  urge  its  re- 
consideration on  the  attention  oi  the  House; 
but  because  he  believed  it  to  be  a  great 
question  in  which  not  only  the  interests  rf 
Uie  whole  labour  of  the  country  was  con- 
cerned, but  which  involved  the  profits  of 
capitatists,  the  wealtii  and  stability  of  our 
conuneroial  prosperity,  as  weU  as  tiie  gene- 
ral interests  of  Engumd,  he  asked  for  its 
calm  and  dispassionate  connderation.  It 
would  not  do  now  to  answer  him  by  saying 
that  on  former  oocasbns  the  House  of 
Commons,  by  a  large  majcnity,  had  agreed 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bui,  The  forms  of 
that  House,  after  being  weU  oonsidared 
and  long  established,  always  gave  the  op- 
portunity on  various  occasions  to  reeoa- 
sider  the  bearing  and  objects  of  such  mea- 
sures as  were  submitted  to  its  attentioii; 
and  the  present  was  one  of  those  Intimate 

Xtnnities  which  was  afibrded  to  take  % 
and  dispassicmate  view  of  those  argu- 
ments which  had  been  advanced  in  fovonr 
of  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  as  weUas 
of  the  arguments  that  were  adduced  bk 
support  of  the  measure  out  of  doors.  He 
admitted  that  the  Bill  eame  under  the  eon- 
sideratton  of  the  House  under  droumstaoaes 
very  different  firom  what  it  did  on  former 
occasions,  and  in  some  req[>eots  much  more 
favourable  to  its  final  success.  The  Bfll 
was  not  now  introduced  under  the  auspieefi 
of  a  young  nobleman,  who,  on  aceonnt  of 
his  hereditary  podtion,  wodd  be  called  te 
act  in  another  ^here,  as  he  codd  not  in 
the  course  of  nature  be  permitted  vwy 
long  to  represent  the  people  in  the  Home 
of  Conmons;  and  who  su^t  not  be  mtw9« 
ing  to  gain  for  himself  a  Uttle  pcipdaritf-«* 
an  honourable  popdanty — hj  Ufe  advooa^qr 
wldeh  hum  masses  of  4m 


of  a  measure 


people  bdiered  likdy  to  promote  thefr 
welfare;  while  others*  and  not  the  keel 


informed,  thoo|^t  it  would  prove  ( 
tife  of  their  best  interests.  The  Km  en 
this  ooeasion,  was  iatrodnsed  hr  the  hon^ 
Member  for  Oldham  one  who  nad  grown 
dd  in  empbging  tin  people;  an  individMil 
who  was  Ae  ardiiteet  of  his  own  foilij|j»t 
who,  by  his  enrtioasy  enterprise,  and  f^h 
pital,  raised  himsnlf  to  that  rank  and  dtah 
he  ne^r  enkmd*  and  to  whieh^b 
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elevate  himself  by  his  talents,  his  industry, 
ftnd  his  perseverance.  That  hen.  Member 
came  forward  to  advocate  the  rights  and 
interests  of  men,  through  whom  all  his 
wealth  and  station  were  acquired.  But 
the  question  now  to  be  considered  was,  not 
by  whom  the  Bill  was  introduced,  or  what 
were  the  motives  by  which  it  was  submit- 
ted to  that  House;  the  question  being — 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  right  in 
giving  his  support  to  the  Bill  ?  That  was 
the  question.  He  would  consider  the  mea- 
sure under  three  different  aspects.  First, 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  was  the  real  nature  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  Having  done  that,  he  would 
call  its  attention  to  the  time  and  to  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  measure  was 
proposed ;  and  then  he  would  state  as 
plamly  and  as  succinctly  as  possible,  for 
the  information  rather  of  the  country  than 
of  that  House,  how  the  measure,  if  carried 
at  all,  would  pass  through  that  House.  It 
was  a  Bill  to  limit  work  in  factories  to  ten 
hours  a  day;  and  the  principal  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  measure,  wore  the  arguments 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  main- 
ly relied — arguments  which  were  advanced 
over  and  over  again  to  prevent  further  op- 
position. It  was  stated  the  time  was  come 
when  it  would  be  expedient  for  all  clasHCS 
to  have  the  question  settled.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  the  question  not  only 
ought  to  be  settled  as  regarded  the  inter- 
ests of  both  masters  and  men;  but  he  also 
said  that  the  tide  of  public  feeling  was  so 
strong  in  its  favour,  that  it  was  incumbent 
on  them,  in  deference  to  public  opinion,  to 
settle  the  matter.  But  how  did  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion? The  tide  of  public  feeling  was  in 
favour  of  a  Ten  Hours  Bill.  The  petitions 
which  were  presented  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  as  well  as 
the  petitions  presented  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Fiiishury,  were  for  a  Ten  Hours 
Bill.  Was  there,  he  would  ask,  one  peti- 
tion in  favour  of  on  Kleven  Hours  Bill  ? 
And  yet  the  int(»ntion  of  some  was,  the 
moment  the  Sp«*akcr  w<»uld  leave  the  chair, 
to  make  the  Hill  an  Klcven  Hours  Bill. 
Would  any  consistent  advocate  say  that 
that  would  satisfy  the  people,  or  that  the 

7ucstion  wouM  be  setth^l  by  on  Eleven 
lours  Bill?  He  undiTstood  thot  a  letter 
appeared  from  a  iioMe  Lonl  (Lord  Ashley), 
pniying  the  Admini<itration  to  ijivi'  their 
support  t»»  an  Klev4»n  Hours  Bill,  os  the  foe- 
tory  people  would  consent  to  such  a  limita- 


tion. Did  the  noble  Lord  say  that  woulj  i 
tie  the  question  ?  No;  for  that  noble  Lord 
stated  the  people  would  take  the  Eleren 
Hours  BiU  until  they  got  the  Ten  Hoars 
Bill — that  they  would  ••  defer  the  period  of 
the  Ten  Hours  Bill  until  the  benefit  of  the 
enactment  should  have  been  experienced 
by  two  years."  They  would  take  the 
chance  of  two  years  as  an  experiment, 
when  renewed  agitation  would  commence, 
if  necessary,  for  the  Ten  Hours  Bill.  If 
it  were  his  intention  to  answer  that  noble 
Lord,  he  could  soon  prove  that  even  a  T«i 
Hours  Bill  had  but  a  poor  chance  to  settle 
the  question.  He  remembered  to  have 
read  a  speech  delivered  by  Mr.  Oastler,  at 
a  meeting  of  factory  operatives,  in  which 
he  proposed  eight  hours,  a  measure  which 
Mr.  Oastler  said  would  be  necessary  to 
afford  the  working  men  sufficient  time  for 
relaxation  from  toil;  and  he  believed  tho 
voice  of  that  meeting  was  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Oastler *8  proposition  for  an  Eight  Hours 
Bill,  and  which,  if  granted,  they  would  next 
demand  a  Six  Hours  BiU.  The  present 
legislation,  in  his  opinion,  would  not,  there- 
fore, settle  the  question.  Its  effect  would 
be  only  to  cripple  the  industry  of  this  great 
country.  Many  of  those  mills  which  had 
been  constantly  at  work  for  the  last  five 
or  six  years,  and  from  which  was  derived 
that  capital  which  gave  employment  to  the 
people,  the  Bill  would  so  injure  as  to  de- 
stroy the  whole  profits  of  that  trade  by 
which  they  had  employment.  Tho  re- 
sult would  be,  by  what  was  called  the 
charitable  interference  of  that  House, 
that  those  who  now  found  it  difficult 
to  maintain  themselves  in  comparative 
comfort,  would  be  thrown  as  paupers  for 
subsistence  on  the  poor  rates.  He  begged 
to  be  ollowed  to  refer  to  one  particular 
class  of  persons  who  would  be  greatly 
affected  by  the  operation  of  the  BiU — 
those  who  worketl  in  flax  mills.  He  had 
statements  sent  to  him  from  persons  of  the 
highest  respectability  from  all  parts  of  tho 
country;  from  the  north,  and  from  tho 
west;  from  Scotland,  from  Somersetshire, 
ond  various  other  places,  all  describing  the 
state  (»f  the  flax  miUs.  Let  them  suppose 
the  case  of  a  concern  in  which  6,0<)*>  per- 
sona were  employed.  8upiK>sc  2,lKK)  of 
those  were  employed  within  the  walls  of 
the  factory,  and  4,000  were  employed 
without  tin*  walls  of  the  factory — the  work 
«»f  the  4,(.XK»  without  the  walls  was  depen- 
dent on  the  amount  done  by  the  2.')<^* 
within  the  waUs  of  the  fartury.  Now,  if 
they  took  off  the  one-sixth,  or  the  one- 
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eighth,  or  the  one-tenth  part  of  the  lahour 
effected  within  the  walls  of  the  factory, 
they  would  in  that  proportion  deprive 
those  who  worked  outside  the  factory  of 
their  lahour,  and  consequently  numbers 
would  be  deprived  of  employment,  and  re- 
duced to  a  state  of  destitution.  The  in- 
dustry and  energy  of  many  people  outside 
the  factory,  would  therefore  be  crippled  by 
this  attempt  to  reduce  the  hours  of  labour 
within  the  walls  of  the  factory.  With  re- 
spect to  the  foreign  trade  of  this  country, 
this  project  did  appear  to  him  to  be  the 
wildest  that  could  have  entered  into  the 
mind  of  man  at  such  a  time  as  the  present; 
at  a  time  when  we  were  struggling  with  all 
the  nations  of  Europe  and  of  America  in 
manufactures,  and  when,  in  spite  of  all  our 
industry  and  manufacturing  skill,  we  were 
only  just  able  to  keep  our  heads  above 
water.  Was  such  a  time  a  wise  one  in 
which  to  knock  off  at  one  blow  one-sixth  of 
British  manufacturing  industry,  and  to  say 
to  the  hard-working  man,  **  You  shall  be 
brought  to  a  level  with  the  poor  impotent 
man  who  cannot  make  the  best  of  his  time 
and  labour — who  cannot  support  his  family 
by  his  industry  and  energy  on  account  of 
his  enfeebled  constitution  ?  *'  Such  a  course 
would  not  only  lead  to  the  destruction  of 
such  an  individual,  but  also  of  much  of  the 
foreign  trade  of  this  country  ?  Although 
he  did  not  mean  to  quote  from  books  or 
papers  relative  to  the  state  of  the  foreign 
trade,  but  would  leave  such  subjects  to 
those  who  were  more  conversant  with  them, 
and  who  might  follow  him  in  this  debate, 
yet  he  would  say  this,  that  he  had  been 
given  to  understand  that  at  this  moment 
the  quantity  of  manufactured  goods  export- 
ed from  this  country  for  foreign  consump- 
tion was  much  more  than  was  required  for 
home  consumption  ;  indeed,  he  believed 
that  the  entire  consumption  of  manufac- 
tured goods  in  this  country  did  not  amount 
to  so  large  a  figure  as  the  quantity  of  ma- 
nufactures which  would  be  stopped  by  the 
proposed  reduction  in  the  hours  of  labour. 
And  if  that  were  so,  was  it  not  wise  for  the 
House  to  consider  the  time  in  which  so 
dangerous  an  interference  with  the  manu- 
facturing prosperity  of  the  country  was  in- 
troduced ?  This  Bill  for  crippling  the 
energies  and  industry  of  the  people  of  this 
country  was  introduced  at  a  time  of  gene- 
ral European  scarcity.  It  was  introduced 
at  a  time  when  all  workmen,  all  classes  of 
the  labouring  community,  found  it  as  much 
as  thoy  could  do  to  get  bread  to  eat  for 
themselves   and   their  families.     He  was 


aware  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Newark  (Lord  J.  Manners)  stated  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  that  it  used  to  be  said  during 
the  agitation  for  the  repeal  of  the  corn  laws, 
that  if  the  operatives  would  assist  the  ma- 
nufacturers in  their  attempts  to  procure  a 
repeal  of  those  laws,  they  would  pledge 
themselves  to  co-operate  with  the  opera- 
tives in  their  agitation  for  a  reduction  in 
the  hours  of  labour  in  factories.  The  com 
laws,  said  the  noble  Lord,  had  now  been 
repealed,  and  the  manufacturers  ought,  in 
justice,  to  come  forward  in  support  of  this 
Bill.  But  his  noble  Friend,  if  he  went  to 
a  meeting  of  farmers  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  the  com  laws,  would  be  sure  to 
tell  them  that  the  repeal  of  the  corn  lawB 
was  not  the  cause  of  the  present  high 
prices  of  provisions,  but  that  other  circum- 
stances, a  calamity  over  which  legislation 
had  no  control,  was  the  cause  of  those  high 
prices;  and  then,  if  notwithstanding  the  re- 
peal of  the  com  laws,  the  prices  of  provi- 
sions had  become  higher  than  they  had 
been  for  the  last  twenty  or  twenty-five 
years,  was  this  a  time  to  say  to  the  work- 
ing man,  ''  You  shall  not  exert  yourself 
to  the  utmost — you  shall  not  use  all  the 
faculties  with  which  God  has  blessed  you, 
to  enable  you  to  get  bread  for  yourself  and 
your  family;  but  because  of  our  fanciful 
notions  of  philanthropy — because  we  Uiink 
that  it  migbt  probably  be  better  for  you 
that  you  shoidd  employ  yourself  two  hours 
more  in  the  day  in  going  to  school  to  learn 
this  or  that  little  book,  and  enjoy  yourself 
in  some  amusements  in  some  public  park 
or  other  ground — we  will  deprive  you  of 
the  opportunity,  in  this  time  of  scarcity,  of 
earning  a  sufficiency  for  yourself  and  your 
family  ?"  He  must  say  that  he  thought 
that  the  time  for  introducing  such  a  mea- 
sure as  this  was  ill  chosen.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  argument  about  the  compact  of 
manufacturers  as  to  the  repeal  of  the  com 
laws  and  the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  he  contend- 
ed that  this  Bill  ought  not  to  be  sanction- 
ed by  the  House  now  above  all  other  tunes; 
because  the  prices  of  provisions  were  high, 
and  at  this  time,  therefore,  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  working  man  to  put  forth  all 
his  energies,  and  to  be  employed  during  all 
the  hours  that  he  could  work,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  a  sufficiency  of  bread  for 
himself  and  family.  And  on  that  point  he 
had  the  high  authority  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  concurring 
with  his  own  riews.  He  would  read  an 
extract  from  a  speech  delivered  on  this 
question   some   time   ago   by  that  noble 
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Lord  ;    but   ho    hoped    that    the    noble  | 
Lord    would    not   imagine   that   he    had 
the  least  idea  of  taunting  him  with  the 
expression  of  a  certain  opinion  which  he ' 
had  formerly  advocated,  but  which  he  had  i 
since  seen  reasons  for  changing.     His  in- 1 
tention  in  reading  that  extract  was  not  at  | 
all  to  taunt  the  noble  Lonl,  but  merely  to 
enforce  on  hon.    Members  the  necessity 
which  existed  for  the  noble  Lord  clearly 
stating  what  were  the  reasons  which  had 
induced  him  to  change  his  opinions  on  this 
question.     Now,  on  the  1st  of  July,  1839, 
when  Lord  Ashley  introduced  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  into  that  Ilouse,  the  noble  Lord  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  thus 
spoke : — 

"  It  seemed  to  him  tliat  the  noble  I.ord  (Lord 
Ashley),  had  not  aiiswenni  the  question  put  by 
the  lion.  Member  for  Wolverhampton ;  namely, 
whether,  having  reduced  the  hours  of  labour,  ho 
could  provide  tliat  the  same  remuneration  should 
be  given  for  the  shortened  hours  work.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  mean  to  extend  his  principle  to  the 
fixing  of  wages  where  the  law  did  not  ?  If  he  did, 
it  was  impostfiblo ;  and  if  he  did  not,  he  might 
himself  know  that  whatever  shortened  the  hours 
of  hibour,  and  with  the  p^e^M}nt  high  prices  re- 
duced the  rate  of  wages,  instead  of  being  a  pro- 
position of  humanity,  would  Ikj  one  of  the  greatest 
inhumanities ;  anti,  thervfon*.  as  ho  thought  the 
proposition  would  l>e  cruel  in  its  oin^ration,  he 
umst  vote  against  it." 

But  if  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  18'>1>,  surely  he  had  a  right  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  for  some  arguments,  for 
some  reasons,  for  his  change  of  opinion  in 
1847;  and  surely  it  was  fair  in  him  to 
say,  tliat  tlie  noble  Lord  did  not  on  a  former 
occasion  bring  forward  any  explanation 
which  .satisfied  his  mind  that  tliere  was 
any  pood  ground  in  1 817  for  saying,  that 
now  the  prices  of  provisions  won*  so  low — 
that  corn  was  so  abundant,  that  bacon  was 
so  cheap,  that  cheese  was  so  much  at  the 
command  of  the  labouring  classes,  that 
provisions  in  gon«Tal  wore  so  plenty — th«\v 
might  safi'ly  inttTfiTo  with  the  liours  of 
labour,  might  safely  proscribe  to  a  willing 
and  strong  man  the  hours  in  whioh  ho 
should  bo  pormittod  to  work  for  his  broad. 
That  wa.-^  what  he  meant,  when  he  said 
that  he  should  bo  glad  to  hear  the  noble 
Lonl  ctinn*  forward  with  st>me  now  argu- 
ment for  his  change  of  opinion  in  favour 
of  this  Hill.  This,  as  thoy  all  know, 
was  a  time  of  scarcity,  and  it  seen»od  to 
him  to  be  a  vrry  impri»por  one  in  whioh  to 
introduce  surh  a  nu-ason'.  This  wus  a 
]>criiHl  of  Koroprjin  ^'^u^oity.  With  our 
bUporior  \vi>altli,  drrivcd  from  i»ur  superior 
commercial  advantage.**,  we  had  the  jH)wcr 


of  putting  ourselves  forward  iq  the  market, 
and  taking  advantage  under  our  present 
system  of  all  the  markets  of  Eurone.    But 
had  wo  done  so  ?    Not  at  all.     What  then 
had   wo   been  doing?    For  the   last  six 
months  wo  had  been  tying  up  our  own 
hands,  and  when  a  general  scramble  had 
been  going  on  for  bread  throughout  all 
Europe,  wo  had  been  shortening  our  hours 
of  manufacturing  labour,  and  preTenting 
ourselves  by   our  own  regulations    from 
taking   advantage   of    our    own   national 
wealth  and  superiority.    And  now,  at  such 
a  time,  when  by  our  own  proceedings  we 
had  produced  a  deficiency  in  the  supply  of 
provisions  from  other  countries,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  (and  he  was  sorry  to 
see  that  the  hon.  Member  was  supported 
by  some  right   hon.    Gentlemen   on  the 
Treasury  bench)  brought  forward  this  Bill, 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  crippling 
the  labouring  man  in  his  exertions  to  pro- 
cure bread,  and  to  prevent  him  from  taking 
advantage  in  the  present  general  scramble 
for  wealth  throughout  Europe.     There  was 
another  argument  which  seemed  to  him  to 
be  of  very  great  importance,  and  which 
ought  to  be  noticed  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
ducing  the   Ilouse  to  pause  before  thej 
passeil  this  Bill.     Hon.  Members  had,  in 
the  course  of  their  speeches  in  faTOur  of 
this  measure,  constantly  referred  to  former 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature, 
of  a  similar  nature  to  that  sought  by  this 
Bill.  They  had  been  told,  that  if  they  pass- 
ed this  Bill,  thoy  would  not  be  adopting  a 
new  principle  at  all,  and  that  the  principle  of 
interforence  between  the  employer  and  the 
employed,  as  roganled  the  hours  of  labour, 
had  been  adopted  long  ago.     Well,  that 
was  true  in  one  sense  of  the  word,  but  fal- 
lacious in  another.     It  was  true  that  thej 
had  formerly  interfered;  but  the  question 
for  the  IIiiuso  now  to  consider  was,  whether 
it  was  expedient  to  proceed  further  in  that 
course  ;    and  what  was  the  argument  of 
those  who  told  thorn  to  prociH.'d  further? 
They   said  that   there  had  Won  previous 
intorfiTenoo,  and  that  that  interference  did 
not  ruin  the  trado  of  the  country.     They 
said  that  tlu'  last  interferonce  **  now  work- 
ed well.'*     That  was  the  phrase,  and  be- 
cause the  last  interforence  worked   well, 
they  tohl  them  to  interfere  still  further. 
Why  surely  it  would  strike  the  mind  of  any 
n^asonable  and  unbiassiMl  man  who  studied 
tluH    questiuu.  that    if  thiTe   had  1mh.'U  a 
fonner  interferonoo  which  now  worked  well 
(and  that  was  tloubted  by  the  wisest  men 
in  as  well  as  out  uf  the  House),  that  was 
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no  reason  why  they  should  interfere  again 
by  adopting  this  Bill,  which  might  be  ex- 
ceedingly dangerous  to  the  interests  of  this 
country  generally.  If  they  looked  at  the 
consequences  of  the  Act  introduced  by  the 
late  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1802,  they  would 
find  that  the  additional  influx  of  labour 
which  it  produced,  caused  great  hardships 
and  great  sufferings  amongst  the  parties 
whom  it  was  intended  to  benefit.  And  if 
they  looked  again  to  the  efi'ects  of  the 
Factory  Act  passed  on  the  26th  of  August, 
1833,  they  would  find  that  it  had  forced 
the  unfettered  labour  of  women  into  fac- 
tories to  an  unparalleled  extent,  and  that  it 
created  a  necessity  for  a  further  inter- 
ference with  respect  to  labour  in  mills. 
Then  all  he  meant  to  say  was  this,  that  if 
they  found,  from  a  long  series  of  legisla- 
lation,  that  one  interference  with  labour 
originated  the  necessity  for  another — if 
they  found  also  that,  under  the  present 
system,  there  was  not  so  much  to  complain 
of  as  some  hon.  Gentlemen  (for  they  ad- 
mitted that  the  present  system  worked 
well)  supposed — then  this  was  not  the  time 
to  interfere  further  with  the  hours  of  la- 
bour. It  had  been  the  custom  of  Lord 
Ashley,  when  a  Member  of  that  House,  to 
read  certain  extracts  from  documents,  de- 
tailing the  horrible  effects  of  factory  labour 
upon  women  and  children.  It  was  his 
practice  to  read  a  long  catalogue  of  the 
miseries  in  factories,  to  which,  by  the  by, 
he  (Mr.  Escott)  begged  to  inform  the 
House  he  could  furnish  parallels  in  almost 
every  other  species  of  labour  in  the  kingdom. 
But  the  noble  Lord  invariably  read  garbled 
evidence,  and  did  not  act  honourably  with 
regard  to  the  evidence  read  to  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  Escott)  did  not,  however,  like  to 
say  much  on  that  subject,  as  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  then  present ;  but  ho  could 
not  help  saying,  that,  if  the  noble  Lord 
had  wished  to  elicit  truth,  the  noble  Lord 
ought  to  have  read  the  favourable  as  well 
as  the  unfavourable  parts  of  the  evidence. 
He  had  never  heard  the  noble  Lord  make 
a  statement  in  favour  of  this  measure  in 
which  he  did  not  garble  the  evidence ;  and 
he  would  prove  his  assertion.  He  had 
taken  the  pains  to  refer  to  that  report  of 
the  Commission  from  which  the  noble  Lord 
used  to  read  whole  pages  to  the  House; 
and  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  statements  of  some  of  the 
workpeople,  as  expressed  in  that  report. 
In  the  13th  page,  they  would  find  the 
evidence  of  a  foreman  who  was  examined 
on  the  subject  of  labour  in  factories.  Such 


a  party  might  be  thought  an  exceptionable 
witness ;  but  still  the  House  should  hear 
the  facts  as  detailed  in  evidence.  The 
foreman  said — 

"  We  are  now  working  half  jm  hour  over-time. 
We  reckon,  as  nearly  as  we  can,  over-wages  for 
over-hours.  The  hands  never  grumble  about  over* 
hours ;  they  sometimes  ask  for  them." 

Now  he  never  heard  that  portion  of  the 
report  read  by  the  advocates  of  the  Ten 
Hours  Bill.  He  would  now  read  the  evi- 
dence of  a  working  man,  who  was  de- 
scribed as  "  an  operative."     He  said — 

'*  I  like  sixteen  hours  as  well  as  twelve ;  it  is 
very  acceptable  when  the  pay  comes." 

Another  said — 

"  We  are  working  now  as  long  hours  as  we  ever 
did,  barring  half  an  hour.  I  don't  know  that  the 
extra  time  ever  did  us  any  harm ;  but  I  am  surt 
the  money  did  us  a  very  great  deal  of  good." 

Another  said — 

**  There  is  one  bad  thing  here,  and  that  is,  we 
have  no  over-hours.  I  thmk  the  long  hour  sys- 
tem, when  we  get  paid  for  the  extra  hours,  a  very 
good  thing,  and  I  hope  you  won't  make  us  work 
shorter  hours." 

Another  said — 

"  The  chiidren  employed  in  mills  are  very  fond 
of  fiictory  work,  because  of  the  comfortableness  of 
the  mills." 

A  woman  who  was  examined  said,  she 
thought  the  young  hands  ought  to  be 
pretty  well  satisfied  with  their  situation. 

"  I  am  the  mother,"  said  she,  "  of  three  chil- 
dren who  are  not  employed ;  but  I  know  of  no- 
thing that  should  prevent  me  sending  them  into 
a  mill  to  work." 

Another  said — 

"  I  have  been  in  the  mill  two  years  and  a  half; 
I  like  the  mill  pretty  well ;  I  would  rather  be 
there  than  working  at  any  other  place." 

That  was  the  evidence  of  working  men 
and  women.  He  would  now  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  opinion  of  some 
clergymen  who  had  the  spiritual  care  of 
these  persons.  In  page  51  of  the  report, 
the  Commissioners  put  to  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Pickup  the  question — 

"  Is  there  any  difference  in  point  of  comfort 
between  the  factory  workmen  and  others  ? — It 
has  never  struck  me  that  such  is  the  case.  Do 
the  fiictory  children  complain  that  they  cannot 
attend  to  their  lessons  in  consequence  of  being 
over-fiitigued  ? — I  never  heard  of  any  looh  raoh 
complaints." 

The  Rev.  Mr.  Fielding  said — 

"  I  do  not  see  that  the  fiiotory  children  are  di& 
ferent  in  any  material  respect  firom  other  ohildmn. 
Tou  might  say  with  justice  that  they  are  not  eo 
strong  and  hMlthy-looking  as  children  engaged 
in  husbandry ;  but  their  ajmearance  is  not  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  children  uving  in  towns  em- 
ployed in  other  trades." 
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Well,  then,  was  not  that  consiBtcnt  inth 
their  own  experience?  Did  not  hon.  Mem- 
hen  know  that  they  did  not  look  so  well 
after  they  had  been  living  about  seven 
months  in  London — they  did  not  look  so 
healthy  as  when  they  first  returned  from 
the  country,  after  spending  about  five 
months  there  in  shooting  and  other  amuse- 
ments? Then  the  next  question  put  to 
Mr.  Fielding  was — 

•*  What  is  your  opinion  ai  to  the  general  effect 
of  a  Ten  Hoars  Bill  ? — Mj  opinion  is,  that  it 
would  reduce  wa^^  in  proportion  to  the  time  re- 
duced, and  the  working  men  will  be  less  able  to 
maintain  their  families  than  before." 

In  answer  to  another  question,  he  said — 

"  Factory  labour  has  no  tendency  to  injure  the 
health  or  morals  of  the  people ;  and  I  say  that 
from  twelve  years'  eijierienGe." 

Now,  he  (Mr.  Escott)  did  not  say  that  such 
evidence  as  he  read  to  the  House  was  not 
interspersed  with  the  extracts  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Ashley)  used  to  read  to  them; 
but  he  would  say  this,  that  if  the  evidence 
in  a  report  was  worth  anything,  it  was  but 
fitting,  when  they  were  called  upon  to  le- 
gislate upon  that  evidence,  they  should 
hear  both  sides  of  the  question ;  and  that 
those  who  spoke  of  the  hardships  to  which 
the  people  employed  in  factories  were  sub- 
jected, should  also  in  justice  tell  the  House 
the  coiii]>arative  comfort  which  they  en 
joyed,  and  the  opinions  which  portions  of 
tliem  had  expressed  in  favour  of  the  pre- 
sent system.  He  confessed  himself  aston- 
idhed  to  hear  the  rit^ht  hun.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment declare  that  this  question  was  in 
point  of  fact  settled,  and  that  the  working 
people,  as  well  as  the  public  generally, 
were  determined  to  have  such  an  interfe- 
rence with  labour  ns  that  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Obilmni.  Since  that 
speech  was  made,  he  apprehended  that  the 
right  hon.  (fontleman  and  the  noble  Lonl 
must  hnv<'  bad  some  littlu  ligbt  thrown  in 
upon  tln-ir  iniiHls,  by  the  y»ni>cr  which  he 
(Mr.  K^cott;  held  in  bis  band.  That  paper 
was  a  menjorinl  from  thope  who  employed 
the  greatest  amount  of  labour  employed  in 
factories  tbrouj^liout  the  great  county  of 
Lanea.«ter.  He  bad,  in  fact,  lieen  told  by 
those  who  were  intimately  acquainted  with 
that  county,  that  more  than  throe-fourths 
of  the  manufacturing  capital  in  Lanca- 
sbirc  was  repre^'ntinl  by  the  men  who 
had  signed  that  i»iip(*r.  It  bad  only  been 
laid  before  the  MiMnbers  of  the  Houf^e  of 
Commons  that  morning,  and  ho  would, 
therefore,  take  the  liberty  of  reading  it  tu 


The  memorial  was  m  Ibl* 


the  HouBe. 
lows : — 

"  The  Memorial  of  the  Master  Mann&etiim  aad 
^lillowners  in  the  County  of  Lancaster, 

"  Sboweth — ^That  the  proposed  interferenee  with 
the  hours  of  work  in  factories  cannot  be  defendad 
on  any  sound  and  recognized  principle  of  legiil^ 
tion. 

"  That  it  will  limit  the  labour  of  mnltitiidef  of 
men  who  are  entitled  to  the  onrestrioted  nse  of 
all  honest  means  of  obtaining  a  liveUhood ;  and  it 
will  place  obstacles  to  the  free  employment  of 
capital  and  machinery,  which  may  endanger  thn 
continued  extension  of  British  manu&cturing  in- 
dustry; and  wliilst  English  capital,  maehineiy, 
and  workmen  are  at  liberty  to  go  abroad  in  aid  of 
foreign  manu&ctures,  the  proposed  Bill  will  in- 
duce the  time  of  work  in  this  country,  and  eona^ 
quently  the  productiveness  of  machinery  and  work- 
men, fiir  below  that  which  is  found  to  exist  in 
foreign  countries.  The  undersigned,  tht'icfaw, 
protest  against  fiirther  interference,  aa,  in  their 
opinion,  fraught  with  evil  to  all  elasaes  coneemad 
in  the  cotton  trade:  and  they  urge  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  neci'ssity  of  abstaining  from  a  conrse  of 
legislation  which  can  only  end  in  mischief  and  dis- 
appointment, and  which,  if  adopted,  will  hav«  to 
be  retraced ;  and  they  throw  upon  Ministers  thn 
sole  and  entire  resiKmsibility.'* 

Now  that  brought  him  to  the  third  point, 
upon  which,  as  he  had  said,  he  would  hut 
briefly  trespass  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House.  He  would  not  throw  upon  the 
Ministers  the  whole  responsibility  of  this 
measure,  and  on  that  point  he  differed 
witli  the  memorialists;  but  he  thought 
that  it  was  litting  that  they,  as  well  as  all 
those  energetic  and  enterprising  men  who 
had  deserved  well  of  their  country,  hj  em- 
ploying vast  numbers  of  the  people,  by 
clothing,  as  well  as  by  extending  the  trade 
and  increasing  the  wealth  and  productive 
powers  of  this  country  to  that  unexampled 
pitch  to  which  they  had  attained — it  mlly 
was  but  titting  that  they  should  know  how 
this  measure  was  to  be  carried  through  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  certainly  would 
not  be  earned  by  the  Ministers;  but  in  one 
sense  of  the  word  the  neutrality  of  the 
Ministers  often  contributed  to  the  Buecesi 
of  a  measure.  There  never  was  an  Admi- 
nistratiun  that  had  so  much  power  for 
good  or  for  evil,  from  the  fusion  of  political 
men,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  at  this  mo* 
ment.  From  the  state  nf  parties  in  that 
House,  the  noble  Lonl's  fiat  i>n  such  a  Bill 
as  this  would  be  suflicient,  without  the  co- 
operatiun  of  the  other  Members  of  the  Ad- 
ministration.  It  had  gime  fitrth  to  the 
wurld  that  two  Members  «if  the  Administra- 
tion cordially  supported  tluA  measure;  and 
wIk*  won*  those  two  Members  ?  The  nublo 
Lonl  the  First  Lord  (»f  the  Treasury  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Secretary  of 
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Stato  for  tlio  Homo  Department.  That  of 
itself  was  something  like  a  Government 
support  of  the  measure.  But  lie  stated  on 
a  former  occasion  that  some  other  Members 
of  the  Administration,  who,  during  the  pre- 
ceding Session  had  taken  a  prominent  part 
in  the  debate,  had  refrained  from  doing  so 
on  the  present  occasion;  and  he  did  not 
apply  that  remark  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man alone  who  sat  upon  the  Treasury 
bench.  Let  the  country  know  that  this 
measure  had  been  carried  because  men  of 
great  ability,  of  high  station,  and  of  great 
influence  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  did 
not  think  proper  to  show  the  same  zeal 
which  they  manifested  on  a  former  occa- 
sion to  stop  this  mischievous  restriction  of 
labour,  lie  had  been  a  little  misunderstood 
on  a  former  occasion  when  he  alluded  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tarn  worth.  lie  never  meant  to  presume 
to  say  that  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should,  on  account  of  his  position,  whether 
he  was  inclined  or  not,  take  a  prominent 
part  in  a  very  great  and  important  debate 
on  a  most  important  matter  that  might 
come  before  the  House.  lie  never  meant 
anything  of  the  kind;  but  at  the  same 
time  ho  was  bound  to  say  that  he  had  rated 
the  debating  powers  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  high  as  this — that  he  knew  that 
in  any  case  which  he  earnestly  supported  or 
earnestly  oi)posed,  the  effect  was  very  great 
in  that  House,  and  had  great  influence  on 
their  votes.  And  when  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said  that  this  was  a  question  on  which 
there  was  little  new  to  be  said,  he  would 
take  leave  to  say  this,  that  there  never  was 
a  question  which  he  had  ever  examined  or 
on  which  he  had  ever  sifted  the  minds  of 
men  out  of  doors,  on  which  there  was  so 
much  ditForencc  of  opinion  among  all  classes. 
He  knew  no  question  at  that  moment  on 
which  so  many  intelligent,  well-informed 
men  would  toll  them,  if  they  asked  them 
for  their  opinion  (as  no  doubt  many  hon. 
Members  wen^  in  the  habit  of  doing,  for 
the  purpose  of  knowing  what  steps  they 
should  take) — he  knew  of  no  question  on 
which  so  many  men  would  be  found  to  con- 
fess that  they  knew  nothing  about  the  pro- 
babh^  effects  of  this  Bill.  If  it  were  true, 
as  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  that  the  working  people  whom  it 
would  affect,  entertained  the  notion  that, 
although  it  would  sliorten  their  hours  of  la- 
bour, it  would  not  reduce  their  wages,  he 
would  ask,  was  this  a  time  in  which  to  per- 
mit them  to  be  injured  by  such  a  delusion? 
But  the  ri;]:ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 


tary of  Stato  for  the  Home  Department 
had  said,  that  although  he  knew  the  peo- 
ple were  deluded  as  to  the  consequences  of 
this  Bill,  yet  as  they  had  almost  unani- 
mously asked  for  it,  the  Legislature  ought 
to  accede  to  their  wishes.  [Mr.  Brother- 
ton  :  That's  statesmanship!]  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  would,  therefore,  support  this 
measure.  He  maintained  that  this  debate 
ought  not  to  close  before  they  had  been 
again  enlightened  by  the  opinions  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Admiralty.  He  wished  to 
say  something  in  reference  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, as  to  the  necessity  of  submitting  to 
the  demands  of  the  people.  In  his  opinion, 
the  people  had  not  demanded  this  measure. 
He  believed  that  the  number  of  working 
people  in  favour  of  the  Bill  was  very  cir- 
cumscribed. He  believed  that  those  of  the 
working  classes  who  had  petitioned  for  this 
Bill  were  not  aware  of  their  own  real  in- 
terests, and  that  they  had  been  induced  to 
join  in  the  cry  for  this  Bill  by  the  persua- 
sions of  some  idle  demagogues.  Ho  be- 
lieved that  the  honest  and  industrious  por- 
tion of  the  labouring  conmiimity  felt  that 
their  prosperity  depended  upon  the  prosper- 
ity of  those  who  employed  them,  and  that 
they  were  dependent  on  them  for  their 
work.  Was  it,  then,  right  that  they  should 
pass  the  Bill,  because  it  had  been  said  by 
its  demagogue  advocates  that  the  people 
would  rise  up  in  rebellion  if  it  were  not 
granted?  It  had  been  said  again  and 
again,  that  if  they  passed  this  Bill,  it  would 
settle  the  question;  but  they  might  rest 
assured  that  if  they  passed  a  ten,  an  eight, 
or  a  six  hours  Bill,  they  could  never  settle 
this  agitation  as  long  as  human  nature  re- 
mained what  it  was,  and  as  long  as  the 
working  people  were  subject  to  those  pri- 
vations and  those  temporary  distresses 
which  it  was  in  the  nature  of  things  thej 
must  ever  be  subject  to.  It  was  entirely 
wrong  and  mischievous  to  be  continnallj 
parading  before  the  eyes  of  the  country 
samples  of  the  miseries  of  the  working 
people,  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  this 
measure.  Thanking  the  House  most  sin- 
cerely for  the  kind  manner  in  which  they 
had  listened  to  him  whilst  he  endeavoured, 
as  far  as  his  humble  abilities  had  enabled 
him,  to  induce  the  House  to  reject  this 
measure,  which  he  believed  would  reduce 
the  industry,  capital,  skill,  and  manufac- 
turing prosperity  of  this  country,  he  would 
sit  down  by  moying  that  the  Honse  resolre 


759 


Factories  Bill 


{COMMONS} 


Fadoriei  Bill 


760 


itself  bto  a  Committee  on  this  Bill  that  day 
six  months. 

Mr.  BECKETT  said,  though  he  could 
not  hring  himself  to  believe  that  the  House 
was  likely  to  entertain  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  proposed,  and  so  soon  re- 
▼erse  the  decision  which  they  had  come  to 
on  a  former  occasion,  still  he  hoped  they 
would  grant  him  their  indulgence  while  in 
a  few  sentences  he  stated  the  reasons  which 
induced  him  to  wish  for  an  alteration  in  the 
law  as  it  now  stood.  As  the  representa- 
tive of  a  large  manufacturing  community, 
which  comprised  many  large  establishments 
connected  with  the  silk,  cotton,  and  wool- 
len manufacture,  perhaps  it  would  not  be 
out  of  place  should  he  endeavour  to  state 
briefly  to  the  Ilouse  the  claims  which  those 
employed  in  those  establishments  had  upon 
the  attention  of  the  Ilouse.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  existing  law  was  universally 
deprecated  by  every  class  of  his  consti- 
tuents, from  the  most  influential  manufac- 
turers and  merchants  down  to  the  humblest 
operatives.  Public  opinion  had  been  un- 
equivocally expressed  on  the  question,  and 
the  belief  was,  that  the  present  hours  of 
labour  were  by  no  means  necessary  to  the 
prosperity  of  manufactures.  With  regard 
to  the  operatives,  ho  found  it  stated  in  the 
late  debate  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Ilume),  that  he  believed  they 
were  induced  by  false  statements  to  take 
the  view  which  they  did  on  this  question. 
It  was  also  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  (Mr.  Bright),  that  he  believed  the 
working  men  were  deluded  in  regard  to 
what  they  considered  their  welfare  on  the 
subject;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  stated  that  cases  had  occurred 
in  which  proposals  were  made  to  the  work- 
men to  have  experiments  made,  but  which 
were  not  accepted,  and  he  argued  that  this 
gave  them  reason  to  believe  that  the  peo- 
ple wore  not  sincere  in  the  statements 
which  they  made  in  their  petitions.  Now, 
from  letters  in  hits  possession,  and  from  other 
sources,  he  was  convinccHl  that  the  working 
classes  were  perfectly  sincere  in  the  opin- 
ions they  had  formed  on  this  question.  It 
was  not  a  now  question  with  them.  It  had 
been  long  debated  in  their  clubs  and  socie- 
ties; they  diseusseii  it  over  their  ])ots  of  ale 
and  pii>es  of  tobacco ;  thi'y  were  familiar  with 
it  in  all  its  bearings;  and  they  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  an  alteration  would  1>e 
for  their  benefit :  they  wished  to  see  their 
families  released,  at  any  cost,  from  the  un- 
reasonable duration  of   labour   to  which 


they  were  now  exposed.  He  had  presented 
to  Uiat  House  a  petition  from  the  clergy* 
not  only  of  the  Establishment,  but  from  the 
ministers  of  all  religious  persuasions,  in 
which  they  pointed  out  the  injurious  effects 
which  long  hours  of  labour  prodnced  on  the 
moral,  social,  and  educational  interests  of 
the  people.  He  had  also  presented  a  pe- 
tition from  medical  gentlemen,  stating  that 
they  believed  this  unreasonable  duration  of 
labour,  day  by  day,  in  an  atmosphere 
impregnated  with  unwholesome  particles, 
and  raised  to  a  temperature  inconsistent 
with  health,  tended  to  promote  premature 
decay,  and,  in  many  cases,  led  to  earlj 
deaths.  But  the  proposal  for  shortening  the 
hours  of  labour  had  the  support  of  many  of 
the  master  manufacturers  themselves;  and 
he  had  had  the  pleasure  and  satisfaction  of 
presenting  a  petition  from  those  of  Leeds, 
praying  the  House  to  adopt  an  Eleven 
Hours  BiU.  He  confessed  that  if  ther 
were  met  on  the  present  occasion  to  chalk 
out  a  new  law  for  the  entire  empire,  he 
should  be  an  advocate  for  not  going  beyond 
ten  hours;  but  the  House  must  recdlect 
that  they  were  not  now  chalking  out  aneir 
measure — they  were  merely  endeavouring  to 
remove  the  evils  of  a  system  that  had  long 
existed — a  system  under  which  great  es- 
tablishments had  risen — one  under  which 
large  sums  had  been  expended  in  the  erec- 
tion of  mills  and  other  great  works — and 
under  which  the  supply  and  demand  of  la- 
bour had  been  long  regulated.  It  was  a 
system,  therefore,  which  should  be  touched 
with  a  most  cautious,  prudent,  and  tender 
hand.  He  considered,  however,  that  a  re- 
duction of  one  hour  would  be  a  great  boon 
to  the  workmen,  and  might  be  consented 
to  by  the  master  manufacturers  without  in- 
jury to  them.  In  asking  for  an  Eleven 
Hours  Bill,  they  proposed  to  take  off  that 
hour  of  labour  which  pressed  most  heavily 
on  the  workman,  and  which  was  the  least 
profitable  to  the  manufacturer.  One  hour 
taken  off  would  penuit  the  family  of  the 
working  men  to  enjoy  around  their  own 
domestic  hearths  that  relaxation  from  la- 
bour which  they  did  not  now  possess.  It 
would  enable  them  to  attend  evening  lec- 
tures, mechanics*  institutions,  and  the 
schools  for  children,  all  which  were  open, 
but  which  they  were  prevented  from  attend- 
ing by  the  present  regulations.  And  ho 
must  say,  in  justice  to  the  working  classes, 
that  he  never  saw  people  more  anxious  or 
more  desirous  than  they  were  to  obtain  the 
means  of  intellectual  improvement.  The 
hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  the  flax  miilsp 
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and  said  tbat  the  number  of  hours  work  in 
them  could  not  be  reduced  without  being 
attended  with  a  reduction  of  the  wages  of 
those  out  of  doors.  But  the  largest  manu- 
facturer of  flax  at  Leeds,  had  voluntarilj 
reduced  the  time  of  work  to  eleren  hours, 
without  accompanying  it  with  anj  reduc- 
tion of  wages;  and  this  had  been  effected 
without  any  loss.  He  had  evidence  to  that 
effect  in  his  pocket,  which  he  could  produce 
if  necessary,  and  in  which  it  was  stated  the 
proceeding  had  been  effected  without  any 
mjurious  effect  to  the  proprietor.  Another 
reason  which  made  him  contented  with  an 
Eleven  Hours  Bill  was,  that  he  was  most 
unwilling  to  militate  against  that  good  feel- 
ing which  now  existed  between  the  manufac- 
turers and  the  workmen.  He  hoped,  and 
had  reason  to  believe,  that  the  manufae- 
turers  would  not  disagree  as  to  the  adoption 
of  an  Eleven  Hours  Bill;  but  he  feared 
that  a  Ten  Hours  Bill  would  be  considered 
as -driving  the  manufacturers  too  hard,  and 
would  tend  to  lessen  those  habits  of  kind- 
ness and  consideration  for  the  people  which 
now  existed.  He  knew  that  tnere  were  aft 
present  many  advantages  conferred  on  the 
workmen  by  manufacturers,  such  as  pro* 
viding  schoolmasters  and  medical  men, 
whose  services  they  employed  without  mak- 
ing any  charge  to  the  workmen;  but  he 
did  fear  that  if  they  went  the  length  of  a  Ten 
Hours  Bill,  they  would  drive  the  manufac- 
turers from  discharging  these  good  oflbses. 
He  must  say  that  Uiey  displayed  the 
greatest  generosity  to  their  workmen;  and 
he  should  be  exceedingly  unwilling  to  do 
anything  which  could  produce  a  change  of 
feeling  in  this  respect.  In  conclusion,  he 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  House  would  see 
it  to  be  its  duty  to  cause  a  reduction  of  one 
hour  in  the  time  of  labour. 

Mr.  ward  said,  that  the  subject  had 
been  discussed  so  fully  and  so  freqnently» 
and  he  had  on  so  many  occasions  offered 
his  opinions  upon  it  to  the  House,  that  he 
should  not  have  trespassed  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  with  another  word  opMi 
the  present  occasion,  if  he  had  not  Mt  tliat 
his  silence  might  be  misinterpreted,  from 
the  altered  position  in  which  the  queetioii 
now  stood.  Now,  the  hen.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  addressed  the  House  said  that  he 
could  not  conceive  that  the  House  wooM 
seriously  entertain  the  question  as  to  whe- 
ther they  should  reverse  their  former  daei- 
sion.  Now,  in  sajring  that,  he  had  toadi- 
ed upon  a  very  delicate  question;  for  left 
him  ask  the  hon.  Gentlemant  whatdeeiiiQii 
on  this  question  the  House  hid  noft  r^^ 


versed?    What  was  the  hbtory  of  the 
question  before  the  House  ?   He  would  be* 

£n  with  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Loid  (the 
te  Member  for  Dorsetshire)  whieh  was 
carried,  noft  bj  a  very  large  maiorit^r,  hnft 
which  was  no  sooner  carried  than  ift  wm 
reversed;  he  believed  that  ift  was  eanied 
by  perfectly  honest  votes,  but  it  had  aLM> 
been  reversed  by  perfectly  honest  voftea. 
Last  year  it  was  introduced  under  the 
same  oireumstances  by  the  same  noUa 
Lord;  but  after  a  full  discussion  in  a  very 
fall  House,  the  Bill  was  rejected  by  a  nus* 
jority  of  ten.  This  ooonrred  in  that  vwt' 
same  House  of  Commons  i}iat  sanetioiiea 
the  second  reading  of  tins  Bill  daring  the 
present  Sesuon  by  a  miyorit^  of  108. 
They  had,  therefore,  eome  to  different  d»» 
cisions  upon  this  question  already,  withooft 
any  cause  whatever  having  been  oftfed  for 
the  changes  whieh  had  tucen  plaee.  Tbm 
House  of  Comnums  did  certainly  ^^PP^*'  ^ 
him  to  stand,  in  refermice  to  tms  meaasre^ 
in  the  most  unfortunate  position  of  eHber 
having  legislated  in  the  nrsft  instance  widi- 
out  a  proper  knowledge  of  the  fiMrfts;  or  of 
having  d^ft  with  a  qoesftion  viftally  affes^ 
ing  t^  interests  of  the  idude  of  the  wori^ 
ing  pimnlation  of  the  kingdom,  for  ffood  or 
for  evil,  more  with  reference  to  its  owtt 
political  likings  or  dislikings  of  partiealar 
men,  than  with  reforenoefto  thegreaft  pihi* 
mpUn  upon  whieh  its  deiiiion  oa^ft  ft» 
have  rested.  Now,  the  qoestion  opeaei- 
toihem  to-day  was  amply  ftliis:  weroAsj^ 
or  were  they  not,  to  reconsider  tha  disoi* 
don  wbUk  mj  arrived  aft  the  other  day  t 
The  hon.  Member  proposed,  as  a  wmmm 
tsrmlM  that  they  shooU  adopt  an  Blevob 
Hoars  Bm.  He  did  noft  befieve  thistM 
honest  advocate,  sneh  as  his  hon.  Frieni 
the  Membor  for  Oldham,  would  aeeepft  •■ 
Eleven  Hours  BOL  [Mr.  FosLDanr :  No^ 
no !]  The  hon.  Member,  with  eharaefteriiM 
tie  candonr,  admitted  thh.  He  beBofdl 
that  the  noUe  L<»rd  (Lord  Ashky),  m  kk 
late  letter,  rrfosed  fto  aeeepft  sneh  a  HBL 

Sir.  FnuttN:  Certainly.]  Nor  was  H  rtol 
ely  that  it  would  settle  the  qoestioni,  eipiii 
dally  as  it  was  alwavs  doseribed  at »  somI 
boon  fto  be  |;tvea  fto  ue  woikiag  peo^  aaip 
widioat  whidi,  of  eoaiM,  Asy  wcmldiioft  nov. 
besaftisfied.  BvfttiMjhedflunreomA  to« 
poinft  idien  ift  wae  absidiiftely  neeessaiy  for 
them  fto  eoudir  whether  th^ooald  aaft^ 
legislate  on  the  nlneeft.  The  qneslisn 
was  simnty  whelliv  wsy  eoald  redooe  ditor 

ooft  serioQslj  nimemg  Ae  amoanft  of  im< 
-'     wUdi  tbifiMdrod forth* 
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labour  ?  That  was  tho  real  question  at 
issue  before  tlio  House.  If  tbcy  could  do 
it — if  they  could  show  him  (Mr.  Ward)  the 
practicability  of  such  a  measure,  he  would 
go  to  the  full  extent  of  the  Bill  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  advocated;  and 
he  would  vote  for  a  ten  hours  in  preference 
to  an  eleven  hours  Bill  to-morrow,  or  even 
for  an  eight  hours  in  preference  to  a 
Ten  Hours  Bill;  and  he  believed  that  the 
advantages  would  be  most  obvious:  that 
would  be  a  necesssary  deduction  from  tho 
premises  of  the  advocates  of  the  Bill — if 
they  could  safely  and  legitimately  limit 
the  hours  of  labour  without  affecting  the 
prosperity  of  the  working  classes,  let  them 
at  once  carry  out  the  principle  to  the  full 
extent.  With  reference  to  the  advantages 
of  domestic  intercourse,  of  all  the  ameni- 
ties of  life,  and  the  education  and  the  com- 
fort of  the  working  people,  which  had  been 
dwelt  upon  by  the  advocates  of  this  Bill, 
he  begged  to  say  that  he  wished  as  heartily 
as  any  hon.  Member  of  that  House  could 
wish  to  see  tho  working  classes  in  the  en- 
joyment of  those  advantages;  and  he  would 
say,  '*  Give  them  an  Eight  Hours  Bill — 
give  them  four  hours  for  rational  recrea- 
tion, and  four  more  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling them  to  raise  themselves  in  their 
own  estimation  and  in  the  social  scale.'' 
But  it  was  because  he  doubted  that  they 
could  give  them  such  advantages,  that  he 
could  not  join  in  supporting  this  Bill.  Hav- 
ing given  the  closest  consideration  to  this 
subject,  he  had  decidedly  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  they  could  not  safely  give  the 
working  classes  even  an  Eleven  Hours  Bill. 
He  firmly  believed  that  if  the  House  adopt- 
ed this  measure,  they  would  inflict  a  great 
blow  upon  the  commercial  pros{)erity  of 
this  country,  and  would  consequently  da- 
mage the  interests  of  the  working  classes, 
whom  they  had  intended  to  benefit.  He 
had  Hp(>k(*u  in  this  spirit  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  he  had  placed  himself  in  opiMiHi- 
tion  to  a  large  portion  of  his  own  constitu- 
ents by  so  (loiiii^;  he  had  also  placed  him- 
self in  opposition  to  the  leading  Members 
of  the  (iovernni(*nt,  and  nothing  but  the 
deepest  conviction  would  have  induced  him 
again  to  intnide  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House.  He  wntured  last  year,  as  tho 
House  might  recoIliH^t,  to  point  out  the 
danger  of  giving  any  encouragement  to  the 
delusion  under  wliicli  tlM»  working  commu- 
nity lalxnirt'tl  ocrasiomilly  with  regani  to 
its  own  interests;  1h'  ventured,  in  point  of 
fact,  to  show  the  injurious  off erts  of  trailes* ! 
unions.     Ho  pointed  out  the  danger  of  all 


restrictions  upon  the  hours  of  the  working 
classes;  he  attempted  to  show  them  that  it 
was  impossible  to  diminish  tho  hours  of 
labour  without  at  the  same  timo  diminish- 
ing the  amount  of  remuneration.  It  was 
his  firm  belief  that  the  hours  of  labour 
could  not  be  reduced  without  a  correspond- 
ing reduction  in  the  amount  of  wages.  And 
he  believed  that  there  was  not  a  man 
amongst  the  working  classes  who  would 
take  a  Ten  Hours  Bill  with  ten  hours 
wages.  He  believed  that  in  that  opinion. 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsburj  (Mr. 
Duncombe)  agreed  with  him;  and  was  it 
right  for  the  House  to  adopt  this  measure 
unless  they  had  full  security  that,  when 
passed,  the  wages  of  the  working  man 
would  not  be  reduced  proportionably  to  tho 
reduction  of  his  hours  of  labour?  In  stat- 
ing his  views  upon  this  subject  last  Session, 
he  had  committed  an  error.  He  had  stated 
that  ill  some  parishes  in  Sheffield  they  had 
imposed  restrictions  as  to  the  taking  of  ap- 
prentices into  certain  trades — that  a  father 
could  not  apprentice  moro  than  one  of  his 
sons  to  his  own  trade.  He  believed  he  was 
unconsciously  led  into  that  mis-statement. 
His  constituents  had  since  told  him  that 
such  unnatural  restrictions  prevailed  only 
in  two  very  small  and  insignificant  branches 
of  trade.  Having  committed  that  error,  he 
was  bound  to  make  that  correction  publicly. 
He  was  quite  willing  to  adroit  that  short 
tune  had  been  of  some  temporary  advan- 
tage to  the  working  classes.  He  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  admit  that  they  had  by 
arrangements  in  some  manufactories  man- 
aged to  keep  up  the  amount  of  wag^es,  not- 
withstanding a  considerable  reduction  in 
the  hours  of  lalK)ur.  He  was  bound  to 
state  the  case  with  perfect  fairness;  but 
would  not  such  a  system,  if  it  were  ex* 
tended  to  the  cotton  manufacture,  affect  the 
source  of  wagt»s  eviMitually  ?  would  it  not 
destroy  our  foreign  markets  by  rendering 
our  manufacturtTs  incapable  of  competing 
with  those  of  other  countries  ?  It  was  of 
little  consc(]uence  whether  the  article  to  be 
affected  was  cutlery  or  cotton,  for  just  in 
proportion  to  tho  extent  of  the  interference 
with  this  competition,  would  l»o  the  loss  oc- 
casione4l  to  the  workmen.  In  every  case 
of  trade  where  the  pro4luco  of  that  trado 
was  exported  to  neutral  markets,  wliero 
tliey  had  to  meet  the  Uemian  and  other 
foreign  manufacturers,  they  i^hould  l»e  cau- 
tious in  l('gislutin<?.  Th«^  town  of  Sheffield 
exported  73  p«'r  cent  of  all  its  produrts 
to  neutral  markets;  an«l  a1th(»ugh  they  had 
heard  so  much  of  protection — of  protection 
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at  home,  of  protection  in  the  oolomes — he 
hoped  that  all  that  had  heen  given  up,  and 
that,  having  adopted  the  principles  m  free 
trade  in  one  respect,  they  vonld  feel  hound 
to  carry  them  out  in  all.  In  the  case  of 
the  cotton  trade,  the  danger  of  meeting 
foreign  competition  was  very  great.  Two 
and  a  half  or  from  two  to  three  per  cent  of 
increased  price,  would  suffice  to  turn  the 
scale  against  them,  so  closely  were  the 
profits  at  present  calculated.  The  conse- 
quence would  he,  that  a  certain  numher  of 
men  would  he  thrown  out  of  employment. 
The  House  hy  its  act  would  deprive  them 
of  their  daily  hread;  for  he  knew  of  no 
source,  except  high  prices,  out  of  which 
high  wages  could  come.  Such  had  heen 
his  sentiments  upon  previous  occasions 
when  the  question  had  heen  discussed;  and 
instead  of  having  suhsequently  learned  to 
douht  those  opinions,  he  had  had  them 
lately  tested  and  confirmed.  The  very 
strongest  advocates  of  the  measure  amongst 
the  working  classes  themselves,  did  not 
venture  to  designate  it  other  than  *'  a  great 
experiment."  But  he  feared  to  try  it.  He 
admitted  that  the  motives  for  the  support 
of  the  measure  were  of  a  very  flattering 
nature.  All  the  host  and  most  philaii- 
thropic  sentiments  of  the  human  mina  must 
he  in  fiftvour  of  it.  They  could  not  hut  ap- 
prove the  idea  of  improving  the  eonditioii 
of  the  working  classes;  of  impoong  upoli 
them  less  lahour  and  less  work;  and  giving 
them  more  time  for  mental  improvement 
and  social  enjoyment.  But  the  queatton 
for  the  House  to  consider  was,  idiether 
those  hopes  could  he  reaHsed  or  not.  He 
had  heard  it  said  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
hate,  that  nothing  could  exceed  the  ingrati- 
tude of  the  free  traders  to  the  working 
classes  in  thus  turning  round  upon  them, 
and  refusing  them  their  aid;  whilst  none  of 
the  promises  held  out  hy  those  free  traders 
as  to  the  reduction  in  the  prices  of  food 
had  heen  home  out  hy  the  result.  Some 
of  those  advantages  ihat  were  held  oat  to 
the  working  people,  had  heen  realised.  But 
free  trade  was  not  a  name  merely.  It  waa 
a  fact.  It  was  a  fact  which  require  time 
for  development.  The  foreign  com  which 
was  to  he  admitted  freely  for  theconBamp- 
tion  of  the  working  classes  of  this  countrjt 
had  not  as  yet  heen  sown.  He  repeated, 
the  lahouring  people  had  not  as  vet  had 
time  to  receive  the  henefits  of  ue  free- 
trade  measures  of  the  last  Sesnon.  If, 
indeed,  the  Act  of  the  last  Session  had 
heen  foreseen  or  had  heen  passed  iili  a 
former  year,  and  if  the  com  Adds  of  ijne» 


rioa  and  of  the  Continent  of  Europe  had 
heen  sown,  then  would  tiie  efiecta  of  the 
measure,  br  equalising  the  prices  all  over 
the  worid,  he  alreadj  felt  hy  the  wwkiig 
men  of  Bngland,  as  then,  for  the  first  time^ 
would  ihey  be  jput  in  possession  of  tiboae 
advantages  which  would  neeessarilyrenill* 
But  it  was  a  work  of  time.  There  never 
was  anything  more  visionaiy  than  to  sap- 
pose  that  the  mere  passing  of  an  Act  e^ 
rariiament  could  all  at  once  tom  searoiftf 
into  plenty;  and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
her  ror  Stockport  never  held  oat  the  proe- 
peot  of  such  advantages  as  must  finaDt 
aecme  tnum  the  measure  beinff  immedfr' 
atdy  derived  from  it  by  ihe  woming  man. 
But  he  merely  wished,  upon  the  proiSttt 
ocoasion,  to  pwe  testimony  in  the  Bonae 
that  his  opimons  upon  ihe  subject  of  Air 
Bill  bef(Mre  than  remabe^  unaltered,  and 
that  he  still  believed  its  eflbots  wouldte 
found  injurious  to  the  ititeresta  of  Ite 
working  classes.  He  agreed  with  the  hftt. 
Kemb«  f (xr  WindieBter,  that  the  prmM 
was  the  most  onfbrtunate  time  that  eoold 
have  been  chosen  for  sudi  an  emiiment. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  knew  Ifcil 
dxflkultieB  which  manufiustuierB  were  eon^ 
toiding  with;  that  the  pnees  of  poWsknia 
andof  the  raw  materials  were  rising.  [Mr, 
Bjsjojn:  Not  cotton.]  And  ire  wiM 
adding  to  the  diffionltiea  of  the  mantAlb^ 
taren  and  their  workmen,  by  this  Urf  ef 
I^;islation.  Atatimeofacaraty,theHo«li 
was  about  to  debar  ihe  woKUng  m^  htm 
makiii^  op  k  a  season  ef  abundance  ht 
any  pment  defleieney  hj  woddng  longia^ 
time.  Wiih  diminiioied  feed  and  a  # 
miniahed  snpplyof  cotton,  and  with  H  gnwl 
fiunbe  in  treiand,  which 


over  a  great  part  of  ihe  woild,  and 
competitors  mm  every  ooarter,  Ada  waa  H 


moat  unhappy  time  for  nmitiw  Uboulr  ik- 
our  frurtonea  to  ten  houra  a  day.  TlMt& 
waa  a  reaction  k  theae  ttiftMi»  wy|i|l 
wvtfked  in  a  ebele :  if  we  naid  mora  v 
food  we  couU  give  leas  fbr  ciolllea;  and  fP 
ihe  demand  of'the  maiketa  were  (WhiinMI 
ing  eveiy  day,  there  would  be  bsa  emploj^ 
meiit  for  the  labourers  and  the  House  wit 
meet  unwisdt  gomg  to  ecMtfl»ule  to  thMl 
diiBcuIties  bv  a  aseaaute  wUri^  in  Ui  opM 
ion,  would  nave  the  moat^iiyittioaB  ecMto^ 
quenee.  When  the  prottawmanufhetttN^ 
ers  were  idmxtled  «»  be  10  SBsaB,  iraa  AW 
a  mom«it  fiir  a  vieaMne  of  this  Undf 
The  Emiae  adi^t  fM  a  rspugnaney  to  tUt 
vote  of  the  other  digrbeinvieacita&d;  aM 
iffheemriMDl  vra*  to  be  tried,  no  niK 
weuUttM  iMm  ttaii  te  dmU  eti» 
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success,  and  at  its  proving  that  his  expec- 
tations of  the  result  of  the  measure  had 
turned  out  to  ho  erroneous.  But  entertain- 
ing, as  he  did,  the  deepest  conviction  that 
the  measure  would  prove  injurious  hoth  to 
masters  and  men,  he  should  not  he  doing 
his  duty  if  he  did  not  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Winchester. 
Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  that  he  could 
hardly  expect  to  say  anything  new  upon 
this  suhject;  hut  he  was  unwilling  to  give 
a  silent  vote.  It  was  most  painful  to  his 
feelings  to  differ  in  opinion  with  many  of 
his  most  intimate  friends,  for  whom  he  en- 
tertained the  highest  respect ;  hut  his  firm 
conviction  was,  that  legislation  on  this 
suhject  was  ahsolutely  necessary.  The 
question  was  simply  this — whether  females 
from  13  to  18  years  of  age  and  upwards, 
ought  to  he  compelled  to  work  in  a  heated 
atmosphere  for  twelve  hours  a  day,  inces- 
santly, without  the  possibility  of  procuring 
any  relaxation.  Every  hon.  Member  who 
had  spoken,  was  desirous  that  the  hours  of 
labour  should  be  reduced;  but  it  was  said 
by  some  hon.  Member,  "  Let  them  be  re- 
duced by  an  arrangement  between  the 
master  and  the  men,  and  not  by  law." 
It  was  said  that  legislative  interference 
could  not  be  defended;  that  it  was  opposed 
to  all  right  principles;  that  every  man  had 
a  right  to  use  his  labour  in  the  best  pos- 
sible manner  for  the  attainment  of  his  liv- 
ing, lie  was  ready  to  admit  that  it  was 
not  desirablo  to  interfere  with  those  gene- 
ral principles  where  interference  could  bo 
avoided ;  but  if  the  House  should  leave 
everything  to  the  operation  of  general 
principles  of  political  economy,  its  occupa- 
tion would  soon  be  very  much  curtailed. 
Parliament  had  interfered  between  land- 
lord and  tenant — it  had  regulated  the  fares 
of  hackney  coaches,  and  the  fares  on  rail- 
ways— it  had  interfered  between  masters 
and  apprentices,  between  merchants  and 
shipowners — it  was  about  to  interfere  with 
the  rights  of  property  in  Ireland;  and  last 
night  another  interference  of  the  same 
kind  had  been  urged  with  respect  to  sites 
for  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland.  There 
were  three  classes  of  opponents  to  this 
Bill :  those  against  any  legislative  interfe< 
rence  whatever — those  who  would  limit  it 
to  children — and  those  who  were  opposed 
to  any  further  reduction  of  the  present 
hours  of  lalN)ur  for  young  persons  be- 
tween 13  and  IS  years  of  age.  But  al- 
tliough  the  hon.  Cientlemen  who  had 
Mpoken  entertained  different  opinions,  he 
found,  from  beginning  to  cud,  that  most  of 


their  arguments  were  directed  against  all 
legislation  upon  the  subject.  Now,  he 
wished  to  know  if  there  was  any  Taloe  in 
their  arguments,  why  a  Factory  Bill  had 
received  the  sanction  of  the  LegisUtore? 
A  very  strong  case  was  made  out  to  show 
that  factory  labour  was  an  exception  to  the 
general  rule.  In  the  year  1815,  the  mills 
in  Manchester  were  working  78  or  79 
hours  a  week,  children  of  six  years  of  age 
being  sometimes  employed  19  hours.  Wjere 
not  they  left  to  the  operation  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  political  economy?  If  all  men 
were  men  of  humanity  and  justice,  there 
would  be  no  need  of  legislation ;  and  if 
the  people  employed  in  manufactures  were 
merely  created  to  eat  and  drink,  and  work 
and  die,  the  question  might  be  argued  on 
commercial  principles,  and  on  the  abstract 
principles  of  political  economy.  But  he  (Mr. 
Brotherton)  believed  they  were  created  for 
nobler  objects;  and  it  was  important  for 
statesmen  to  consider  their  physical  and 
moral  and  social  condition.  One  hon. 
Member  said,  that  the  hours  of  lahonr 
should  be  left  to  the  arrangement  of  the 
masters  and  workmen.  That  proposition 
had  been  considered;  but  had  they  come  to 
any  arrangement,  or  were  they  likely  to 
do  so  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  Legislation 
had  become  necessary  in  consequence  of 
the  great  proportion  of  females  employed  . 
in  manufactories  compared  with  the  num- 
ber of  male  adults;  and  it  was  called  for 
on  the  principles  of  humanity  and  justtce, 
and  from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  because 
the  weak  and  the  strong  were  obliged  to 
work  the  same  time.  Many  persons  were 
able  to  work  long  hours;  but  others,  who 
were  not  so  strong,  were  compelled  to  work 
lunger  than  was  consistent  with  their 
health,  simply  because  if  they  did  not  con- 
tinue to  do  so,  they  would  bo  thrown  out 
of  employment.  When  he  was  a  hoy,  he 
experienced  this  wearisome  toil  himself; 
and  he  had  witnessed  delicate  females  com- 
pelled to  stand  at  their  work  for  many  a 
long  hour  when  they  were  ill  able  to  do  so; 
ho  recollected  the  feelings  and  sentiments 
he  had  at  that  time,  and  he  resolved  that, 
if  ever  he  had  the  good  fortune  to  be  in  a 
position  in  which  he  could  be  instrumental 
in  shortening  factory  labour,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  accomplish  that  end;  and  he 
was  proud  to  say,  that  under  other  circum- 
stances tho  feelings  of  his  boyhood  were 
still  retained  in  his  mature  age.  He  knew 
that  many  most  unjust  charges  had  been 
made  against  the  masters;  and  although 
he  advocated  the  principle  which  he  consi- 
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dered  good  for  all  classes,  he  never  had 
identified  himself  with  those  who  were  in 
the  habit  of  libelling  men  who  were  as  hu- 
mane and  kind  as  any  hon.  Member  of  that 
House;  but  he  was  quite  opposed  to  the 
system.  Capital  was  so  combined  with 
labour,  that  the  temptation  to  work  long 
hours  was  too  great  for  many  to  resist;  and 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  if  he 
would  act  according  to  his  humane  feel- 
ings, rich  as  he  was,  would  soon  find  him- 
self in  the  Gazette,  because  if  one  mill 
worked  two  or  three  hours  longer  than 
another,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  lat- 
ter to  carry  on  a  successful  competition. 
He  admitted  that  a  material  reduction  of 
the  hours  of  labour  would,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, increase  the  cost  of  production;  but 
they  ought  to  be  governed  by  higher  prin- 
ciples; and  he  contended  that  a  reduction 
of  the  hours  of  labour  would  benefit  not 
only  the  workmen  but  the  masters  them- 
selves. Ho  could  not  help  noticing  the 
contradictory  arguments  used  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill.  A  desire  evidently  ex- 
isted to  alarm  the  working  classes  by  say- 
ing that  a  reduction  of  wages  must  neces- 
sarily follow  a  reduction  of  time.  Now, 
the  greater  part  of  the  men  employed 
worked  by  piece,  and  they  were  not  so  ig- 
norant as  not  to  be  aware  that  if  a  smaller 
quantity  of  goods  was  turned  out,  wages 
must  be  lower.  One  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  this  was  a  Bill  to  raise  wages  at 
the  expense  of  capital.  But  the  fact  was, 
that  the  wages  of  the  men  employed  in  the 
cotton  manufacture  had  never  altered  1 
per  cent  during  the  last  fifteen  years; 
whilst  the  price  of  yarn  and  manufactured 
goods  had  fluctuated  more  than  40  per 
cent  within  the  last  three  years.  He  ap- 
prehended no  disastrous  result  from  the  re- 
duction of  the  number  of  hours,  because 
the  machinery  which  had  been  constructed 
during  the  last  few  years  would  be  more 
than  an  equivalent  for  such  reduction.  The 
reduction  in  the  price  of  goods  did  not  de- 
pend on  the  reduction  of  wages,  but  on 
the  great  improvements  which  had  taken 
place  in  machinery,  the  increased  labour  of 
adults,  and  other  circumstances.  It  was 
said  that  the  working  classes  were  not  in 
favour  of  the  measure.  Now,  there  were 
not  more  than  500,000  persons  employed 
in  all  these  branches  of  factory  trade,  and 
out  of  that  number  260,000  were  engaged 
in  the  cotton  manufacture.  But  last  year 
petitions  were  presented  in  favour  of  the 
measure  now  under  consideration,  signed 
by  230,000  persons;  and  similar  petitions 
VOL.XC.     {SS} 


had  been  presented,  during  the  present 
Session,  containing  170,000  signatures. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  respecting  the 
memorial  against  the  measure  from  200 
masters,  representing  a  large  capital ;  but 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  had  that  day  presented  a 
petition  from  not  less  than  4/0  masters, 
representing  many  thousands  of  hands,  in 
favour  of  the  measure.  In  the  year  1832 
he  (Mr.  Brotherton)  procured  the  signa- 
tures of  forty-nine  of  the  largest  and  most 
respectable  millowners  in  Manchester,  in 
favour  of  a  Bill  for  limiting  the  hours  of 
labour  to  11  i.  His  object  in  mentioning 
this  fact  was  to  show  the  growing  feeling  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  a  reduction  in  tho 
number  of  hours  of  labour;  and,  as  many 
arguments  had  been  urged  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  he  would  just  remind 
the  House  that  the  petitioners  on  that  oc- 
casion expressed  their  opinion  **  that  such 
a  regulation  is  necessary,  and  would  be 
generally  beneficial."  This  statement 
showed  that  the  manufacturers,  at  diat 
time,  after  having  had  twelve  years'  expe- 
rience of  the  Factory  Act,  acknowledged 
the  necessity  for  legislation,  the  principle 
for  which  he  (Mr.  Brotherton)  was  con- 
tending. This  Bill  was  a  question  of  de- 
gree, and  not  of  principle.  When  the  late 
Sir  R.  Peel  brought  forward  a  Bill  in 
1815,  the  mills  were  working  seventy-nine 
hours  a  week,  and  many  of  them  ninety 
hours;  and  it  was  proposed  at  once  to  re- 
duce the  hours  to  ten  and  a  half.  The  very 
same  arguments  that  were  now  used  were 
urged  against  that  measure  by  the  masters. 
But  they  had  been  false  prophets  as  to  the 
result  in  every  case.  They  said,  **  If  you 
prevent  children  from  working  in  miUa 
more  than  twelve  or  fourteen  hours  a  day, 
you  will  completely  ruin  us."  The  time 
had  been  reduced  from  seventy-nine  hours 
to  sixty-nine  hours  for  adults — working 
young  persons  in  the  night  had  been  pro- 
hibited— and  young  children  were  not  al- 
lowed at  present  to  work  more  than  six 
hours  a  day.  But,  notwithstanding  the  re- 
duction, an  increase  had  taken  place  in  the 
quantity  of  manufactured  goods;  and  last 
year  25,000,000  pounds  more  of  cotton 
yarn  were  exported  than  in  the  previous 
year.  This  was  a  clear  proof  our  manu- 
factures had  gone  on  increasing.  And 
there  was  one  fact  especially  worthy  of  at- 
tention, that  when  the  late  Sir  R.  Peel 
brought  forward  his  Bills  in  the  years  1815 
and  1816,  although  the  value  of  the  ex- 
ports was  about  the  same  as  at  present, 
2C 
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yet  four  times  the  quantity  were  nov  ex- 
ported. The  cotton  tax  was  a  heavy  tax; 
and,  in  April,  1843,  the  late  Mr.  Thomas 
Ashton  stated  to  the  then  Premier,  that  he 
paid  for  that  tax  not  less  than  4,6001.  a 
year.  What  had  hecome  of  it  now  ?  In 
the  year  1844  the  tax  raised  from  cot- 
ton was  750,000?. ;  and  taking  the  numher 
of  persons  employed  in  cotton  mills  at 
260,000,  ho  found  it  equal  to  ahout  IZd, 
per  week,  or  one-tonih  of  the  wages,  the 
average  in  cotton  miUs  for  the  last  ten 
years  heing  lOs,  per  week.  If  they  re- 
duced the  time  to  eleven  hours,  they  would 
receive  a  full  equivalent  from  the  remission 
of  the  cotton  tax.  He  had  fully  considered 
the  question,  and  in  a  commercial  point  of 
view  did  not  think  there  was  anything  to 
fear.  But  it  was  well  to  concede  to  the 
prejudices  of  men  when  they  could  not  he 
entirely  convinced,  hy  reason  and  argu- 
ment, in  order  that  they  might  he  after- 
wards convinced  hy  experience.  All  ex- 
perience had  hitherto  hecn  in  favour  of 
legislation  with  regard  to  cotton  factories. 
All  those  who  professed  themselves  favour- 
ahle  to  legislation  for  children,  had  still  op- 
posed the  Bill  upon  principle;  hut  if  these 
principles  had  been  adopted,  there  would 
nave  been  no  legislation  even  for  children. 
With  regard  to  the  cotton  trade,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  reading  the  words  of  an 
eloquent  and  learned  man,  which  would 
have  great  weight  with  the  House  with  re- 
regard  to  this  system.  He  must  say,  how- 
over,  that  he  did  not  agree  with  his  state- 
ments because  his  facts  wore  not  cor- 
rect : — 

"  It  has  been  aeccrtained  that  children  aa  young 
aa  three  years  of  ago  labour  for  their  own  bread 
and  the  bread  of  their  parents.  I  ask  what  does 
the  State  do  on  these  occasions  ?  " 

Alluding  to  the  reduction  of  the  hours  of 
labour  with  respect  to  tho  children  em- 
ployed : — 

"  What  does  tho  State  do  on  theso  occasions  ? 
It  says  to  the  inanter  you  shall  not  employ  a  child 
in  a  factory,  working  it  as  some  are  doing  now, 
from  five  in  tho  morning  till  seven  at  night,  till  it 
is  eight  yoars  of  age.  This  is  the  reason  these 
two  things  are  inserted  in  this  Bill. 

**  I  aHk  you  as  iM'mons  having  children  of  the 
age  stated  under  your  care,  whether  you  think  it 
would  not  Ih>  extremoly  advantageous  to  the  in- 
tercst!4  of  humanity  tliat  there  should  be  some 
regulation,  first  of  the  hours  of  labour,  cutting 
them  down  to  six  hours  iniitead  of  twelve  or  four- 
teen ?  We  must  do  something  to  get  rid  of  the 
8hani«'. 

*'  Y(»u  see  poor  childnm  labouring  fifteen  or 
■eventeen  hours,  and  then  coming  up  with  the 
sweat  dropping  from  them,  and  lying  down,  haviDg 


been  overworked  to  gratify  the  vile  oupidhy  ot 
their  masters.  Should  you  not  stand  between 
these  poor  innocents  and  the  dreadful  orimee  com- 
mitted against  them  ?  Should  you  not  say  to  tlM 
masters,  there  is  a  God  above,  and  you  ihall  not 
work  children  after  this  fi^hion  ?  Do  yon  not  now 
understand  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  Faotory 
BiUr 

Now,  would  the  House  believe  that  thit 
was  the  language  used  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  in  a  speech  de- 
livered by  him  in  that  town  on  the  21st  of 
April,  1843  ?  He  reneated,  he  did  not 
believe  the  statement,  but  had  read  it  to 
show  the  inconsistency  of  the  man  on  this 
subject.  He  had  always  considered  legis- 
lation necessary,  and  had  supported  every 
Bill  which  had  been  introduced;  but  tho 
House  had  been  so  led  away  by  the  prin- 
ciples of  political  economy  that  it  could  not 
be  convinced  of  their  necessity.  He  was 
quite  satisfied  that  the  adoption  of  the  pre- 
sent measure  would  advance  the  interest 
of  aU  parties.  He  considered  it  a  great 
mockery  and  a  complete  delusion  to  say  to 
the  working  classes,  "  We  wish  to  promote 
your  physical  and  mental  improvement — 
we  wiu  give  you  public  parks  and  public 
institutions'* — and  yet,  alter  keejnng  them 
immured  twelve  hours  a  day  in  faotoriesp 
to  expect  them  to  cultivate  their  minds 
and  become  good  subjects.  He  had  seen 
females,  some  in  an  advanced  state  of 
pregnancy,  and  others  in  a  condition  which 
wodd  melt  the  heart  of  a  stone,  compelled 
to  perform  this  labour;  and  it  was  impos- 
sible, under  the  present  system,  that  it 
should  be  otherwise.  [Mr.  Briobt:  Not 
compelled  to  work.]  They  had  no  other 
choice;  factory  labour  was  not  free  labour. 
He  implored  the  House  not  to  negative  the 
Bill.  He  was  confident  that  its  results 
would  be  beneficial.  Although  it  might 
be  said  that  it  would  not  settle  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  agitators  would  still  find 
employment,  he  believed  that  if  once  the 
working  classes  could  experience  its  bene- 
fit, they  would  not  give  their  countenance 
to  any  such  agitation,  nor  allow  themselves 
to  be  agitated. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM :  Sir,  I  confess  that  I 
feel  obliged  for  being  allowed  to  follow  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  I 
have  listened,  as  I  am  sure  the  House  has 
done,  with  infinite  pleasure  to  tho  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  mentioned 
one  particular  circumstance,  which  I  con- 
fess, until  I  heard  it  from  himself,  I  was 
not  aware  of — that  at  any  period  of  his 
life,  with  his  own  hands,  he  had  minis- 
tered to  his  own  wants.    I  consider  U  • 
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great  honour  that  I  now  sit  in  this  House 
on  terms  of  perfect  equality  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who,  by  the  speech  he  has 
just  made,  has  proved  that,  even  from  the 
humblest  classes  of  society  in  this  country, 
a  person  can  rise,  by  the  influence  of  honest 
industry  and  unblemished  character,  to  the 
highest  station,  the  representative  in  Par- 
liament of  a  free  community.  I  must  say 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  full  effect 
to  the  feelings  of  his  youth  which  he  has 
described  to  us,  and  it  is  very  honourable 
to  him  that  he  has  done  so ;  but,  Sir, 
permit  me  to  observe,  that  the  success  in 
life  to  which  he  owes  his  seat  in  this  House, 
is  owing  to  long  hours  of  labour,  and  shows 
that  by  the  careful  employment  of  time 
most  useful  and  honourable  acquirements 
are  compatible  with  long  hours;  and  I  can- 
not, therefore,  see,  when  you  fail  by  argu- 
ment to  convince  the  nation,  why  you  should 
give  way  to  the  prejudices  of  the  public.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not,  as  appears  to  me, 
correctly  stated  the  question  at  issue.  He. 
says,  **  Shall  you  compel  women  and  chil- 
dren to  work  for  twelve  hours  a  day,  or 
not?*'  Now,  that  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  be  the  question  ;  but  the  question  is, 
shall  you  by  indirect  legislation  restrain 
industrious  men  from  working  twelve  hours 
a  day  for  the  purpose  of  earning  their  live- 
lihood, though  they  are  willing  to  undergo 
the  fatigue  ?  It  is  not  with  any  feelings 
of  pedantry  that  I  make  the  observation, 
but  1  must,  in  passing,  state,  that  should 
the  House  adopt  the  measure  now  before 
them,  it  will  be  a  departure— a  flagrant 
departure — from  the  strict  rules  of  poli- 
tical economy — a  science  which  in  some 
quarters  of  this  House  appears  to  be 
treated  almost  with  contempt,  but  it  is  a 
science  which  I  have  always  considered  as 
tending  towards  the  benefit  and  general 
happiness  of  the  nation ;  and  I  doubt  if 
any  legislation  will  be  found  safe  if  you  de- 
part from  the  great  rules  of  that  important 
science.  Yet  if  I  could  satisfy  my  mind 
that  this  measure  was  conducive  to  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes,  it  is  not 
a  pedantic  or  rigid  adherence  to  the  rules 
of  political  science  which  would  induce  me 
to  treat  this  question  with  that  firm  resist- 
ance which  I  am  prepared  to  offer  to  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  relied  much  on  an  observation 
which,  I  am  bound  to  say,  he  thought  con- 
clusive in  favour  of  this  measure,  but  which, 
I  grieve  to  add,  did  not  carry  conviction  to 
my  mind;  he  said,  "  Shall  it  be  allowed 
that,  to  cat,  to  drink,  to  work,  and  to  die. 


shall  be  the  lot  of  a  large  portion  of  our 
fellow-countrymen?"  But,  alas  !  I  grieve 
to  say,  the  truth  is,  that  not  in  this  coun- 
try only,  but  throughout  the  whole  of  this 
world  of  sorrow  and  of  care,  the  lot  of 
eating,  drinking,  working,  and  dying,  must 
ever  be  the  sum  of  human  life  among  the 
masses  of  a  large  portion  of  the  human 
family.  It  is  grievous  to  admit  this  sad 
reality;  but  the  question  is,  it  being  neces- 
sary that  mankind  must  work  for  their 
subsistence,  or  in  order  to  obtain  their 
subsistence,  should  you  help  them  to  pass 
their  lives  as  contentedly  as  possible  by 
giving  full  scope  to  their  energies?  or 
should  you,  by  legislation,  so  interfere  as 
to  add  to  the  wants  and  sufferings  of  their 
existence,  and  thereby  embitter  their  lot  ? 
Now,  I  am  prepared  to  say,  having  given 
my  best  attention  to  the  political  portion  of 
this  question,  that  I  am  warned  by  the  fore- 
bodings of  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  has  warned  us  with 
respect  to  the  decrease  of  our  foreign 
trade,  and  the  dimished  demand  for  full 
work  in  the  manufacturing  districts;  and  I 
have  little  to  urge  in  addition  to  what  the 
Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  has  already 
stated  as  to  the  interests  of  the  great  com- 
munity of  Sheffield.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Salford  has  made 
some  reference  to  the  amount  of  exports 
and  foreign  trade;  and  I  think  he  said  that 
the  exports  of  the  cotton  trade  were  not 
materially  diminished ;  but  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  paper  which  was  circulated  this 
morning,  being  accounts  relating  to  the 
trade  and  navigation  of  this  country,  and 
which  contains  a  statement  with  reference 
to  the  exports  of  1846,  as  compared  with 
those  of  1845,  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the 
particular  attention  of  the  House.  Now, 
it  must  be  observed,  that  the  Bill  at  pre- 
sent under  discussion  deals  with  four  ar- 
ticles of  staple  manufacture,  viz.,  cotton 
manufactures,  woollen  and  yam,  linen  or 
flax,  and  silk  manufactures;  and  the  whole 
declared  value  of  the  exports  in  the  year 
1846  amounted  to  51,279,735?.,  out  of 
which  the  declared  value  of  the  exports  of 
cotton,  linen,  woollen,  and  silk  manufactures 
was  37,385,000?.,  being  about  four-fifths 
of  the  whole  of  these  exports.  With  respect 
to  cotton,  the  declared  value  of  the  export 
of  cotton  manufactures  was  17,726,966?.  in 
1846,  compared  with  19,156,098?.  in  1845, 
showing  a  falling-off  in  the  year  just  passed 
in  the  declared  value  of  1,000,000?.  and 
upwards.  Then,  Sir,  the  declared  value 
of  linen  manufSsctnres  exported  in  1846 
2C2 
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fraught  with  danger  and  calamity.  There 
was  another  admission  made  hj  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  also  appears  to  me 
important,  as  bearing  on  ano^er  branch 
of  this  subject:  it  was  this,  if  the  health 
of  those  employed  were  seriously  injured  by 
the  hours  of  labour,  it  would  be  an  impor- 
tant consideration;  but  I  find  that  the  nght 
hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department — with  all  the  information  that 
be  can  best  command,  assisted  by  the 
factory  inspectors  under  his  immediate 
control — ^has  come  to  the  conclusion,  that 
accordmg  to  statistical  returns  as  to  chil- 
dren and  females,  their  health  is  not  im- 
paired by  the  present  hours  of  labour. 
And  these  are  the  admissions  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  about  to 
give  bis  support  to  this  Bill.  But  there 
was  another  admission  equaUy  important: 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  agrees  with  his 
Colleagues  and  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Goremment,  that 
the  concession  of  ten  hours  would  be  fraught 
with  danger,  and  he  also  has  taken  his 
stand  upon  eleven  hours.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  will  give  us  clearly  to 
understand  what  he  believes  to  be  the  feel- 
ings of  the  working  classes  as  to  the  limit 
of  eleven  hours;  I  trust  he  will  ex|^- 
citly  declare,  if  such  concession  will  be 
by  any  means  satisfactory  to  them,  or 
whether  they  will  not  be  continually  agi- 
tating and  contending  until  they  obtain 
the  wished-for  limit  of  ten  hours.  The 
whole  proposition  which  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  contends  for,  is,  after  all,  but  an 
arrangement,  which,  so  far  as  the  working 
classes  are  concerned,  will  not  be  a  final 
and  conclusive  settlement;  for  year  after 
year  we   shall  have  regularly  to  discuss 


was  2,838,3842.,  but  in  1845  it  was 
3,036,370/.  Again,  with  respect  to  wool- 
len and  woollen  varn  manufactures,  there 
appears  to  be  a  large  defalcation  in  1846 
as  compared  with  lo45-— of  woollen  yam 
the  declared  value  of  exports,  in  1845,  was 
1,066,925/.;  and,  in  1846,  it  was  only 
907,893/.;  then,  with  respect  to  woollen 
manufactures,  the  declared  value  of  ex- 
ports, in  1845,  was  7,693,117/.;  whereas, 

•  in  1846,  it  was  only  6,334,298/.  Then 
again  on  silk,  there  was  but  a  very  smaU 
increase,  the  increase  being  from  766,405/. 
in  1845,  to  837,577/.  in  1846.  Now, 
upon  the  whole  of  these  large  exports, 
consisting  of  the  staple  manufacture  of  the 
country,  it  will  be  found  that  in  1846,  as 
compared  with  1845,  there  is  a  falling-off 
on  the  declared  value  of  somewhat  about 
15  per  cent.  I  have  said  that  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  with  reference  to  the  po- 
litical and  financial  danger  you  would  by 
carrying  this  measure  bring  on  the  com- 
merce and  trade  of  this  country,  appeared 
to  me  quite  conclusive ;  and  I  cannot 
help  alluding,  on  the  present  occasion,  to 

*  some  observations  and  opinions  which  feU 
from  the  right  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  who,  though 
adverse  to  his  Colleague,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  has  yet  made  some  admis- 
sions which  appeared  very  large  and  conclu- 
sive against  the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  ready  to  adopt.  The  first  ad- 
mission, and  the  most  important,  was,  that 
he  would  not  be  a  party  to  any  delusion;  and 
he  acknowledged  that  this  alteration  would 
necessarily  lead  to  a  reduction  of  wages 
In  the  present  circumstances  of  this  coun 
try,  when  prices  are  rising,  and  wages  ne 


cessarily  to  a  certain  extent  arc  declining  I  tliis  matter,  since  if  this  measure  be  car- 
from  cessation  of  employment,   still  the   ried,  wc  shall  have  departed   from  that 


right  hon.  Gentleman  does  contemplate  a 
further  reduction  of  wages,  which,  the  re- 
duction of  the  hours  of  running  the  ma- 
chinery must  necessarily  occasion,  and 
which  I  consider  will  inevitably  be  perma- 
nent. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes 
another  most  important  admission.  He  next 
admits  that  hitherto,  in  all  our  legislation 
on  this  subject,  wc  have  been  able,  speaking 
generally,  to  carry  with  us  the  concurrence 
of  the  masters;  but  that  is  not  the  case  now, 
for  a  memorial  has  recently  been  presented 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  oppo- 


which  for  half  a  century  has  been  estab- 
lished as  the  principle  of  legislation  on 
this  subject;  and  still  we  shall  fail  to  give 
contentment  to  the  working  classes.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  has 
repeated  arguments  often  urged  upon  the 
House — and  what  arguments  on  either 
side  of  this  question  have  not  been  often 
repeated  ? — with  respect  to  the  false  pre- 
dictions that  have  been  made  on  this  subject 
Now,  Sir,  I  might  admit  decidedly  that  all 
the  predictions  hitherto  made  have  been 
falsified;  but  this  fact  does  not  lessen  the  ap- 


sition  to  the  measure,  signed  by  a  large  prehension  I  entertain  of  the  danger  to  be 

majorityof  the  master  manufacturers,  say-  anticipated  from  any  further  concessioBS. 

ing  that  any  further  interference  with  the  It  must  be  remembered  that  some  time  ago 

hours  of  Udout  in  factories  cannot  but  be  one  prediction  was,  that  by  throwing  impe- 
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diments  in  the  way  of  the  labour  of  females 
and  children,  you  would  prevent  machinery 
from  running  the  full  permitted  time  of 
tweke  hours.  That  would  he  the  effect,  it 
was  stated,  of  the  legislation  which  you 
were  then  entering  upon.  Now,  that  effect 
has  been  prevented;  for  by  having  relays 
of  children,  when  necessary,  matters  have 
been  so  managed  that  the  operation  of  the 
law  has  not  hitherto  been  to  shorten  the 
time  of  the  running  of  the  machinery.  But, 
Sir,  if  the  step  we  are  now  called  upon  to 
take  bo  once  made,  it  will  not  be  possible 
for  the  machinery  to  run  beyond  ten  hours, 
since  the  prohibition  of  this  measure  is  that 
no  women  or  children  shall  work  so  many 
hours  as  will  allow  of  the  machinery  run- 
ning longer  than  ten  hours.  Sir,  I  believe 
that  since  the  present  century  commenced, 
and  since  the  late  Sir  R.  Peel  legislated  on 
this  subject,  the  running  of  machinery  in 
factories  has  been  practically,  though  not 
by  law,  limited  to  twelve  hours.  Now, 
therefore,  for  the  first  time  in  the  history 
of  our  manufactures,  and  after  that  rule 
has  been  practically  in  operation  half  a 
century,  we  are  called  on  by  legislation 
to  prohibit  the  running  of  machinery  in 
our  factories  for  the  accustomed  period. 
That  brings  me  to  the  consideration  of  what 
will  be  the  effect  of  this  change  in  the  time 
of  the  running  of  machinery  from  twelve 
hours  to  ten  hours  on  our  commerce  and 
trade.  I  have  already  pointed  out  to  the 
House  that  the  four  manufactures  to  which 
this  Bill  applies,  supply  the  principal  articles 
of  our  export  trade,  and  that  cotton  goods 
alone  comprise  nearly  one-half  of  the  de- 
clared value  of  the  exports  of  this  country. 
What,  then,  do  you  think  you  are  about  to 
do  by  this  simultaneous  interference  with 
the  labour  employed  in  these  four  principal 
branches  of  our  foreign  conmierce  ?  What 
will  be  its  effect  on  the  interests  of  the 
master  ?  He  must  either  submit  to  a  di- 
minution of  his  profits,  or  he  must  raise  his 
prices,  or  lower  wages,  or  cease  to  manufac- 
ture. But  can  he  either  reduce  his  profits 
or  raise  his  prices,  looking  to  the  present 
state  of  affairs  ?  No.  Foreign  competi- 
tion forbids  it.  I  believe  it  is  impossible, 
going  through  the  markets  of  the  world, 
to  come  to  the  conclusion,  either  that  the 
profits  of  the  British  manufacturer  can  be 
reduced,  or  his  prices  materially  raised. 
The  master,  finding  these  two  resources  im- 
possible, must  therefore  lower  wages;  and 
what  has  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford^  who 
so  well  understands  this  subject,  just  told 
the  House  ?    Why,  be  says,  and  says  most 


truly,  that,  speaking  generally,  the  pay* 
ment  to  the  operatives  in  factories  is  made 
by  the  piece.  If,  then,  you  shorten  the 
hours  during  which  the  machinery  rims,  you 
must  reduce  the  quantity  which  the  ma- 
chinery produces,  and  consequently,  the 
quantity  of  wages  which  the  operative 
can  earn  in  the  same  time.  Being  paid 
by  the  piece,  the  operative  will  find  his 
wages  materially  reduced  by  the  dimi- 
nished quantity  manufactured.  But  it  is 
not  only  by  means  of  the  diminution  in 
the  quantity  produced  that  the  operative 
will  suffer;  but  the  price  paid  for  his  la- 
bour in  relation  to  quantity  must  also  be 
reduced,  in  order  to  compensate  for  the  loss 
of  interest  on  his  capital  sustained  by  the 
master  manufacturer,  from  the  diminution 
of  the  wrought  fabric,  which  makes  the 
return  for  the  fixed  capital  invested  in  the 
machinery.  If,  then,  the  manufacturer 
finds  that  he  produces  a  reduced  quan- 
tity, and  that  our  legislation  has  abridged 
his  power  of  producing,  what  must  be  the 
consequence  ?  He  must  do  something  to 
retrieve  himself,  and  fresh  capital  will 
have  to  be  applied  to  supplying  newly- 
invented  macmnery,  in  order  to  produce 
a  greater  quantity  in  a  given  time;  which 
fresh  capital,  if  it  had  not  been  for  your 
legislation,  would  not  have  been  required, 
and  thus  there  accrues  a  loss  of  so  much 
to  the  national  capital;  or  new  manufac- 
tories with  improved  machinery  must  be 
built  to  meet  the  same  demand  for  goods 
with  shorter  hours  of  labour;  and  a  prodi- 
gal waste  of  capital  needlessly  expended 
will  be  the  necessary  consequence  of  this 
unwise  legislation.  I  should  be  sorry  to 
go  into  details  on  this  subject,  which 
might  be  tedious  to  the  House ;  but  I 
trust  I  may  be  allowed  to  state  what  are  the 
considerations  which  have  appeared  conclu- 
sive to  my  own  judgment  when  reflecting  on 
the  matter.  There  is  in  this  country  a  Tast 
amount  of  machinery  employed,  some  of  it 
of  considerable  age,  and  the  rest  having 
all  the  excellence  arising  out  of  new 
adaptations  and  invendons.  But  the  old 
machinery  cannot  of  course  produce  so  good 
an  article,  nor  running  even  twelve  honrs 
would  it  produce  a  greater  quantity  than 
the  new  machinery  under  tliis  measore, 
running  ten  hours.  The  eflbct,  there- 
fore, of  this  measure  would  be  to  destroj 
the  old  machinery,  on  which  at  present 
the  profit  to  the  master  is  only  obtained 
by  running  the  longer  number  of  hours. 
There  is  another  consideration  which  I 
think  of  considerable  weight.    The  Hove 
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happened  last  year  that  many  relief  com- 
mittees, acting  with  the  very  hest  inten- 
tions, had  still  fallen  into  error,  and  had 
overstepped  the  limits  of  the  law,  probahly 
in  anticipation  of  some  such  measure  as  the 
present.  The  Bill  before  their  Lordships 
was  intended,  therefore,  not  merely  to  ex- 
tend indemnity  to  proceedings  under  Mr. 
Labouchere*s  letter,  but  to  the  proceedings 
of  several  relief  committees. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  was  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
which  had  got  rid  of  the  greater  part  of  his 
objection,  but  suggested  that  it  would  be 
advisable  to  give  a  power  of  indemnity  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  or  to  some  other 
person,  to  be  exercised  at  his  discretion  in 
such  cases. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  he  wished 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  a  large 
estate  in  Ireland  himself,  and  then  he  would 
see  what  a  necessity  there  was  in  cases 
such  as  had  recently  arisen  of  acting  in 
anticipation  of  the  law.  lie  was  himself 
liable  for  going  beyond  the  Act,  if  he  were 
not  shielded  by  an  indemnity.  In  many 
cases  the  distress  was  so  great  that  people, 
particularly  those  who  had  large  estates, 
and  many  persons  dependent  on  them, 
were  obliged  to  go  before  the  law.  That 
had  happened  in  his  own  parish  last  autumn. 
400  or  500  people  were  without  work ;  the 
priest  came  to  him,  and  stated  that  if  there 
were  not  employment  provided  for  them,  a 
disturbance  would,  in  all  probability,  arise 
in  forty-eight  hours.  The  officer  in  charge 
boldly  said  to  him  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  **  We 
have  no  authority  to  act,  but  I  will  set  the 
people  to  work  with  your  concurrence,  if 
you  undertake  to  pay  them.*'  Ho  did  so, 
and  most  probably  saved  the  parish  from 
an  outbreak,  and,  for  doing  so,  he  required 
to  be  indemnified  by  the  Act. 

Loud  BROUGHAM  remarked  that  the 
clause  would  certainly  indenmify  every  pro- 
ceeding under  the  Act.  As  to  his  having  a 
large  estate  in  Ireland,  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  kindly  wished  him,  lie  (Lord  Brougham) 
could  only  say  he  would  rather — if  it  were 
the  same  to  the  noblo  Lord — have  a  small 
estate  in  England. 

House  in  Committee,  and  went  through 
the  Bill  with  Amendments. 

House  adjourned. 
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PsTmows  PmnsirrsD.  By  Mr.  SpooMr,  from  wvwil 
places,  for  the  better  OliMnraiiee  of  the  Lonfk  Dsf .— By 
Cokmel  Lhidaey,  from  Wi«Hi,^aimt  the  Ranm  CMlnle 
Rdief  BUL— By  Mr.  Chnscie.  ftom  WertmiMlw.  Ibr 
Inquiry  rcspectinf  the  R^}ah  of  Sattan.~By  Mr.  Doh 
nistoun.  from  Glaifow.  and  Mr.  Forrter,  from  PIfMWilh 
aod  Cardigan,  for  the  Reduction  of  Lifhthouie  Duia.— 
By  Mr.  Fenand,  frooi  Eccelbill  and  Horuw.  for  R«p«l 
of  the  Anatomy  Act.— By  Mr.  Forand.  fron  Ridiaid 
Gathome  Butt,  for  Protection. — By  Mr.  Ewart,  from 
Great  Bolton,  in  Flavour  of  the  Ten  Houn  Faekiftai 
Bill.— By  Sir  A.  L.  Hay,  from  Pro|»ietan  of  MOa, 
against  the  Factories  BiU.— By  Mr.  G.  Hamiltoa,  ftom 
Meath,  against  the  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  BUL— By  Sir  E. 
Filmer,  ftom  Sutton  Valence  (Kent),  and  Mr.  Sheppaid. 
from  Frome  Selwood,  for  Repeal  or  Alteralioa  of  the 
Poor  Remoiral  Act. — ^By  Mr.  G.  Hamilton  and  other  Hon. 
Members,  from  several  Railway  Companies,  against  the 
RaUways  BUL— By  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  from  GoanUtM 
of  the  Poor  of  the  Tullamore  Union,  for  the  Formadoa 
of  Dep6u  for  Seed  Com  (Ireland).— By  Gcncml  Lyfoo, 
from  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  the  Kldderminsccr  Union, 
and  Lord  E.  RusseU,  ftom  Tavistock,  for  AUention  of 
the  Law  of  Settlement. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND. 

Mr.  GEORGE  A.  HAMILTON  laid. 
he  had  a  very  important  petition  to  present. 
It  was  a  petition  from  the  Bishop  and 
Clergj  of  the  dioeese  of  Meath,  in  synod 
assemhled.  They  stated  that  hy  constant 
residence  in  a  district  extending  from  the  sea 
to  the  Shannon,  and  comprising  two  and  a 
half  counties,  they  were  intimately  acquaint- 
ed with  the  condition  of  the  country,  being 
connected  hy  interest  with  property,  and 
with  poverty  by  their  duties  and  profession, 
and  were  therefore  in  a  position  to  judge 
impartially  between  them.  They  denied 
that  neglect  of  their  duty  was  general  among 
the  resident  gentry,  and  that  such  an  as- 
sumption could  safely  be  made  the  basis 
of  legislation.  They  further  denied  that  it 
was  possible  for  the  landlords  of  the  past 
or  present  generation  to  have  rendered  the 
people  of  Ireland  independent  of  such  a 
calamity  as  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop, 
by  any  means  that  would  have  boon  sanc- 
tioned by  public  opinion  or  the  feelings  of 
humanity;  and  they  deprecated  such  state- 
ments as  suggesting  a*  clearance  of  estates 
as  the  first  duty  of  property  and  the  con- 
dition uf  its  security.  They  recommend- 
ed, as  permanent  measures,  that  a  right  of 
relief  should  be  given  to  the  aged,  the  in- 
firm, and  disabled;  and  that  this  relief 
should  not  necessarily  involve  the  rending 
asunder  the  tics  of  nature.  They  prayed 
that  for  the  relief  of  the  able-bodied,  a 
demand  for  labour  should  be  created,  by 
developing  the  resources  of  the  country. 
They  earnestly  recommended  that  no  out- 
door relief  should  permanently  be  given  to 
the  able-bodied,  but  that  the  workhouse 
test  (left  available  by  the  out-door  relief  to 
tho  infirm)  should  be  retained  as  the  iMt  of 
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real  destitution.  They  further  prayed  that 
food  might  bo  given  to  those  who  were  now 
perishing,  without  exacting  useless  labour; 
and  that  a  power  of  ordering  such  relief, 
in  time  of  famine,  should  be  vested  in  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  and  that  farmers  and 
landlords  might  be  encouraged  by  loans  to 
cultivate  with  the  spade  land  which  would 
otherwise  remain  untilled.  All  this  they 
commended  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  expressing  their  earnest  hope  that, 
in  adherence  to  truth  and  equity,  in  the 
sympathy  of  England,  and  in  the  goodness 
of  God,  Ireland  might  yet  be  preserved. 

RAILWAY  COMMITTEES— SELECTION  OF 
MEMBERS. 

Mr.  ELLICE  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  question  connected  with 
the  selection  of  Members  to  serve  on  Rail- 
way Committees.  He  had  been  named  as 
one  of  the  Members  of  a  Committee,  to 
which  some  of  the  Bills  promoted  by  the 
Great  Western  Company  were  referred. 
But  after  the  Committee  was  struck,  and 
the  list  of  names  had  appeared  in  the 
j)apers  of  the  House,  he  was  apprised  by 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Heathcote)  that 
he  was  relieved  from  his  attendance  on  the 
Committee.  No  reason  was  stated ;  and 
he  only  heard  afterwards  in  the  House  that 
he  had  been  removed  from  the  list  of  the 
Committee  in  consequence  of  representa- 
tions from  the  parties  to  the  Bill.  He 
thought  this  conveyed  some  kind  of  impu- 
tation on  that  character  for  impartiality 
which  the  Committees  possessed ;  and  he 
wished  to  ask  whether,  after  a  Committee 
had  been  nominated,  it  was  regular  to  re- 
move Members  from  it  on  the  representa- 
tion of  parties  applying  for  Railway  Acts? 

Sir  W.  heathcote  said,  that  he 
would,  in  answer  to  the  question  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  briefly  state  the  course 
which  the  Committee  of  Selection  had 
adopted  in  the  matter.  The  Committee 
of  Selection,  in  appointing  the  Members 
to  take  the  group  of  railways  over  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  been  appointed 
chainnan  (the  London  and  Windsor  lines), 
had  taken  care  to  select  them  from  the 
west  and  nortli-west  of  England.  This 
had  been  done  to  avoid  the  possibility  of 
any  partiality  being  imputed,  and  the  Com- 
mittee had  upon  this  principle  been  se- 
lected. When  it  had  been  selected,  the 
parties  had  sent  in  objections  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Committee,  founded,  not 
on  the  personal  interest  of  the  Members 
themselves,  but  of  their  family  connezioiui. 


These  objections,  however,  had  been  so 
futile,  that  they  had  no  effect  but  to  excite 
a  distrust  of  the  parties  who  had  put  them 
forward;  but  the  parties  interested  in  that 
group  of  railways,  and  interested  on  both 
sides,  had  subsequently  offered  to  demon- 
strate to  the  Committee  of  Selection  the 
unfitness  of  the  selected  Members  on 
another  ground.  They  had  been  permitted 
to  assign  their  grounds  for  saying  so;  and 
from  published  documents  they  had  proved 
that  several  Members  of  the  Committee  re- 
presented towns  and  cities  through  or  near 
which  extensive  lines  of  railway  ran;  that 
the  companies  connected  with  those  lines 
were  greatly  interested  in  the  question  of 
the  two  gauges;  and  that  thus  indirectly 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  were  in- 
terested in  the  question  of  the  gauges,  in- 
asmuch as  that  question  would  have  to  be 
decided  by  that  Committee.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Committee  of  Selection 
had  thought  it  to  be  their  duty  to  discharge 
the  Committees  originally  selected,  and  to 
reconstruct  them,  to  avoid  the  charge  of 
partiality,  which  otherwise  might  have 
been  brought  against  their  decisions. 

Mr.  ELLICE  was  not  satisfied  with  the 
explanation  given  by  his  hon.  Friend,  as 
he  thought,  after  Members  had  been  se- 
lected on  a  Committee,  and  had  made  the 
declaration  required,  they  should  not  be 
discharged  without  some  good  reason.  He 
was  glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  no  other 
objection  to  allege  than  that  his  con- 
stituents were  supposed  to  be  in  favour  of 
the  narrow  gauge,  in  consequence  of  the 
railway  passing  through  Coventry.  It 
gave  him  the  occasion  of  again  pressing 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  House  the 
absolute  folly  of  going  on  with  the  present 
system.  In  order  to  show  that  he  was 
perfectly  disinterested  on  the  subject,  he 
would  refer  to  a  statement  he  had  already 
made,  hoping  that  some  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  propose  a 
resolution  by  which  all  competition  between 
the  two  gauges  should  be  referred  to  com- 
petent judges.  The  Committee  had  re- 
fused to  entertain  the  consideration  of  the 
gauges,  on  the  ground  that  they  did  not 
consider  themselves  competent  judges. 
The  parties  interested  did  not  themselves 
consider  the  Committees  impartial  on  the 
question;  and  it  was  impossible  to  find  any 
one  Committee  upon  which  there  oould  not 
be  found  some  Member  who  had  not  al- 
ready formed  some  opinion  on  the  quea- 
tion.  300,0002.  had  been  spent  in  the 
discussion  of  the  question  before  a  Oom- 
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mittee  of  that  House  last  Session:  and 
wben  socb  sums  were  expended,  the  losing 
party  would  be  readj  enough  to  accuse  the 
Committee  of  not  being  so  pure  as  thej 
supposed  themselres  to  be.  He  hoped 
that  the  House  would  find  a  remedj  for 
such  a  svstem. 

Lord  G.  SOMERSET  suggested  a  sus- 
pension of  the  selection  of  the  Committees 
for  a  short  time,  that  the  subject  might  be 
considered. 

VwcocsT  SAND  OX  thought  it  was  ex- 
tremelj  unadvisable  for  a  Committee  to  be 
appointed,  and  to  examine  into  the  merits 
of  a  subject  before  the  report  of  the  Rail- 
way Board  was  made.  He  begged  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Strutt),  whether 
there  had  been  included  in  the  reference  to 
the  Commission  the  question  of  the  power 
of  railway  companies  to  introduce  into 
their  Bills,  under  cover  of  station  exten- 
sions or  otherwise,  clauses  which  should 
enable  them  to  form  steam-ship  companies. 
A  Bill  had  been  before  them  that  crening, 
containing  a  clause,  apparently  referring 
only  to  the  extension  of  a  station;  but  in 
reality,  and  on  examination,  empowering 
the  company  to  act  as  a  steam-packet  com- 
pany, and  without  any  of  the  ordinary 
liabilities.  An  accident  only  had  dis- 
covered this;  and  fur  the  future  it  was  to 
be  hoped  that  all  Railway  Bills  would  be 
referred  to,  and  endorsee!  by,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Security  would  then  be 
felt  that  no  objectionable  proposal  would 
receive  assent.  If  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man did  not  take  the  matter  in  hand,  he 
(Lord  Sandon)  should  consider  it  hirt  duty 
to  bring  forward  sonic  Standing  Order  in 
reference  to  this  subject. 

Mil.  STRUTT  could  assure  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  LivcqM>ol,  that 
the  subject  had  attracted  the  attention  of 
the  Railway  ConiniiHsion;  that  he  had 
lookcil  over  diHercnt  Railway  Bills;  and 
that  he  was  now  aware  of  the  existence  of 
certain  clauses  which,  if  acceded  to,  would 
have  given  power  to  railway  companies  to 
become  steam-boat  companies.  Lnder  the 
terms  of  the  reference  su^jgested  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Coventry 
(Mr.  Kllice),  such  clauses  would  always 
come  under  the  notice  of  tlie  Commission; 
and  it  would  be  a  most  important  matter 
for  them  to  consider  and  reject  the  propo- 
sals in  ditferent  Railway  Bills  for  purposes 
alien  t4>  strictly  railway  purposes.  Clauses 
of  that  kind  alluded  to  should  not  be  over- 
looked. 


Mr.  GISBORXB  was  coDTinced  tkat 
the  Committee  of  S^ection  had  aetcd  most 
improperly  in  discharging  a  Commhtae,  ob 
the  ground  of  the  constitoencies  of  Tsrioiis 
Members  being  interested  in  the  partieolar 
question  npon  which  they  would  be  re- 
quired to  deliberate.  The  Committees  whiek 
had  been  referred  to,  were  composed  of 
most  distinsruisbed  Members  of  that  Hooae, 
in  every  way  competent  to  deal  with  the 
subject;  and,  though  the  question  of  the 
'  gauges  was  one  unfit  to  be  considered  by 
any  Committee,  they  were  as  well  capable 
of  any  other  of  settling  it.  He,  for  bis 
part,  was  always  much  more  afraid  of  an 
incompetent  than  of  an  interested  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  ESTCOURT  had  never  hesitated, 
as  a  Member  of  the  Committee  of  Selee- 
tion,  to  reconunend  to  his  brother  Members 
to  erase  the  name  of  an  hon.  Gentleman 
from  the  list  of  a  Committee  when  it  was 
'•  found,  even  after  he  had  been  named*  that 
there  were  certain  reasons  why  impata- 
tions  of  partiality  might  be  attached  to 
him. 

Subject  dropped. 

I  RIOT  AT  WICK. 

I      Sir  a.  L.  HAY  wished  to  pot  a  qnes- 

,  tion  to  the  learned  Lord  the  Lord  Advocate 

of  Scotland.     It  had  transpired  through 

the  medium  of  the  public  press,  that  a  riot 

had  taken  place  in  the  town  of  Wick,  in 

the  north  of  Scotland;  and  that  in  consc- 

queuce  of  that  riot  the  military  had  dis- 

'  persed    the   populace   by    means  of  their 

bayonets,  and  had  subsequently  fired  upon 

them,  by  which  several  people  were  seri- 

.  ously  wounded.     Now,  he  wished  to  know 

!  from  the  learned  Lord,  whether  he  had  re- 

I  ceived  official  information  of  the  facts,  and 

whether  the  facts  stated  in  the  public  press 

were  or  were  not  correct  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE,  in  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  wss 
sorry  to  l>e  obliged  to  state  tliat,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  determined  riot  in  the  town  of 
Wick,  the  military  were  under  the  neces- 
sity of  tiring,  and  that  the  result  was,  that 
a  woman  had  bt'cn  wounded  slightly  in  the 
arm;  and  that  another  individual,  a  man, 
was  wounded  more  severely  in  the  hand. 
He  might  take  occasion  to  state,  that  the 
conduct  of  the  military  hail,  during  the 
present  distress,  bi>en  on  all  occasions  truly 
exemplary,  and  that  they  had  been  distin- 
guished by  the  greate:«t  possible  sym- 
pathy with  the  inhabitants,  towards  whom 
they  had  always  exhibited  the  utmost  uo- 
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deration,  patience,  and  humanity.  With 
respect  to  the  civil  authorities,  he  thought 
it  proper  to  state,  that,  in  calling  the 
military  into  this  county,  it  was  done 
hefore  this  occurrence  took  place,  at  the 
instance  of  the  sheriff,  who  acted  in  ac- 
cordance, not  only  with  the  provost  of 
Wick,  hut  with  aU  the  local  magistrates 
and  gentlemen,  and  every  person,  with- 
out exception,  connected  with  the  ship- 
ping of  the  town,  who  had  represented 
to  him  that  the  shipment  of  com  could 
not  take  place  without  a  strong  military 
force.  On  the  morning  of  the  day  on 
which  the  disturbance  took  place,  a  num- 
ber of  special  constables  were  sworn  in,  to 
give  the  necessary  protection  in  conveying 
com  to  a  ship  that  had  come  into  the  port; 
but  the  sheriff  received  information  in  the 
course  of  the  evening  that  the  vessel  would 
certainly  be  attacked  durmg  the  night  by 
determined  men;  that  the  com  which  had 
been  shipped  would  be  removed  from  the 
vessel ;  that  the  vessel  itself  would  be  scut- 
tled and  sunk  in  the  harbour;  and  that, 
if  any  resistance  were  offered  by  the  crew, 
they  would  be  thrown  overboard.  In  con- 
sequence of  that  information,  the  sheriff, 
wi^  the  full  concurrence  of  the  provost  of 
Wick  and  all  the  magistrates  he  consulted, 
was  under  the  necessity  of  placing  a  guard 
of  soldiers  for  the  protection  of  me  vessel. 
But  even  the  presence  of  these  soldiers  did 
not  prevent  the  attempt  being  made.  The 
people  assembled  in  very  great  numbers, 
and  obstructed  all  access  to  the  quay. 
They  assaulted  one  of  the  officers  in  com- 
mand of  the  party,  and  many  of  the  sol- 
diers, and  this  rendered  it  necessary  to 
send  down  the  whole  military  force  to  the 
assistance  and  protection  of  their  comrades. 
In  the  passage  of  the  force  through  the 
town,  they  were  most  violently  assaulted 
by  the  mob,  and  several  prisoners  were 
with  great  difficulty  seized.  While  a  de- 
tachment of  the  military  were  moving  un- 
der a  piece  of  high  ground,  or  eminence, 
the  mob,  armed  with  large  stones,  assailed 
them  from  above.  The  report  from  the 
military  officers  stated,  that  the  party 
were  attacked  with  a  tremendous  volley 
of  stones,  by  which  many  of  them  were 
struck  and  severely  injured.  It  was  in 
these  circumstances  that  orders  were  giTtti 
to  fire;  and  a  few  shots  were  dischaiged, 
more,  he  believed,  for  the  nurpose  of 
frightening  the  mob,  than  inflicting  anr 
injury,  though,  imfortunately,  injury  hady 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  been  received.  Look- 
ing at  all  the  reports  he  had  officially  re* 
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ceiredy  he  had  no  occanon  to  refleet  on 
the  conduct  of  the  civil  officers  generally; 
in  particular,  he  had  no  occasion  to  r^eet 
upon  that  of  the  sheriff,  who  was  a  man 
not  only  of  humanity,  hut  of  great  firm- 
ness of  character.  There  was  only  one 
thing  to  which  he  felt  it  necessary  speciaDy 
to  advert,  and  it  was  this,  he  comd  not  im- 
derstand  the  conduct  dT  the  provost  of 
Wick,  who  appeared  to  have  preuded  at  a 
public  meeting,  in  which  imputations  that 
he  must  have  known  to  he  most  unfounded 
were  cast  on  the  conduct  of  the  sheriff  of 
the  county,  with  reference  to  proceedings 
in  which  the  sheriff  had  acted,  not  only 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  provost,  but 
with  that  of  the  other  magistrates  of  the 
burgh,  on  groui^  that  ihe  provost  must 
have  known  to  be  untrue. 


RELIEF  WORKS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  £.  DENISON  wished  to  put  a 
question  to  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  re- 
lating to  the  relief  works  now  going  on  in 
that  country.  On  the  19th  of  JannarTv 
that  right  hon.  Oentleman  informed  me 
House  that  the  numbers  em^oyed  on  the 
relief  works  were  450,000.  We  were  now 
at  the  4th  of  March,  and  the  time  for  put- 
ting the  seed  in  the  ground  was  fast  paw- 
ing away.  He  wished  to  ask  what  pro- 
gress had  been  made  in  dischai*ging  this 
krge  army,  and  attaching  them  to  the  enU 
tivation  of  the  ground;  what  the  numbwa 
now  employed  on  the  public  works  were; 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any 
objection  to  give  to  the  House  a  return 
weekly  of  the  numbers  employed  on  those 
works? 

Ma.  LABOnCH|!RE  had  not  the  leait 
objection  to  give  the  information  required, 
viz.»  a  weekty  return  of  the  persona  em- 
ployed on  die  public  works.  As  to  the 
number  of  men  now  employed  on  tfaoae 
works,  he  regretted  to  say  that  it  had  keen 
found  impossible  to  prevent  a  very  great 
increase  of  that  number  nnoe  ito  time 
when  he  stated  them  at  450,000.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  recoDeot»  howe 
ihai  in  point  of  £sot  the  Bill  that  i  » 
provide  a  substitute  for  these  pnUie  w  j» 
had  not  yet  come  into  operation,  and  e- 
fore  it  was  imposnUe  to  draif  off  i  i 
hers  of  men  which  had  been  anm 
As  a  proof  that  the  dis     ss  of  In  n 

been  greatly  increased  \  e  he  i  ae 
former  statement,  aco  u  to  the  reti 
he  held  in  his  hand,  then.  ] 

on  the  relief  works  for         wi 
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the  20tli  of  Febniary,  amoanted  to  no  less 
than  668,000. 

Lord  G.  BEXTINCK  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  was  in  a  position  to 
be  able  to  inform  him  how  much  of  the 
50,000^  to  be  given  for  seed  had  been 
granted  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  was  not  able  to 
answer  the  question.  All  he  conld  saj 
was,  that  it  had  been  referred  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  carry  into  effect  the  inten- 
tions of  the  GoYemment  in  the  manner 
which  he  thought  most  advisable.  He 
knew  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  come 
to  a  resolution  not  to  give  the  sum  awaj  in 
money,  but  by  advancing  seed,  to  be  re- 
paid a  short  time  hence,  to  parties  who 
applied  for  it.  By  the  last  letters  he  had 
received,  he  found  that  the  applications 
had  not  been  very  numerous,  but  he  was 
unable  to  state  the  exact  number.  He 
might  state  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had 
come  to  the  resolution,  in  advancing  seed, 
to  give  seed  for  green  crops  only,  and  not 
com  seed.  He  was  satisfied  that  he  should 
be  doing  more  harm  by  giving  corn  seed, 
than  would  be  compensated  for  by  any 
partial  advantage  which  would  be  gained, 
on  account  of  the  interference  which  it 
would  create  with  the  supply  of  grain  in 
the  market. 

Mr.  W.  COLLETT  asked  if  it  was  un- 
derstood that  these  668,000  men  were  to 
be  employed  on  productive  works  only  till 
the  Bill  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man rcferre<l  came  into  operation  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  mistaken  him.  The 
men  to  whom  ho  had  referred  were  those 
employed  on  what  were  called  relief  works. 
Some  of  these  works,  no  doubt,  were  not 
of  a  productive  character,  but  some  of 
them  were  useful;  and  not  a  few  were  em- 
ployed on  railways.  All  he  would  say  was, 
that  it  was  the  intention,  as  soon  as  prac- 
ticable, to  draw  off  the  men  so  far  as  was 
consistent  with  the  public  safety. 

Lord  G.  BKNTINX'K  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  object  to  give  to  the 
House  a  Ktatenicnt  distinguishing  the  dif- 
ferent oecupations  of  the  608,000  persons 
employed  on  tlie  relief  works  ? 

Mr.  LAHOrciIERE  said,  the  monthly 
report  of  the  Board  of  Works  would  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  the 
noble  Lord  would  get  the  information  he 
desired  there;  but  in  the  weekly  returns 
no  such  distinctions  were  made.  There 
was,  however,  in  the  monthly  return  a  dis- 
tinction between  those  employed  on  the  re- 


lief works,  and  those  emplojed,  for  ex* 
ample,  on  the  Shannon  and  other  pdUk 
works. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  had  asked  if 
there  was  any  objection  to  a  retnm  distin- 
guishing the  different  professions  or  oecu- 
pations of  those  employed  ?  He  wished 
to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  had  any  objection,  whether  this  retnim 
was  in  the  monthly  report  or  not,  to  giro 
it  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  was  afraid  that  if 
he  were  required  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  professions  of  those  employed, 
it  would  take  a  very  long  time  to  make  it 
out;  but  he  would  give  the  noble  Lord  the 
character  of  the  works  on  which  they  were 
employed.  He  had  no  doubt  such  infor- 
mation conld  be  given;  and  if  it  was  not 
included  in  the  monthly  report,  he  wonld 
undertake  that  it  was  supplied  to  the 
House. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  wanted  the  ori- 
ginal occupations  of  the  parties  employed. 
He  would  undertake  to  say  that  in  one 
week  such  a  return  could  be  made — nothing 
could  be  more  simple. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  had  every  wish  to 
give  the  fullest  information  to  the  House. 
If  he  had  misunderstood  the  noble  Lord, 
he  was  sorry.  Did  the  noble  Lord  wish  to 
know,  for  example,  how  many  of  them 
were  simply  labourers,  and  how  many  were 
farmers,  and  to  distmguish  those  who  were 
labourers  and  farmers  from  those  who  were 
mechanics  ?  [Lord  G.  Bestixci:  :  Yes.] 
Then  he  was  afraid  it  would  take  a  long 
time  to  make  out  such  a  retnm;  but  he 
would  endeavour  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

Major  MACNAMARA  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  got 
any  account  of  the  papers  moved  for  by  his 
Colleague  (Mr.  C.  (VBrien)? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was,  no  doubt,  anxious  to  get 
the  information  he  desired;  there  were, 
however,  3,000  or  4,000  names,  and  it 
would  take  a  long  time  to  obtain  such  a 
return.  He  had  a  letter  stating  that  the 
Board  of  Works  was  very  anxious  to  give 
the  information  as  soon  as  possible;  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  rest  assured 
there  was  no  di8i>osition  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Works  to  withhold  any  informa- 
tion that  might  be  re«)uircHl. 

Mr.  R.  COLLETT  inquired  what  re- 
turn they  were  to  have  with  reference  to 
the  number  of  men  employed  on  public 
works  in  Ireland — whether  of  the  naniber 
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employed  on  reproductive  and  ihe  number 
on  unproductive  works  f  He  ecmsidered  ii 
a  matter  of  great  importance  what  return 
they  were  to  have — whether  the  numbers 
were  to  be  classed,  those  employed  on  re- 
productive works  being  distinguished  from 
those  employed  on  unproductive  works,  or 
they  were  to  have  only  the  sum  total  f 
There  could  be  no  objection  to  a  return  of 
*their  trades  or  occupations;  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  there  would  be  any  ob- 
jection to  ffive  the  occupation  or  profession 
of  the  11,000  overseers  t 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  the  re- 
turn which  he  meant  to  lay  on  the  Table, 
in  consequence  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow,  would  be  the  weekly 
return  received  by  the  Treasury  of  the 
number  of  men  employed  on  the  whole  of 
the  relief  works  in  Ireland,  stating  in  every 
county  the  number  employed  in  that  county. 
If  any  further  information  should  reach 
the  Government,  there  would  be  every 
disposition  on  their  part  to  lay  it  before 
the  House. 

POOR  LAW  AUDITORS. 

Snt  W.  J  AME  S  said,  he  had  put  h  ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  A  late 
debate,  which  he  had  reason  to  think  had 
been  misunderstood  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  would,  therefore,  repeat  th^ 
question  which  he  had  stated  in  a  note  to 
him,  namely,  whether  the  poor-law  au- 
ditors were  entitled  to  act  upon  their  view 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  contrary  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Crown  lawyers  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  poor-law  au- 
ditors did  incur  some  responsibility  in  act- 
ing upon  their  opinion  in  opposition  to  that 
of  the  law  officers  of  the  Grown.  At  the 
same  time,  the  poor-law  auditors  wore 
bound  to  exercise  their  own  judgpment  in 
the  matters  within  their  cognizance,  and 
to  satisfy  themselves  that  the  accounts 
they  audited  contained  lesal  or  illegal 
items.  If  any  party  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  decision  of  the  poor-law  auditors,  he 
might  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  or  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

VOLUNTARY  EMIGRATION. 
Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  he  eoidd 
assure  the  House,  even  if  his  notice  did 
not  convince  them,  that  he  was  not  about 
to  enter  at  length  into  the  wide  and  im- 
portant question  of  emigration.  Sudi  8 
course  hsui  been  pursued  at  no  very  dislaiit 
occasions  by  the  hon.  Members  for  Shef- 
field^ for  Limerick,  and  for  UakntoA,  not 


without  its  advantages.  Bui,  first,  he  did 
not  possess  ihb  doquenoe  of  those  OelMe^ 
men;  secondly,  if  ne  did,  ihey  had  JHf^ 
ceded  him ;  afid,  thirdly,  he  hoped  to  kU 
chieve  solne  result  irhioh  they  had  fUted 
in  accomjplishing.  He  could  not,  however, 
make  the  Motion  he  intended,  withcut  giv- 
ing a  short,  slight,  but,  he  trusted,  a  ^isi 
sketch  of  ihe  position  in  which  the  jfanM- 
pie  of  emigration  at  present  stood.  H^ 
believed  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  fliit 
anything  like  a  systeni  of  ecntpulsory  edd- 
gration  would  be  abhorrent  to  the  feelUigi 
of  the  people,  and  alien  to  the  popular  in- 
stitutions A  which  we  were  so  prom.  Bvtk 
the  application'  of  a  large  sum  of  nioiUir^ 
for  the  purpose  of  any  national  s^stAni, 
such  as  had  been  broach^  hf  other  boo. 
Members,  would  be  refhsed  by  Her  lUh 
jesty's  Ministers,  and  would  not  hb  urged 
urion  thmn  at  present  by  a  majorii)^  o^  the 
House.  On  the  other  hand,  howeftt*, 
there  had  grown  up  lately  in  this  couiiti^, 
ttnd  now  existed,  a  much  more  fkvotiniln^ 
feeling  towards  volttntaijemigraticth.  Cmdd 
any  man  open  any  one  of  those  repoHs  i^^ 
the  state  of  the  poptdation  which  Mas 
whelmed  the  tables  of  Members  df  Par- 
liament, iHthout  discovering  that  in  woUA 
portions  of  this  country  there  was  *aii  ex- 
cessive population  cholung  up  the  suboftleii 
districts  <n  ihe  countrj",  and  that  humaii 
bduffs  were  so  crowded  together  as  to  jfmb 
detnmental  to  health  and  injurious  to  mo^ 
rals  t  Look  at  ^e  saidtaiy  reports.  It 
appeared  tiiat,  whenfiErver  arose,  there  ^Mlfc 
a  oiffieulty  of  removing  those  who  hid,r0- 
cently  expired,  from  fliose  who  were  jtM 
expiring;  or,  to  use  the  language  of  oiid  ef 
the  physicians,  "  such  was  tiie  wkX^fiMt 
of  the  Hving  by  the  dead!'*  A^un,  in 
^e  agricultural  district^  the  positioii  of 
the  day  labourer  was  such,  that  it  wai  dif- 
ficult to  imagine  how  subsistenee  wlui  j" ' 
cured  upon  the  low  wages  at  Irhidh  j 
worked.  This  was  the  eonditioli  of  '^ 
land,  the  happiest  and  at  ptesent  the  i 
est  portion  of  Her  Majes^*i  donn 
What  was  the  stote  of  Seotbod-4IM 
country  whence,  let  hhn  remind  the  HMiB; 
the  most  enei^getio  ftbd  iidturtHoos  tatli- 
grants  proceeded?  Tbejr had  heard iM 
very  evening  a  qjam&m,  mt  hj  idi  IkML 
Member  on  tlds  stAjjeet  (Sir' A.  L. 
and  the  repfy  tfa«i  itMB  mOd  to  it  Irf ' 
Lord  Advoeite  showed  that  the  taoet  I 
perate  eonse^oenees  had  been,  the  Mndf  tf 
distress  hi  SeodMid.  He  lieed  say  iidflm| 
as  to  the  stale  of  Ixetand,  iniainaeh  #'  ft 
had  deeivled  dtaUMt  the  trbok  of  mk 
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time  during  the  Session;  and  eren  that 
night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  informed  them  that  the 
numher  of  persons  employed  on  puhlic 
works  in  that  country  had  increased  to 
688,000.  If  it  were  necessary,  therefore, 
for  them  at  all  times  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  emigration,  how  much  more  so 
was  it  necessary  at  the  present  moment  ? 
If  such  were  the  physical  condition  of  this 
country,  what  were  the  most  recent  politi- 
cal movements  ?  In  the  course  of  the  last 
year,  they  had  repealed  the  laws  restrict- 


seven,  or  aboYe  fifty,  a  passage  is  not  al- 
lowed. Meantime,  what  is  passing  in  the 
next  cottage,  where  a  profligate  and  im- 
provident person  resides  ?  That  man  may 
allow  his  child  to  run  ahout  the  streets, 
and  engage,  perhaps,  in  petty  thefts.  He 
is  taken  up,  and  placed  in  what  his  right 
hon.  Friend  said  was  to  be  a  place  rather 
of  reformation  than  of  punishment.  After 
awhile,  with  his  better  principles  streng^- 
cned,  with  habits  of  industry  confirmed, 
he  is  allowed  to  go  to  the  colonies,  leaving 
nothing  behind  him  but  his  shame,  under 


ing  the  importation  of  com;  and  yet  at  the  elegant  name  of  exile,  with  the  world 
this  moment  they  were  awaiting  with  ap- '  all  before  him,  and  the  British  Government 
prehension  the  ensuing  spring  to  sec  whe- 1  his  guide.  He  may  succeed  in  those  colo- 
ther  America  would  send  supplies  to  meet '  nies,  and  become  a  man  of  wealth  and 
the  deficiency  of  our  own  harvest.  Aus-  \  reputation.  The  honest  man  perceives 
tralia— our  own  infant  Australia — offered  i  what  has  been  going  on  in  the  family  of 
her  soil,  and  only  asked  to  till  her  land  his  dishonest  neighbour;  but  when  he  pro- 
by  the  labour  which  you  could  easily  spare  I  poses  to  go  out  to  a  colony,  he  is  met  with 
her.  In  the  last  emigration  report  from  ■  every  difficulty,  and  told  that  no  aid  will 
thence,  it  was  said  that  the  tillage  would  be  given  to  voluntary  emigration.  To  all 
be  abandoned,  in  consequence  of  the  mar-    this,  there  was  one  answer  with  which  he 


kets  of  England  being  closed  against  their 
produce.  Uis  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  was  about  to  alter,  if  he  had  not 
alrea<ly  altered,  the  system  of  transporta- 
tion to  the  colonies.  He  did  not  intend  to 
enter  upon  that  subject,  except  so  far  as  it 
was  akin  to  the  subject  before  the  House; 
but,  if  they  were  prepared  to  put  an  end  to 
it,  they  should  recollect  what  effect  the 
putting  an  end  to  that  system  would  have 
upon  the  honest  men  in  this  country.  He 
had  no  doubt  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  familiar  to  the  House.  He  de- 
tailed therein  the  manner  in  which  he  pro- 
posed to  take  under  the  care  of  the  Go- 
vernment all  the  juvenile  offenders  in  the 
country ;  and  let  them  look  at  the  effect 
that  would  have  upon  the  minds  and  plans 
of  industrious  labourers.  Suppose  a  poor 
man  resident  in  a  licavily-ratod  parish,  an- 
xious to  maintain  and  educate  his  children, 
is  scarcely  able  to  do  so  from  the  price  of 
food  and  pressure  of  taxation.  He  is  wil- 
ling to  emigrate.  Look  to  the  difficulties 
he  has  to  encounter,  and  the  ignorance 
under  which  he  lubours  as  to  where  he  is 
to  go,  und  as  to  how  he  is  to  go.  lie 
wishes  to  take  with  him  his  youn<r  child, 
who  .shall  give  hope  and  Hpirits  to  his  jour- 
ney and  his  parent,  the  memory  of  whose 
abandonment  would  embitter  his  way.  But 
if  his  child  is  under  tiie  agti  of  seven,  and 
his  parent  i.^  ul»ove  the  age  of  fifty,  the 
bounty  regulations,  hy  which  alone  of  late 
passages  have  been  pn»cured,  interfere, 
and  where  persons  are  under  the  age  of 


was  not  prepared  to  cope.  It  came  from 
the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer.  He 
turned  out  his  empty  pockets,  and  told 
them  he  had  no  money  to  spend  upon  any 
scheme  of  emigration,  however  promising. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith)  did  not  mean 
to  propose  the  adoption  of  any  system  that 
would  cause  the  outlay  of  16,000,000/.; 
but  he  asked  them  to  give  such  assistance 
to  voluntary  emigration  as  would  be  useful 
to  this  country  and  to  the  colonies;  and 
he  hoped  he  should  have  their  assent  to  the 
plan  he  was  about  to  propose.  The  Mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice  applied 
most  particularly  to  the  system  now  in  prac- 
tice under  what  was  called  the  Land  and 
Emigration  Board.  He  was  not  sure  that 
he  ought  not  to  explain  to  the  Members  of 
that  House,  and  certainly  to  the  people  of 
this  country,  that  there  was  in  this  city  a 
hoard  to  assist  emigration  from  this  coun- 
try ;  and  that  three  gentlemen,  now  alive, 
were  engaged  in  the  tahk,  however  little 
their  existence  might  be  known  to  the 
country  at  large.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
intention  of  saying  one  wurd  against  the 
gentlemen  who  performed  the  <luties  of 
Colonial  (.'ommissioners  ;  but  they  were  so 
limited  in  the  small  duties  allotted  to  them, 
that  their  superintendenec  was  of  very  little 
UhC.  To  show  that  this  was  not  mere  im- 
pertinence of  his,  he  wcmld  rend  a  statement 
made  hy  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  C.  Buller)  in  lb44.  as  showing  the 
manner  in  which  this  board  was  unknown 
to  the  public.     He  stated — 
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"  That  »  gentleman  who  had  oome  from  Ca- 
nada, to  organize  an  extensive  emigration  to  a 
yery  fertile  district  on  the  banks  of  tiie  river  Ot- 
tawa, called  on  me  to  a^k  my  advice ;  and  at  the 
same  time  stated,  that  he  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Colonial  OfiSce,  but  oould  not  get 
any  satisfiictory  information.  I  referred  that  gen- 
tleman to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  and 
Emigration  Board.  Now,  although  that  gentle- 
man had  been  some  months  in  En^and,  and  had 
been  engaged  in  intercourse  with  people  in  this 
country  on  the  subject,  he  was  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  that  board." 

Even  during  the  present  Session  of  Par- 
liament, a  friend  of  his  had  told  him  that 
he  came  to  "  here  *'  him  upon  the  subject 
of  emigration,  knowing  that  he  had  once 
occupied  a  post  at  the  Colonial  Office;  and, 
upon  being  told  that  he  should  betake 
himself  to  three  persons  who  received  an 
annual  remuneration  for  submitting  to  that 
operation,  the  same  surprise  at  their  being 
in  esse  was  expressed  as  by  the  Ottawa 
friend  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard. 
From  having  held  that  position,  he  was 
able  sometimes  to  afford  information  in  his 
own  district;  but,  frequent  as  were  ^e 
changes  in  colonial  administration,  it  was 
not  yet  every  district  that  could  hope  to  be 
blessed  with  the  residence  of  an  ex-Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goyemment 
(Lord  John  Russell)  was  the  founder  of 
the  commission  in  1840;  and  in  a  letter 
written  by  the  noble  Lord,  in  Xhst  admir- 
able style  which  characterized  every  thing 
that  came  from  him,  says — 

"  In  jour  capacity  as  a  general  board  for  the 
sale  of  lands  and  for  promoting  emigration,  jour 
duties  may  bo  conveniently  arranged  under  the 
four  following  heads  :  first,  the  collection  and  dif- 
fusion of  accurate  statistical  knowledge ;  second- 
ly, the  sale  in  this  country  of  waste  lands  in  the 
colonics ;  thirdly,  the  application  of  the  proceeds 
of  such  sales  towards  the  removal  of  emigranta ; 
and,  fourthly,  the  rendering  of  periodical  aecoonts, 
both  pecuniary  and  statistical,  of  your  administra- 
tion of  this  trust." 

Now,  as  to  the  first  duty  of  the  Conimia- 
sioncrs — the  collection  and  diffusion  of  ac- 
curate statistical  knowledge — it  no  longer 
occupied  a  paragraph  in  their  reports  of 
1845  and  1846,  the  head  upon  that  sab- 
ject  being  omitted ;  and  as  to  the  second, 
since  that  letter  was  written,  an  Act  was 
passed  regulating  the  sale  of  waste  lands 
in  the  colonies,  which  was  one  of  the  moat 
important  of  their  duties;  and  anodiar 
Act  was  passed,  namely,  the  Pasaenaen* 
Act,  which  was  introduced  bj  his  lion. 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Hope),  at  the  rafflea- 
tion  of  Lord  Stanley.  But,  the  noUa  Mtd 
having  told  them  that  one  of  the  objeels 
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they  should  hare  in  view  was  to  prerent 
persons  being  deluded  by  false  pretenoie 
to  leave  this  country,  a  check  had  been 
given  to  some  nnsound  and  improper 
schemes ;  but  he  did  not  see  any  one  in- 
stance in  which  ihey  had  suggested  or 
been  the  advocates  of  plans  for  the  promO" 
tion  of  a  sound  system  of  emigration.  He 
might  be  asked,  in  what  way  he  shonld 
propose  to  extend  their  sphere  of  action  ff 
And  the  mode  of  proceeding  might  be 
divided  into  three  parts :  the  manner  in 
which  the  emigrants  would  be  invited  to 
leave  these  shores ;  the  manner  in  whidt 
they  would  pass  the  seas;  and  the  maoner 
in  which  they  would  be  received  in  the 
colonies.  His  object  was  to  show,  thai  m 
regarded  emigration  from  this  country,  the 
information  which  the  board  spread  was  se 
scanty,  as  to  afford  no  adequate  means  of 
knowledge  to  those  who  required  it.  What 
was  the  course  pursued  by  private  compe^- 
nies  when  they  wished  to  promote  emi- 
gration ?  The  first  thing  they  did  wpa  to 
establish  an  agency  in  every  town  of  dia> 
tricts  whence  persons  were  likdv  to  emi- 
grate. Then,  if  not  very  scrnpuloni,  they 
published  inviting  placards  with  pretty  pio- 
tures  of  vessels  careering  over  the  ooeoa 
on  their  way  to  happy  lands.  Side  by  nde 
with  these  showy  circulars,  he  wanted  to 
see  promulgated  the  useful  and  tmstwortibj 
infonnation  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment. 
There  was  no  reason  why  some  persooo 
should  not  be  ajmointed  to  make  seaiehes, 
and  ascertain  what  parishes  were  wiUiqg 
to-  send  persons  to  tne  colonies,  and  whftt 
proprietors  were  ready  to  assist;  and  in 
every  such  district  ihey  might  institute  aa 
agency,  which  would  be  at  hand  to  eooH 
municate  the  means  by  which  those  who 
were  desirous  of  going  could  tran^MVt 
themselves  from  tms  country.  Or,  if  • 
local  agency  was  too  expensive,  why  shodd 
not  tkd  Commissioners  themsdves  froM 
time  to  time  make  jonmoys  throii|[)i  tko 
country  for  this  purpose?  Their  dencieney 
of  superintendence  had,  in  &et,  been  durvs 
by  succeeding  Secretaries  of  State.  LoiA 
Sydenham,  when  m  Canada,  nroposed  ihst 
a  Government  agency  duNud  oe  eeftelK 
lished  to  secure  the  protection  of  pcffsena 
on  board  enugraaiveMela;  wludi  was.  ob- 
jected to,  because  he  was  told  that  it  wovld 
be  impossible  to  procure  sueh  persons,  el- 
thougn  this  country  was  fiJl  of  medical  ptna 
tttioners  at  a  low  rale  of  pay,  who  would  W 
the  salaries  of  mmtt 
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navy  surgeons  averaging  1501,  per  annum. 
Loni  Grey  himself  had  proposed  a  plan  to 
establish  villages  for  the  reception  of  emi- 
grants in  Canada,  and  had  been  obliged  to 
abandon  it,  as  no  company  could  be  per- 
suaded to  take  the  matter  up  for  want  of 
supervision,    although    such   a   beginning 
was  almost  necessary  for  his  Lordship's 
favourite   policy  of  municipal  institutions 
as  the  groundwork  of  the  representative 
system  in  colonics.     If  they  wanted  to  see 
what  such  supervision  could  do,  let  them 
look  at  the  reports  of  their  own  agents, 
Messrs.  Buchanan  and  Hawke.     lie  told 
them  of  the  state  in  which  the  German 
emigrants  arrived,  and  how  preferable  it 
was  to  the  condition  in  which  their  own 
countrymen  came.      They  were  supplied 
with  abundance  of  bread,  flour,  lime-juice, 
and  beer;  and,  though  the  voyage  had  been 
long,  only  seven  persons  out  of  902  were 
in  hospital.     It  appeared  from  the  returns 
of   Mr.   Buchanan,    the  Canadian   agent, 
that   numbers   of  emigrants   had   arrived 
from  Waterford  and  its  neighbour,  New 
Ross ;  from  Killala,  in  the  county  Galway 
in  Ireland ;  in  Great  Britain,  from  Beau- 
maris, Hull,  Plymouth,  and  Southampton, 
from  which  last  place  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners told  us  that  the  Routh-castern 
emigration  was  proceeding  now,  instead  of 
from  London ;  and  yet  at  none  of  these  ports 
wore  agents  situated.     There  were  several 
other  parts  from  which  large  bodies  of  emi- 
grants went  similarly  circumstanced.     At 
Liverpool,  there  was  only  one  agent, although 
not  less  than  70,000  emigrants  left  that 
port  in  the  spring  of  184G.     However  ac- 
tive the  agent  might  be — and  that  Captain 
Lear  was  so,  he  knew — it  was  impossible  he 
could  do  his  duty   pn»perly.     What  was 
the  consequence  i     Why,  that  proceedings 
were  obliged  to  be  taken  against  the  mas- 
ters of  vessels  in  the  colonies :  there  were, 
in  the  last  year,  six  in  Canada,  and  thir- 
teen in  N(jw  Brunswick,  all  which  expense 
might  have  bf?eii  saved  by  proper  agency. 
Of  the  six  in  (Janada,  an  account  was  given 
in  the  papers  before  the  House ;  five  ob- 
tained convictions — four  were  against  ves- 
sels nailing  from   ports  where  there  were 
no  agents — 

*'  Tin*  inn»ti»r>«  of  tho  harqiio  fihnthom,  from 
Tnile*',  and  hri;r  J/ojit*,  from  W«'st|Kirt,  lor  liaviiig 
an  OXCCMH  of  IMlU'M-IlirtTS  OVtT  tlu'if  U'^al  iMimplo- 
nirnt.  Tho  lun-trr  of  the  l»ri«f  Triton^  from  IVii- 
zaiirc,  for  not  h.i\iiiii^  having  the  |KiHffon^or-dci*k 
of  his  vi'!«HC'l  jtr"p*'rly  ciimtnirtod.  The  iiinflt<*r 
of  the  brijf  Anih,  frimi  ItMcftinl,  for  nojrloctinir  to 
mikkc  tho  ivBUc  of  provinioiiH  iluring  the  iMSffAge." 
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clearly  have  been  prevented,  had  there 
been  an  agent   at   Tralee,  Westport,  op 
Penzance.     Wlien  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  brought  forward  this  subject  in 
1841,  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  said,  that  he  had  framed  the 
Land  Board,  in  order  "  that  he  might  be 
afforded  a  greater  possibility  of  bringing 
before  the  House  a  more  peifect  system ; 
and  he  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would  bo 
prepared  to  support  him  in  so  doing  in 
1847.     It  was  with  this  view,  to  the  effec- 
tual improvement  of  the  system,  that  he 
submitted  the  present  Motion  to  the  House. 
It  would  be  an  improvement,  as  had  been 
suggested  by  the  late  Lord  Sydenham,  if 
there  was  a  passenger  protector  on  board  of 
each  emigrant  ship ;  neither  would  it  bo 
attended  by  any  great  additional  ex{>cnBe. 
The  third  point  was,  that  when  emigrants 
arrived  at  their  place  of  destination,  thej 
should  find,  not  only  an  agent  at  the  port 
of  entry,  but  one  who  should  direct  and 
even  accompany  them  to  the  spot  where 
they  could  find  location  or  employment. 
Such  a  person  was  well  known  to  privato 
companies,  under  the  name  of  a  dispersing 
agent.    In  this  manner,  the  more  eloquent 
than  correct  description  of  the  duties  of 
the  Land  Board  by  Lord  Stanley,  in  1843, 
would  be  fulfilled.     That  noble  Lord  had 
then  said,  *'  There  is  an  emigration  agent 
stationed  at  every  port  of  the  United  King- 
dom,'*— whereas,  he  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith) 
had    already    shown    their    deficiency  — 
**thus,*'   proceeded   his    Lordship,    "the 
superintending  care  of  the  Government  is 
carried  on  from  point  to  point — from  the 
time  the  emigrant  leaves  his  home,  at  tho 
extremity  of  Norfolk  or  Connaught,  till  ho 
rejoins  his  friends  in  the  wilds  and  wastes 
of  Upper  Canada."    Make  this  description 
literal,  and  he  was  satisfied.     There  was 
one  more  subject  of  a  most  delicate  nature 
that   required  the  tlee[>est  attention — the 
subject  of  female  emigration — when  they 
considtTCHl  the  fearful  disparity  of  the  sexes 
in  some  of  the  colonies.     According  to  tho 
last  cen.sus,  there  were  in  Van  Diemcn's 
Land  40,788  males  and  only  18,114  fe- 
males.    In  New  South  Wales  an  accurate 
analysis  of  the  pn)i>ortions  had  been  made; 
and  the   result  was,  that  if  all  the  single 
men  now  wished  to  marry,  not  one  in  ele- 
ven could  find  wives.     Now,  this  luckily 
was  a  subject  which  he  was  not  obliged  to 
treat  upon  his  own  authority  alone.   There 
was  a  lady  now  in  this  country,  Mrs.  Chis- 
holm,  to  whom  the  highciit  compliments 


The  three  first  of  which  offences  might    had  been  paid  by  the  immigration 
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mitiee  in  New  South  Wales.  They  spoke 
of  her  as  "  a  lady  whose  enlightened  and 
henevolent  exertions  in  hehalf  of  immigrants 
had  heen  such  as  to  merit  the  acknow- 
ledgment and  thanks  of  the  whole  colony." 
With  an  understandiDg  which  in  our  arro- 
gance we  were  pleased  to  call  masculine, 
hut  with  a  heart  that  could  only  be  a  wo- 
man's, Mrs.  Chisholm  had^devoted  herself 
to  the  advancement  of  the  condition  of  free 
settlers  arriving  in  New  South  Wales; 
and  this  was  her  opinion  as  to  female  emi- 
gration, in  answer  to  questions  from  the 
committee : — 

**  I  would  propose  that  they  should  be  sent  im- 
der  the  guardiaaship  of  respectable  ladies,  who 
would  exercise  parental  control  over  them.  I 
consider  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  meeting 
with  highly  respectable  persons  who  would  under- 
take this  charge,  and  feel  an  interest  in  their  wel- 
fure ;  such  as  the  widows  of  clergymen  and  military 
officers  who  might  be  desirous  to  make  an  addi- 
tion to  their  income.  The  object  of  Government 
should  be  to  keep  experienced  and  respectable 
persons  in  this  employment.  I  quite  disapprove 
of  females  coming  out  under  what  is  called  the 
protection  of  fiumlies.  A  number  of  the  ycrang 
women  informed  me  that  they  never  saw  the 
parties  to  whom  they  were  consigned,  until  they 
met  them  on  board  of  ship.  I  think  there  are 
thousands  of  young  females  in  the  United  King- 
dom, the  daughters  of  highly  respectable  persom, 
who  must  earn  their  own  living ;  and  they  wirald 
come  to  this  colony  to  better  t^ir  oircumstaooes. 
Under  a  good  system  the  best  would  emigrate." 

That  this  would  be  the  case,  was  no  theoiy 
of  this  lady's.  It  was  known  that  persons 
of  the  class  she  described  undertook  the 
charge  of  young  women  to  the  East  Indies. 
The  last  subject  he  should  urge  on  the 
attention  of  the  Ministry,  was  the  composi- 
tion of  the  Emigration  Board  itself.  He 
did  not  think  it  had  sufficient  dignity  and 
importance ;  it  ought  not  to  be  a  mere  de- 
pendency of  the  Colonial  Office.  Why  not 
establish  a  commission  similar  to  the  Rail- 
way Board  ?  Why  not — ^though  he  did 
not  especially  insist  upon  it — ^have  a  Par- 
liamentary head  ?  The  adoption  of  such  a 
course  would  add  much  to  the  consequenoe, 
and,  he  believed,  to  the  utility,  of  the  in- 
stitution, and  would  add  but  little  to  the 
expense.  He  would  sum  up  the  cost,  as 
he  had  ventured  rashly  to  propose  a  plan, 
in  order  to  show  the  chariest  Chanmlor 
of  the  Exchequer  how  little  he  had  to 
fear  from  him.  The  addittonal  ageney 
might  cost  20,000{.;  the  female  emigre 
tion  10,000/.;  so  that  the  whole  additional 
cost  would  not  exceed  30,0001.  After 
all,  this  was  the  least  even  of  the  eoknial 
votes.  As  to  others,  only  last  year  tiiej 
had  voted  for  the  improf«iiMnta  in  flus 


British  ICufleom  a  sum  of  45,0002.  H« 
did  not  think  th^t  money  ill  laid  out.  Vmt 
from  it.  He  thought  it  well  that  Uie  wfSk 
ders  ef  nature  Mm  art,  collected  in  th«| 
admirable  institution,  diould  be  brougbl^ 
familiarly  before  the  eyes  of  the  pum* 
But  when  he  compared  the  great  «id  nr 
tend(9d  advantages  of  emigration,  with  tb« 
objects  attained  by  the  Britidi  Museum,  1m 
felt  that  as  large  a  sum  as  had  been  Tot0i 
to  that  institution  would  be  well  laid  w% 
for  advancing  the  purposes  of  emigratiim. 
He  did  not,  however,  mean  to  ask  thii 
House  to  give  any  large  sums  at  preeanfc} 
he  merely  wished  to  follow  the  direetioa 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Ministflr 
had  taken,  because  he  must  have  intendMl 
to  pursue  some  more  systematic  and  lane 
desultory  course  than  had  hitherto  heeft 
Mowed.  He  wanted,  thra,  to  fumiak  th« 
voluntary  emigrant  with  ready  sooroea  «( 
information  upon  the  subject  of  his  wtali, 
at  first  starting  for  a  distant  land— Jia 
wished  to  provide  protection  for  him  opmi 
the  unknown,  and  perhaps  hitherto  ur-  -- 
ocean ;  and,  above  all,  when  the  emii, 
should  have  arrived  at  the  port  of  his 
tination,  in  a  phu;e  with  whidi  he  vie 
wholly  unacquainted,  and  in  which  he  bed 
little  in  common  witii  the  inhabitants  ww 
the  same  language,  tiiat  he  should  be  aU« 
to  have  pointed  out  to  him  by  responsiUi 
agents  the  best  means  of  at  once  i^pljivf 
himself  to  the  attainment,  not,  perhm,  m 
immediate  affluence,  bat,  at  least,  of  thai 
which  in  his  native  ooontrj  had  bMQ 
denied  to  him,  a  kborious  oompetcttee. 
He  hoped  he  should  not  receive  m«i  Ua 
hon.  Friends,  by  way  of  answer,  any  of  tba 
usual  ones  given  to  those  unfortunate  indi- 
viduals who  might  have  to  bring  forwaid 
plAns  of  their  own.  He  cared,  howevir» 
but  litde  for  this  specific  reanli,  if  Htr 
ll^esty's  lliniaters  would  but  promian.li 
give  ample  devdopmeni  and  meet  to  ihn 
phMis  they  had  themselvea  prepoaed.  Tk$ 
right  luA.  Oentleman  oonelaud  bj  nMw 
ing— 

«« That,  ia  order  to  asrist  and  SMouniis  vitaii. 
tsiy  emvratiM  ^  the  (k)l09ls%  it  is  «nMM 
Increase  the  importanee  and  aatbcritf  or  the  bad 
and  Emimtion  Beaid--to'add to  thsir sgefMrn 
Great  Britahi  and  Irei^ad,  and' proBietsthefarfj^ 
knt  saperiBteadenee  «f  «h#  passsge  and  irfjle 


Urtition  sf  the  sssJgnufs.** 

Mm.  MAOKIMMON  aeeonded  the  Mn. 
tiim.  Hia  vieva  eonpleMy  eoineided  wUk 
ihoie  of  the  kon.  Hover.  He  spoke  wtt| 
some  ezDenenen  nmm  the  saljeet,  hnvhif 
kadthenoBoorof  Being  for  seme  time  m. 
for  tkn  oslenj  -if 
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South  Australia.  There  were  few  sub- 
j^ts  upon  which  so  much  had  been  said, 
and  yet  of  which  so  little  was  understood, 
as  the  subject  of  emigration.  If  gentle- 
men in  the  country  f^lt  themselves  an- 
noyed by  what  they  considered  to  be  an 
over-population,  they  immediately  came  to 
the  House  and  tried  to  persuade  the  Mem- 
bers and  the  Government  that  an  extensive 
system  of  emigration  ought  to  be  adopted, 
the  expenses  of  which  should  be  borne  by 
the  country  at  large.  He  agreed  with 
these  who  thought  that  emigration  was 
most  desirable ;  but  he  also  thought  that 
the  less  the  Government  interfered  with  it, 
the  better.  It  would  not  do  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  tax  the  country  to  such  an 
extent  merely  as  would  enable  them  to 
send  out  emigrants  to  the  colonics.  They 
should  go  further,  if  they  undertook  it  at 
all,  and  raise  enough  to  provide  for  those 
emigrants  for  at  least  six  months,  until 
they  would  be  enabled  to  cam  their  own 
means  of  living.  If  they  did  not  make 
such  a  provision,  they  would  be  commit- 
ting an  act  of  great  cruelty  in  sending 
them  out  at  all.  They  should  remember 
that  the  individuals  of  the  greatest  impor- 
tance to  a  colony,  were  the  laborious  hard- 
working people,  and  those  should  be  pro- 
vided for  until  employment  could  be  found 
for  them,  if  the  Government  were  to  un- 
dertake to  send  them  out.  But  they  might 
do  much  for  those  emigrants  who  had 
means  enough  to  take  themselves  out,  and 
to  cultivate  the  land  which  they  might  get 
when  arrived.  Agents  of  the  Government 
should  be  allowed  to  give  suificient  portions 
of  land  to  persons  able  to  purchase.  In 
the  colony  (South  Australia)  with  which 
ho  was  connected,  they  merely  took  money 
for  tbe  lands  allotted  and  sold  to  settlers, 
and  applied  it  to  the  bringing  out  of 
more  emigrants.  And  although  he  thought 
that  no  groat  expenditure  should  bo  in- 
curred, yet  if  a  few  thousand  pounds  were 
to  be  well  laid  out  in  assisting  a  good  mea- 
Burc  of  emigration,  ho  should  have  no  ob- 
jection, remaining  still,  however,  of  opin- 
ion, that  the  loss  the  Government  interfered 
directly,  the  better. 

Mh.  LEFKOY  was  anxious  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  expressing  his  thanks  to 
the  hon.  Gentloman  who  had  introduced 
the  question  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House;  and  ho  did  so  with  the  greater 
pleasure,  bocause  he  did  not  generally 
agree  with  the  hon.  (lontlonmn  in  his  opin- 
ions and  politics,  liut  ho  thought  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  at  tho 


present  time  most  important;  and,howeTer 
individuals  might  differ  upon  the  terms  of 
the  plan,  he  believed  it  would  be  gene- 
rally admitted  that  some  mode  of  carrying 
its  objects  into  effect  should  be  adopted. 
Wlien  they  remembered  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  as  to  tho  measures 
which  had  to  be  adopted  for  tho  mere  pur- 
pose of  warding  on  starvation  from  the 
people,  they  must  feel  that  some  measure 
should  be  adopted  for  relieving  that  coun- 
try from  the  pressure  of  such  an  over- 
population. He  valued  highly  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  he 
thought  that  if  the  object  could  be  accom- 
plished, of  having  a  proper  superintendence 
of  the  passage  of  the  emigrants,  and  pro- 
per officers  appointed  for  their  guidance 
after  their  arrival  in  the  colonies,  it  would 
be  one  of  the  most  efficient  and  best  steps 
that  could  be  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. The  poor  law,  even  as  it  stood, 
gave  some  assistance  to  emigration ;  but  a 
generally  extended  system  would  be  one  of 
the  safest  and  best  modes  of  conferring  a 
lasting  benefit  on  Ireland.  He  trusted 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if 
it  did  no  more,  would  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  and  of  eveir  one  who 
considered  deeply  the  position  of  Ireland, 
to  it;  and  all  must  admit  that  the  question 
was  one  of  the  greatest  importance.  For 
his  own  part,  he  was  ready  to  give  his 
best  assistance  to  the  forwarding  of  such 
a  plan,  if  he  could  be  of  any  use. 

Mr.  KERR  thanked  the  hon.  Gentle 
man  who  had  introduced  the  resolution. 
The  plan  proposed  would,  in  his  opinion, 
effect  the  most  good ;  indeed,  he  thought 
it  would  be  almost  the  only  means,  and 
certainly  the  most  effectual,  of  relieving 
the  distresses  and  difficulties  of  Ireland. 

Mh.  hawks  could  assure  his  richt 
hon.  Friend  who  bruught  forward  this 
Motion,  that  he  had  not  one  word  of  com- 
plaint to  urge  against  him  for  the  manner 
or  the  spirit  in  which  he  introduced  it  to 
the  House.  The  subject  was  unquestion- 
ably one  of  groat  .importance,  though  it 
might  be  that  he  did  not  take  quite  the  same 
view  of  it  as  his  right  hon.  Friend;  and  ho 
certainly  did  not  think  that  by  giving  a 
parliamentary  character  to  tlie  Emigration 
Board,  they  would  render  it  of  any  greater 
or  more  efficient  service  than  it  was 
already.  Ho  thought,  however,  that  bis 
right  hon.  Friend  rather  under-estimated 
the  exertions  of  the  board  as  it  at  present 
existed.      It  appeared  to  him  that  tha 
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board  as  now  constitated  was  neither  in- 
tended to  promote  nor  stimnlate  emigration, 
but  rather  to  assist  and  advise  emigrants, 
and  remove  impediments  and  difficulties 
from  their  way,  and  thereby  allow  the  even 
current  of  voluntary  emigration  to  flow  un- 
interruptedly in  whatever  direction  it 
might  naturally  take  ;  and  he  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  the  House  by  re- 
turns of  what  had  been  done  by  the  board, 
that  nearly  all  that  could  possibly  be  done 
by  it,  constituted  as  it  was  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  he  contended  it  was  in- 
tended, had  been  effected  most  ably  and 
zealously  by  the  Gentlemen  composing  it. 
At  the  same  time  it  was  right  for  him  to 
say  that  no  suggestion  which  fell  from  his 
.  right  hon.  Friend  would  be  overlooked,  as 
there  was  no  desire  whatever  to  retain  the 
board  exactly  as  it  was.  There  was  an  anx- 
ious wish  felt  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Colonial  Department  that  the  board 
should  be  efficient  for  the  purposes  for  which 
it  was  appointed;  and  anything  tending  to 
that  object  would  receive  hit  attentive 
consideration.  But  even  if  Parliament 
were  to  sanction  all  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  desired,  he  thought  it  would  still  be 
almost  impossible  for  the  board  to  do  more 
than  they  did  at  present,  unless  the  Legis- 
lature contemplated  actual  payment  of  the 
passage  money  for  emigrants ;  a  course 
which  ho  believed  his  right  hon.  Friend 
did  not  recommend.  He  believed  he  should 
be  able  to  show  that  the  board  was  at  pre- 
sent far  more  efficient  than  his  right  non. 
Friend  seemed  to  imagine,  or  than  the 
House  would  be  inclined  to  suppose,  from 
the  statement  which  he  had  made.  The 
evidence  on  this  head  was  sufficiently 
striking  to  justify  him  in  producing  it  to 
the  House  in  a  small  compass.  The  board, 
as  the  House  would  bear  in  mind,  had  not 
been  very  long  constituted.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  held,  ho  believed,  at  the  time  the 
office  which  he  had  now  the  honour  to  fill, 
of  Under  Secretary  to  the  Colonies  ;  and 
in  that  capacity,  his  right  hon.  Friend,  no 
doubt,  had  frequent  communication  with 
the  Land  and  Emigration  Commissioners; 
and  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  permit 
him  to  say  so,  he  was  now  therefore  raiher 
late  in  discovering  the  deficiency  of  the 
board  which  the  noble  Lord,  under  whom 
he  served,  had  then  established.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  was,  he  thoughty  not 
very  successful  in  the  amendments  whieh 
he  proposed.  He  would  for  a  moment 
consider  what  the  board  had  aetuaUj  done; 
but  he  wished  first  to  correct  a  ftel 


by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that  there 
not  a  vigorous  and  vigilant  superintendeiiq|^ 
on  the  part  of  tiie  board  and  of  ^eir 
agents.  On  the ,  contraiy,  there  wat  m 
superintending  and  directing  agency  ex* 
ercised  on  the  part  of  the  board,  whibh 
made  the  statement  of  a  noble  Lord  who 
lately  filled  the  situation  of  Colonial  8e« 
cretary,  he  meant  Lord  Stanley,  sinoAj, 
and  almost  literally  true,  that  the  emi- 
grant, from  the  moment  he  left  his  pariak 
until  he  arrived  at  the  location  whidi  he 
selected,  was  well  and  effieientiy  superiii- 
tended  and  directed.  Now,  he  would  ask 
the  House  to  look  for  a  moment  to  ilio 
amount  of  emigration  eondueted  by  the 
board  for  the  last  ten  yean.  Within  tliui 
period  the  persons  sent  out  to  Australia 
were  20,000  under  the  direct  management 
of  the  office,  and  28,000  more  under  hi 
inunediate  superintendence;  making  a 
total  of  48,000  emigrants  within  ten  yeaxiii 
The  House  would  bear  in  mind  that  thie 
was  a  quarter  to  which  emigration  had  not 
before  been  directed.  Until  his  noUe 
Friend  at  present  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Department  adopted  means  for  making  the 
sale  of  the  waste  lands  sustain  emigratioiiv 
no  free  European  emigrants  had  been  sent 
to  those  colonies.  Yet,  under  that  system* 
48,000  individuals  had  been  sent  out  in  ten 
years  under  the  supervision  of  the  board, 
and  had  been  all  provided  with  neoeMaries 
for  the  voyage,  and  had,  he  behoved,  in  tlw 
meantime,  been  suoeessful  in  looatiiig 
themselves.  One  striking  proof  of  the 
successful  operation  of  tiie  board  mm 
afforded  by  the  gradual  decrease  that  had 
taken  place  in  the  mortality  on  board  emi- 
grant ships*  At  first  the  mortality  was 
about  five  per  cent;  but  under  the 
superintendence  of  the  board  it  had 
been  gradually  redueed,  until  latterly  it 
was  not  more  than  one-half  per  emi.  Im 
fact,  tlurough  the  precautions  adopted  hgr 
the  board,  tiie  mortality  daring  the  voyagM 
was  at  present  abccuatdy  less  ^  oMi 
than  among  the  popnlation  remaining  la 
the  eonntry.  But  that  was  sot  the  oilj 
instance  in  which  the  hoard  sooeeaafidly 
superintended  emiffratioiit  and  direoted  ill 
enrrent.  He  would  refar  to  the  emigratimi 
of  the  Cooliee  to  the  West  Indiee.  Tlu* 
plan  was  introdaeed  by  the  kte  Oofoiik- 
ment;  and  he  saw  his  maa.  Friend  opporila 
(Mr.  a.  W.  Hope),  who»  ia  eoajvaetiott 
with  thendUe  Lord  then  at  the  head  if 
the  Colonial  Department,  adopted  tint 
pita  of  aencBng  labomrera  .from  the  Bmi 
h^  to  thTWeit  India  Coteniea.    h 
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1845  and  1846,  the  Emigration  Commis- 
aioners  were  called  upon  to  superintend 
thiB  new  system  of  emigration.  Nearly 
seventy  ships  were  engaged  in  London  hy 
them,  and  18,000  Coolies  were  sent  to  the 
West  Indies.  Hero,  again,  ho  found  a 
gradual  decrease  of  mortality  on  hoard  the 
ships.  Those  from  Calcutta,  owing  to  the 
prevalence  of  cholera  there,  suffered  most; 
hut  in  the  vessels  which  sailed  from  Ma- 
dras the  mortality  was  reduced  to  eight- 
tenths  per  cent,  and  from  Sierra  Leone  the 
deaths  were  still  less.  His  right  hon. 
Friend,  therefore,  had  scarcely  done  justice 
to  the  labours  of  the  present  Commission- 
ers; and  he  did  not  see  that  any  increase 
of  expenditure  or  any  parliamentary  ex- 
penditure would  be  more  efficient,  or  that 
a  parliamentary  representative  for  the 
hoard  would  render  it  more  perfect  or  make 
it  more  known.  The  Commission  was  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonial  Department,  who  had  al- 
ways a  seat  in  one  House  or  the  other;  and 
having,  in  point  of  fact,  the  responsibility 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Land 
and  Emigration  Commissioners,  he  was  al- 
ways present  in  Parliament  to  take  that 
responsibility,  and  to  aiford  either  House 
information.  Let  him  also  state  to  the 
House  the  extent  of  voluntary  emigration 
which,  superintended  in  a  great  degree  by 
this  board,  had  proceeded  from  this  country. 
From  the  year  1837  to  the  year  1846  in- 
clusive, no  less  than  856,392  persons  had 
left  this  country  as  emigrants;  to  America, 
740,302;  to  Australia,  100.754;  and  to 
other  places,  15,536.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  had  scarcely  given  a  cor- 
rect impression  of  the  nature  of  the  agen- 
cies connected  with  emigration.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  report  from  their  emigration 
agent  at  Kingston,  in  Canada,  giving  very 
minute  details  of  the  number  of  emigrants 
that  had  been  forwarded  by  him  through 
the  interior  parts  of  the  country,  which  did 
not  bear  out  the  statement  made  on  this 
point  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
wished  by  these  details  to  show  that  what 
his  right  hon.  Friend  aimed  at  was  already 
mainly  accomplished,  and  that  the  system 
of  voluntary  emigration  now  existing  was 
one  entitled  to  their  confidence,  rather 
than  one  which  required  that  the  board 
should  be  altered,  and  an  unnecessary  ex- 
pense inflicted  un  the  public  by  increasing 
the  establishment.  He  wished  it  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  he  did  not  speak  of  co- 
lonisation— there  was  a  great  difference 
between   that  and  emigration;  he  spoke 


only  of  that  stream  of  daily  emigraiioa 
which  proceeded  voluntarily  from  thia 
country;  and  as  far  as  that  was  concern- 
ed, he  thought  the  present  board  had 
been  successful  and  of  great  benefit.  Hia 
right  hon.  Friend  knew  very  well  that  per- 
sons not  connected  with  the  Government 
collected  people  and  sent  them  out  to  the 
colonies.  Upon  that  system,  he  believed, 
there  was  but  one  opinion.  He  had  evi- 
dence to  show  that  amongst  the  colonista 
there  was  but  one  desire,  namely,  that  the 
Emigration  Board  should  continue  to  direct 
emigration.  On  the  part  of  the  shipowners, 
who  might  be  supposed  to  be  more  inter- 
ested parties,  the  feeling  was  to  the  same 
effect;  and,  as  far  as  he  knew,  on  the  pari 
of  the  public,  cases  of  complaint  against 
the  proceedings  of  the  Emigration  Board 
were  very  rare;  but  when  they  did  occor, 
they  were  most  carefully  and  anxiously  in- 
vestigated under  the  authority  of  the  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies,  and  the  actire 
agency  of  the  board  itself.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  seemed  to  have  brought  on  his  Mo- 
tion with  reference  to  the  immediate  ne- 
cessity of  the  present  moment;  but  the 
Government  were  quite  alive  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  and  intended  to 
increase  the  emigration  vote  for  the  pre- 
sent year.  There  would  be  more  sufficient 
means  provided  at  the  port  of  Liverpool; 
and  if  at  any  other  ports  the  number  c^ 
persons  desiring  to  emigrate  increased,  the 
number  of  agents  would  be  increased  also; 
and  all  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  recom- 
mended, not  the  less  because  he  did  re- 
commend it,  would  be  cheerfully  adopted. 
That  would  show  that  there  was  no  indis- 
position, by  every  means  within  the  power 
of  tlie  Government,  to  meet  the  present 
emergency,  by  again  directing  a  voluntary 
system  of  emigration.  But  if  his  right 
hon.  Friend  contemplated  colonization 
through  this  board,  he  contemplated  that 
which  the  board  was  never  constituted  to 
undertake.  A  system  of  colonization  wai 
a  course  of  policy  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  that  House  must  decide;  it  was 
a  much  more  difficult  and  comprehcosivo 
question  than  that  of  emigration.  He  wish- 
ed he  could  speak  definitely  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  colonization.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
knew  that  a  question  of  that  sort  depended 
upon  the  sufficiency  of  funds:  but  if  syste- 
matic colonization,  or  colonization  upon  a 
largo  scale,  was  to  be  encouraged,  let  them 
give  free  institutions  and  good  local  go- 
vernment to  those  colonics.  The  capital 
and  labour  of  this  country  might  be  \ 
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ficially  directed  to  them;  but  the  first  and 
great  elements  of  a  sound  system  of  colo- 
nization were  free  institutions  and   good 
local  government.     He  thought  he  might 
say  that  that  end  had  been  at  least  ob- 
tained in  the  charter  and  royal  instructions 
for  the  future  government  of  New  Zealand. 
If  there  were  no  Emigration  Board  estab- 
lished— if  nothing  were  done  to  regulate 
the  voyage  and  all  the  details  connected 
with  that  long  and  sometimes  dangerous 
passage — he  should  say  it  was  within  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  do  much  to 
encourage  emigration;  but  from  the  expe- 
rience he  had  yet  had,  he  thought  the  pre- 
sent Emigration  Board,  and  the  increased 
vote  for  the   purpose  of  emigration  this 
year,  and  the  provisions  for  agents  to  re- 
ceive and  direct  forward  emigrants  as  they 
arrived,  was  about  all  that  the  Government 
could  do   to  encourage  a  system  of  free 
emigration  which  was  at  all  likely  to  arise 
under  all  circumstances.    But  he  must  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  one  part  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend's  speech.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  said,  **  Increase  the  number 
of  agents ;  nay,  even  appoint  commission- 
ers to  encourage  emigration.     Send  them 
into  every  parish  in  the  country;  give  every 
encouragement  to  incite  persons  to  emi- 
grate."    He  thought  that  that  would  be  a 
very  dangerous  course,  and  would  lead  to 
great  disappointment;  for  whence  were  the 
funds  to  come  ?     At  present,  they  came 
from  private  sources,  or  the  sale  of  the 
Crown  lands  in  the  colonies;  but  if  they 
stimulated  neighbourhoods  and  parishes  to 
emigrate,  where  would  they  find  the  funds  ? 
The  emigrants  would  be  crowding  in  the 
ports  discontented,  and  justly  so,  and  the 
blame  would  lie  at  the  door  of  those  who 
so  unguardedly  incited  emigration  without 
supplying  the  means  of  paying  their  pas- 
sage.    Then  his  right  hon.  Friend  said, 
that  as  to  the  sale  of  Crown  lands  nothing 
had  been  done.  He  could  show  that  causes 
had  been  in  operation  to  prevent  the  sale 
of  Crown  lands  in  New  South  Wales  and 
Australia;  but   there   had   been   sales   of 
Crown  lands,  and  he  found  that  between 
1840  and  1846,  the  sale  of  those  lands  in 
New  South  Wales,  Port  Philip,  Van  Die- 
men's    Land,   Western   Australia,    South 
Australia,  New  Zealand,  and  the  Falkland 
Islands,  amounted  to  45,5071. — the  whole 
of  which  had  been  devoted  to  emigration. 
It  was  not,  however,  in  the  province  of  the 
Board  of  Emigration  to  direct  the  sale  of 
Crown  lands.     He  was  not  aware  that  he 
had  omitted  to  touch  upon  any  point  raiaed 


by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He  did  not  wish 
to  meet  this  Motion  by  a  direct  negative, 
but  rather  to  show  his  anxious  desire  to 
receive  any  hint  that  would  facilitate  free 
and  voluntary  emigration.  He  therefore 
proposed  to  meet  the  Motion  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  by  moving  the  previous  ques- 
tion, assuring  his  right  hon.  Friend  that 
the  subject  would  receive  all  the  attention 
that  the  Government  could  give  to  it. 

Dr.  BOWRING  said,  the  feeling  wag 
strong  in  some  of  our  most  remote  colonies 
that  the  principles  of  liberty  were  not  suf- 
ficiently recognised,  and  that  the  influence 
of  despotism  was  aUowed  to  prevail  too 
strongly.  In  every  portion  of  the  globe 
where  Her  Majesty's  rule  extended,  an  ex- 
pectation had  been  raised  that  the  princi- 
ples of  a  representative  and  responsible 
government  would  be  established  and  re* 
cognised:  and  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  Tiews  of  the  Colonial  Office 
in  this  respect.  It  would  do  infinite  honour 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  if  they  would 
allow  a  general  declaration  to  go  abroad, 
that  where  British  citizens  should  establish 
themselves,  there  the  rights  of  British  citi- 
zens would  be  recognised — that  they  should 
no  longer  be  under  authority  of  a  despotic 
or  tyrannical  character,  but  take  with  them 
the  same  privileges  which  those  enjoyed 
whom  they  had  left. 

Mr.  ha  WES  said^  his  hon.  Friend 
would  scarcely  expect  him  to  give  a  very 
distinct  or  definite  answer  to  his  questions. 
It  would  be  highly  imprudent  in  him;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  Gentlemen  who  attended 
to  subjects  of  colonial  interest  would  recol- 
lect what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  in  the  course  of  last  Ses- 
sion. To  what  his  noble  Friend  then  said» 
he  adhered.  He  cordially  adopted  the 
principle  then  laid  down,  and  the  first 
fruits  of  it  would  be  found  in  the  constitu- 
tion conferred  upon  the  colony  of  New 
Zealand.  The  subject  was  one  which  oc- 
cupied the  attention  of  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department. 
Beyond  this  assurance,  he  could  nardly  be 
expected  to  enter. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  O'BRIEN  was  sorry 
that  so  limited  a  character  had  been  given 
to  this  debate.  He  should  have  been 
happy  if  an  early  opportunity  had  been 
taken  this  Session  of  entering  upon  the 
whole  question  of  colonization.  Colonisa- 
tion was  very  different  firom  emigration; 
but  as  the  question  was  likely  to  be  bronght 
before  the  House,  and  measures  adojpted 
in  the  colonies  whereby  emigration  nught 
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be  carried  on  to  the  greatest  advantage,  he 
should  confine  his  attention  to  some  of 
the  points  adverted  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northampton. 
With  many  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
suggestions  he  entirely  concurred.  He  be- 
lieved himself  that  sufficient  pains  had  not 
been  taken  by  the  Land  and  Emigration 
Committee  to  extend  emigration.  He  did  not 
think  thoy  had  been  sufficiently  impressed 
with  the  importance  of  communicating 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom  informa- 
tion upon  the  state  of  emigration  prospects, 
particularly  at  the  commencement  of  the 
season.  Would  there  be  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  an  estimate  of  the 
number  of  emigrants  that  might  annually 
be  received  in  the  British  colonies,  and 
also  to  repeal  the  emigration  tax?  No 
colonization  circular  had  been  published 
during  the  present  year,  and  great  numbers 
of  people  therefore  were  necessarily  in  en- 
tire ignorance  as  to  which  of  the  colonies 
it  would  be  most  advantageous  to  them  to 
direct  their  attention.  As  to  agents,  not  a 
single  port  ought  to  be  left  unprovided  with 
them;  and  agents  should  be  established  in 
every  one  of  the  colonics  to  receive  and  at- 
tend to  the  emigrants.  It  would  also  be 
desirable  that  when  the  emigrants  arrived 
out,  a  minister  of  their  own  persuasion 
should  be  appointed  to  watch  over  their 
spiritual  welfare.  The  boards  of  guardians 
in  Ireland  ought  to  have  greater  power  to 
assist  emigration.  By  these  various  means 
he  was  convinced  a  greater  number  of  emi- 
grants might  obtain  imjtroved  prospects  of 
bettering  their  condition  in  the  British  co- 
lonies, and  of  becoming  tlie  possessors  of 
land.  Considering  the  present  state  of 
Ireland,  he  really  did  not  know  any  mea- 
sure more  deserving  the  serious  attention 
of  the  House  than  emigration,  as  a  means 
of  extricating  that  country  from  its  present 
deplorable  position. 

LuKi)  J.  UrSSKLL  would  endeavour  to 
answer  some  of  the  particular  questions 
which  had  becMi  put  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  Gentleman  first  asked 
whether  any  estimate  could  be  given  of 
the  number  of  persons  who  could  be  an- 
nually received  in  the  British  North  Ame- 
rican colonies.  It  was  impossible  for  the 
Goveniment  to  form  any  CMtimate  of  that 
kind.  They  would  bo  leading  the  House 
and  the  public  into  error  if  they  attcmptetl 
to  funiish  any  estimute  of  the  number  of 
persons  who  could  be  received  in  those  co- 
lonies in  any  one  year;  and  it  was  because 
they  were  unable  to  form  any  such  esti< 


mate,  that,  after  a  great  deal  of  considera- 
tion, they  thought  it  unadvisable  to  under- 
take the  payment  of  the  passage  of  emi- 
grants thither.  The  hon.  Gentleman  most 
see,  if  he  turned  his  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject with  a  practical  view,  that  when  a 
great  number  of  emigrants  arrived  in  a  co- 
lony, for  whom,  or  for  whose  labour,  there 
was  no  demand,  great  difficulties  would 
arise  in  the  first  place  to  those  poor  per^ 
sons  who  had  crossed  the  seas  without 
being  able  to  better  their  condition,  and 
that  next  a  feeling  would  arise  among  the 
colonists  most  injurious  to  the  welfare  of 
the  colony.  It  was,  therefore,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Government,  better  to  leave 
emigration  to  be  carried  on  first  by  the 
voluntary  disposition  towards  it  which  there 
was  on  the  part  of  many  in  this  country, 
with  the  assistance  that  might  be  given  by 
landlords  or  parishes  to  poor  persons ;  and, 
in  the  next  place,  to  the  intelligence  which 
was  received  from  the  colonies  and  from 
the  United  States  of  America,  with  regard 
to  the  prospects  of  employment.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  very  well — and  it  was  a 
most  honourable  service  on  the  part  of  those 
Irish  who  had  gone  before — that  a  very 
large  sum, not  less  than  100,000/.,  had  been 
transmitted  by  them  within  the  last  few 
months  to  their  relatives,  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  their  emigration.  This  fact 
showed  that  voluntary  exertions,  where  the 
Government  had  not  taken  any  particular 
direction,  were  providing  funds  for  the  pur- 
pose. But  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
whether  it  was  the  opinion  of  Government 
that  the  emigration  tax  should  be  con- 
tinued, that  tax  being,  as  he  must  allow, 
to  a  certain  amount,  an  apparent  obstruc- 
tion to  emigration.  He  said  "  an  apparent 
obstruction  to  emigration,**  because  he  did 
not  tliink  it  was  a  real  obstructicn ;  and 
for  that  reason  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
continued.  The  emigrants  arriving  at 
Quebec  used  formerly  to  be  in  a  destitute 
condition  ;  many  of  them  utterly  unable  to 
go  further;  while,  at  the  same  time,  there 
was  not  in  the  ports  of  Canada  a  sufficient 
demand  for  labour  to  afford  the  means  of 
employing  them  beneficially.  The  proceeds 
of  the  emigration  tax,  which  did  not  ex- 
ceed 5s.  per  head,  were  devoted,  in  the 
first  place,  to  provide  hospitals  and  care 
for  those  who  arrived  sick,  and  were  un- 
able to  proceed  into  the  country;  another 
object  of  it  was.  to  enable  those  persons 
who  were  unable  from  want  of  means  to 
proceed  into  the  country,  to  reach  the 
places  where  there  wai  a  sufficient  doMiid 
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for  their  labour.  It  seemed  to  him,  there- 
fore, that  there  could  not  be  a  tax  with  a 
bettor  object,  or  one  which  had  more  fully 
answered  its  purpose.  The  consequence 
had  been,  that  of  late  years  emigration 
had  very  considerably  increased  ;  and, 
whilst  it  had  so  increased,  it  appeared  from 
the  reports  of  the  agents  in  our  North 
American  provinces,  that  the  demand  for 
labour  had  been  promoted ;  there  were 
none  of  those  sad  complaints  of  numbers 
lying  sick  in  the  streets,  and  of  the  failure 
of  emigration,  which  in  former  years  were 
common.  Last  year,  1846,  the  total  num- 
ber of  emigrants  from  this  country  to 
British  North  America,  Australia,  and 
other  places,  was  129,851.  The  only 
assistance  given  at  present  was  a  small 
sum,  which  he  himself  recommended,  for 
the  purpose  of  conveying  emigrants  from 
Quebec  and  other  ports  into  the  interior  of 
the  country,  because  he  thought  as  there 
was  proof,  by  their  going  out  and  paying 
for  their  passage  across  the  seas,  that  they 
had  some  means,  a  small  amount  might  be 
granted  to  assist  the  emigration  tax.  He 
did  not  exactly  know  how  much  that  sum 
was,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
no  necessity  why  it  should  be  increased ;  at 
the  same  time,  he  was  quite  ready  to  say, 
that  if  next  year  the  tendency  to  emigration 
appeared  strong  and  decided,  the  sum  al- 
lowed for  assisting  emigrants  might  be 
increased.  He  had  just  been  informed 
that  the  sum  was  5,000/.  for  the  present 
year,  and  he  did  not  see  any  grounds  for 
its  increase  ;  but  though  he  now  expressed 
that  opinion,  it  would  not  preclude  the 
Government  from  taking  into  consideration 
the  circumstances  of  the  mother  country 
and  of  the  colonies  at  a  future  time.  To 
apply  at  present  any  further  or  additional 
stimulus,  might  only  add  to  the  general 
distress,  and  micjht  have  the  effect  of  in- 
undating the  colonies  with  labourers  for 
whom  no  employment  could  be  found.  He 
had  been  told,  that  at  the  present  moment 
the  State  of  New  York  was  about  to  im- 
pose an  emigration  tax,  and  to  take  other 
measures,  in  consequence  of  the  number  of 
persons  who  had  arrived  there,  with  a  view 
of  checking  them.  He  assured  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  if  the  Government  thought 
the  voting  of  an  inconsiderable  sum,  or 
even  a  considerable  sum,  for  the  purposes 
of  emigration,  would  be  conducive  to  the 
benefit  of  Ireland  and  the  colonies,  they 
would  be  ready  to  agree  to  it ;  but,  after 
full  consideration,  and  after  seeing  the 
great  benelit  derived  from  leaving  emigra- 


tion to  the  voluntary  efforts  of  individuals, 
he  was  not  of  opinion  that  any  large  assist- 
ance on  the  part  of  the  Government  was 
desirable.  With  regard  to  the  details  of 
the  poor  law  as  to  emigration,  he  would 
look  to  the  clauses  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  pointed  out,  and  if  they  were  de- 
fective, he  should  be  happy  to  confer  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  upon  their  amendment. 
With  respect  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  he  thought  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  had  fully  answered  the 
points  in  dispute ;  and  he,  therefore,  had 
confined  himself  to  answering  the  questions 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  G.  W.  HOPE  said,  it  was  all  very 
well  to  lay  down  general  theories  upon  such 
a  subject  as  this,  but  it  was  much  more 
difficult  to  carry  them  into  practice.  He 
had  often  had  to  defend  the  Colonial  De- 
partment for  not  doing  more  in  this  direc- 
tion ;  but  when  he  was  in  office,  it  was 
deemed  best  not  to  attempt  what  they 
foresaw  could  not  be  accomplished.  The 
Land  and  Emigration  Board  had  been 
charged  with  want  of  energy  and  activity; 
but  if  that  charge  could  be  maintained,  it 
was  owing  to  the  want  of  the  sinews  of 
war.  The  Australian  Board,  which  was 
supplied  with  funds  from  the  sale  of  land, 
had  shown  great  activity  and  energy;  so 
also  had  the  Coolie  and  West  Indian 
Boards.  He  contended  that  the  Commis- 
sioners, so  far  from  showing  a  want  of 
activity,  had  displayed  the  greatest  skill 
and  energy.  As  regarded  emigration  from 
this  country,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
stated  that  their  office  was  so  little  known, 
that  persons  could  scarcely  find  it  out.  If 
that  were  so,  it  did  not  result  from  any 
fault  in  the  constitution  of  the  board.  He 
knew,  however,  that  the  number  of  letters 
answered  in  one  year  by  that  board  was 
nearly  as  great  as  those  answered  by  the 
Colonial  Department.  The  applications 
were  most  numerous,  and  he  believed  that 
the  information  given  had  been  most  full 
and  satisfactory.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  that  a  measure  which  had  been 
brought  in  under  the  Administration  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  had  been  aban- 
doned. That  was  so ;  but  it  was  upon  the 
recommendation  and  report  of  Lord  Syden- 
ham that  that  had  been  done.  Lord 
Sydenham  said,  that  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  pronouncing  such  a  measure  inexpedient, 
for  the  sum  that  could  be  obtained  from 
Parliament  would  be  inconsiderable — it 
would  open  up  an  opportunity  of  jobbing, 
and  would  paralyse  all  indiyidoal  exertion. 
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Upon  that  report  the  Bcheme  had  heen 
ahandoned,  and  not,  he  believed,  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) himself. 

Mk.  C.  BULLER  admitted  that  he  had 
propounded  to  the  House  a  plan  which 
some  might  have  thought  Tisionary;  which 
certainly  was  so  comprehensive  that  he 
himself  could  scarcely  have  hoped  for  its 
adoption  ;  but  yet  which  he  thought  might 
have  removed  some  of  the  great  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  emigration.  His  noble  Friend 
also  had  thought,  that  by  making  an  im- 
mediate effort  in  the  way  of  emigration  to 
the  colonies,  some  beneficial  consequence 
might  result  to  Ireland.  Both  plans  were 
large,  and  both  had  undoubtedly  failed ; 
but  he  asked,  whether  it  was  any  discredit, 
either  to  his  noble  Friend  or  to  himself,  that 
they  had  proposed  and  had  done  their  best 
to  carry  out  plans  which  they  believed 
would  be  useful  in  their  results,  and  which 
they,  therefore,  thought  it  their  duty  to 
submit  to  the  House  ?  He  certainly  could 
not  apply  that  charge  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  or  to  the  noble  Lord 
under  whom  he  acted.  They  had  made 
theory  and  practice  perfectly  coincide. 
Their  theory  was,  that  it  was  unadvisable 
to  take  any  steps  to  found  British  settle- 
ments in  any  part  of  the  globe ;  and  most 
amply  did  they  carry  out  their  theory. 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  question  which 
had  been  brought  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  V.  Smith),  he  had  little  to  add  to 
what  had  been  stated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies. Any  deficiency  in  the  organization 
of  the  Land  and  Emigration  Board  was 
not  in  reality  the  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
colonization.  There  were,  in  his  opinion, 
two  great  difficulties.  One  was  the  ex- 
tremely imperfect  state  of  the  Colonial 
Govornmcntd;  and  the  other  was  the  utter 
inipoRHibility  of  getting  any  land  fund  from 
which  to  defray  tlie  expenses  of  emigration. 
In  Up|>er  Canada,  where  there  was  the 
largest  extent  of  unoccupied  land  in  the 
British  dominioiiH,  it  had  been  so  appro- 
priated in  former  times,  in  consequence  of 
profuse  grants  from  the  Cn»wn  to  absentee 
landlords,  that  when  Lord  Durham  pre- 
sented his  rc*port,  it  appeared  that  out  of 
17,0(K).ni)()  acres  of  surveyed  and  occupied 
land,  only  G<M  1,000  acres  had  been  left  in 
the  occupation  of  the  Crown.  Now,  let 
them  look  at  Prince  Edward*s  Island.  That 
block  of  lantl  contained  about  1,000,000 
acres.    Its  insular  position,  genial  climate, 


and  fertile  soil,  gare  it  an  advantage  orer 
almost  every  other  part  of  the  British  do- 
minions. That  island  now  supported  a 
population  of  12,000  people.  But  society 
there  was  in  a  stagnant,  unproductive, 
most  hopeless  state.  The  blight  of  that 
colony  occurred  in  a  single  day,  the  day 
when  the  king  of  this  country  was  advised 
to  grant  the  whole  of  that  island  to  persons 
in  London  who  knew  nothing  about  it  or 
its  capabilities.  The  next  colony  which 
was  available  for  emigration — which  he 
should  say  presented  the  noblest  field  of 
enterprise  to  the  English  race,  which  was 
admirably  situated  for  commerce,  superior 
in  climate  to  any  portion  of  the  world,  and 
of  great  extent — was  the  colony  commenc- 
ing  with  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  They  all 
knew  the  difficulty  there — the  presence  of 
a  savage  enemy  whom  no  colonists  would 
venture  to  encounter.  The  only  colonies 
left  as  a  seat  of  colonization,  were  the 
Australian  Colonies  and  New  Zealand. 
The  Commissioners  had  used  the  land  there 
as  it  had  been  entrusted  to  them ;  they  had 
sent  out  emigrants  on  an  improved  plan — 
all  they  could  do  was  simply  to  superintend 
their  emigration.  Then  there  was  a  large 
voluntary  emigration  to  the  United  States 
and  to  Canada — the  Commissioners  super- 
intended that  also.  Now,  he  did  not  mean 
to  say  when  the  British  colonies  should  be 
laid  open,  and  should  afford  that  field  to 
the  industry  of  this  country  which  they 
ought  to  afford,  that  the  ofiice  of  Colonial 
Land  and  Emigration  Commissioner  might 
not  be  one  of  far  greater  importance  and 
utility ;  but  he  did  say  that  to  com- 
mence with  a  reform  of  the  Colonial  Land 
and  Emigration  Boani  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, would  be  to  fit  it  for  functions  which 
at  present  it  had  no  opportunity  of  dis- 
charging. Their  operations  should  tend  in 
two  other  directions.  First,  they  should 
concede  to  every  boily  of  Englishmen  who 
went  out  to  plant  a  colony,  the  right  which 
Englishmen  had  of  8elf-g«>vemment ;  and 
secondly,  they  should  in  every  colony  estab- 
lish such  a  sound  system  for  the  disposal 
of  land,  as  would.  whiUt  concentrating  the 
efforts  of  the  population,  at  the  same  time 
affoni  an  ample  fund  for  convoying  emi- 
grants from  this  country  to  the  most  distant 
parts  of  the  world. 

Sir  W.  JAMES  said,  some  plan  must 
be  devisini  to  provide  the  means  of  exten- 
sive emigration  from  Ireland,  or  titers 
would  be  no  resource  for  the  people  there 
but  to  lie  down  and  die  of  starvation.  It 
would  be  better  that  something  should  be 
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done  BQch  as  had  been  indicated  bj  ^e 
noble  Lord,  than  that  such  a  result  ahould 
ensue.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought  that 
the  devotion  of  so  miserable  a  sum  as 
5,0002.  a  year  for  such  a  purpose,  was 
only  calculated  to  act  as  a  damper  on  the 
expectations  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  to  produce  the  impression  that  the 
Government  were  not  doing  all  they  could. 

Mb.  V.  SMITH,  in  reply,  said,  after 
the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  of  course  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  dunde  the  House 
upon  his  Motion.  During  the  discussion, 
it  had  been  said  that  he  was  rather  late  in 
bringing  the  question  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.  Now,  undoubtedly,  the  Emi- 
gration Board  was  established  when  he  had 
the  honour  of  serving  in  the  Colonial  Office, 
under  his  noble  Friend  below  him  (Lord  J. 
Russell),  and  he  heartily  approved  of  its 
institution ;  but  he  had  always  understood 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  his  noble  Friend 
to  improve  and  extend  the  original  scope 
of  the  duties  of  the  board,  and  it  was  to 
urge  on  that  improvement  that  he  had 
ventured  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  question.  It  had  also  been  assumed 
that  he  was  desirous  of  stimulating  and 
encouraging  emigration  by  means  of  agents 
of  the  board  being  distributed  throuffhont 
the  country.  He  had  said  no  such  wing. 
All  he  wanted  was,  that  correct  information 
upon  the  subject  should  be  given  to  the 
people,  in  place  of  that  delusive  informa- 
tion which  was  so  frequently  put  before 
them,  and  which  was  so  calculated  to 
mislead. 

Previous  question  negatived. 

CRACOW. 
Mr.  HUME  said,  that  in  rising  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  namely,  the 
annexation  of  Cracow,  he  could  not  avoid 
expressing  a  hope,  that  the  cause  which 
he  supported  would  not  suffer  in  conse- 
quence of  his  inability  to  do  that  justice  to 
it  which  the  importance  of  the  subject  de- 
served. However  feeble  his  efforts  might 
be,  he  was  unwilling  to  allow  any  longer 
time  to  elapse  without  bringing  the  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  House;  and  he 
therefore  availed  himself  of  this  opportmi- 
ity  of  doing  so.  It  would  be  in  uie  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  towards  the  dose 
of  last  Session  he  called  its  attention  to 
\he  state  of  continental  affairs,  in  eoni^ 
quence  of  the  free  State  of  Cracow  being 
at  that  time  occupied  by  KuaaiaA  and  Awl- 


trian  ireops,  whieb  troops  he  thea  ihitogbt 
were  very  likely  to  retain  possession  of 
Cracow.  He  urged  upon  our  GaTemneitt 
the  propriety  of  giving  attention  to  the 
condition  of  the  £ree  State  of  Craeow — an 
attention  wluch  was  more  especially  re- 
quired from  them,  inasmuch  asweiTere 
parties  to  the  Treaty  of  Yienna,  aiid  it  iriM 
therefore  to  be  expected  that  we  would  not 
allow  the  free  State  of  Cracow  to  remain 
subjected  to  occupation  by  those  soldiers, 
without  any  remark  or  remonstrance  Hb 
our  part.  In  I83I,  tiiere  was  a  previoia 
occimation  and  military  possession;  and  m 
1836  there  was  another  military  oeoup»- 
tion — both  directiy  contrary  to  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna.  Those  occupations  he  deseribm 
last  Session,  and  in  addition  he  8hd#ed 
that  be  had  reasom  to  doubt  the  intentkta 
to  cause  the  troops  to  retire  from  Craeo#; 
but,  on  tiiat  occasion,  the  noble  Lord  it 
the  head  of  the  Foreign  Department,  whotti 
he  saw  in  his  place,  beggea  of  the  Honaa 
not  to  give  credence  to  the  statcttdenta 
which  he  (Mr.  Hume)  then  made,  as  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Pahnerston)  wis  in  pos- 
session of  better  information,  and  he  wte 
convinced  that  the  occupation  of  Craeihr 
wad  only  a  temporary  occupation;  and  a 
noble  Duke  in  ibotiier  nlace  was  eqiia% 
confident  that  his  old  ulies  and  fhenas 
would  not  reouire  more  than  a  tettporair 
occupation  of  Cracow,  and  that,  befim 
long,  the  territory  of  Craeow  would  be  Me 
from  the  presence  of  ihoae  trocpe.  He 
(Mr.  Hume)  stated  on  that  oeeasum  whrt 
he  would  now  repeat,  that  this  was  not  tiba 
first  infraction  of  the  Treaty  of  Viente 
which  he  had  remarked;  and  he  ezpresied 
his  regret  that  tiiis  eoun^  should  hatb 
been  a  party  to  a  treaty  whkh  she  wii 
not  canable  of  enfbrnng.  Ha  found  that 
we  had  kept  faitii  and  honoitr  so  &r  aa  Mtr 
part  was  concerned;  but  he  had  not  fmM 
that  those  Powers  to  which  he  had  aDiidri 
had  kept  their  fiuth  and  honour  on  tftv 
occasion  where  their  own  intOrOllttf  ihn 
concerned.  He,  on  that  occasion,  and  UrUk 
those  views,  directed  the  attention  of  Urn 
House  to  the  occnpation  of  Ottmofrw  br  lb- 
reign  ^oops;  but  he  ^toM  ndm  oaiu  oh 
hon.  Members  to  take  A  netr  of  OtMeo# 
under  diftrent  otremmtaneoi  £roin  thoito 
in  which  she  was  plaMd  whoa  ho  hm 
broufffat  forward  toO  SQii|ect*  When  ns 
called  attention  to  it  toimda  the  end  #f 
last  Session,  h  was  stitad  that  there  hafi 
been  no  inftaetioo  of  ihe  Treaty  nl 
Tiennas  hot  ainOe  Oat  oMMion,  naudy, 
oA  Ae  IMk  «^  Jiumtj,  it  tte  opadi^  it 
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the  Session  of  Parliament,  it  was  alluded 
to  in  the  Queen's  Speech  in  the  following 
terms: — 

"  The  extinction  of  the  free  State  of  Cracow  has 
appeare<l  to  me  to  he  so  manifest  a  riolation  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  that  I  have  commanded  that  a 
protest  against  that  Act  should  be  delivered  to 
the  Courts  of  Vienna,  St.  Petersburg,  and  Berlin, 
which  were  parties  to  it.  Copies  of  these  papers 
will  be  laid  before  you." 

That  was  the  statement  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  showing  that  it  was  regarded  as  a 
direct  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna; 
and  lest  it  might  he  supposed,  as  he  he- 
lievcd  it  had  hecn  already  stated,  that  the 
opinions  of  the  House  had  hecn  fully  ex- 
pressed on  the  suhject  in  the  Answer  to  the 
Address,  he  would  hog  to  remind  hon. 
Menihers  of  what  was  invariahly  the  case, 
namely,  that  the  Answer  to  the  Queen's 
Speech  did  not  prevent  a  full  consideration 
of  any  subject  mentioned  in  it  at  any  later 
period  of  the  Session;  and  he,  therefore, 
hoped  that  the  universal  practice  of  the 
House  would  he  a  suiticient  answer  to  any 
allegation  to  the  eifect  that  this  subject 
had  been  finally  disposed  of  in  the  Answer 
to  the  Address.  He  now  held  in  his  hand 
a  paper  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  by 
command  of  her  Majesty;  it  was  a  paper 
relative  to  the  suppression  of  the  free 
State  of  Cracow  by  Austria,  Russia,  and 
Prussia.  He  was  not  the  only  person,  it 
would  appear,  who  was  alarmed  at  the  oc- 
cupation of  Cracow  by  foreign  troops;  for 
that  occupation  had  been  made  tbo  subject 
of  a  correspondence  so  early  as  February 
last  year,  although  it  was  then  stated,  as 
it  had  been  since,  that  the  occupation  was 
to  he  but  temporary.  In  one  of  the  letters 
of  Mr.  Magennis,  from  Vienna,  he  stated 
to  Lord  Aberdeen  tliat  a  messenger  had 
been  despatched  to  London,  with  a  view  to 
give  a  full  ex])lanation  of  the  occupation  of 
Cracow.  He  regretted  that  he  did  not  find 
the  papers  containing  those  explanations 
i  I  tbo  correspondence  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment; but  he  presumed  they  satisfied  the 
noi>le  Lord  then  at  the  lic»ad  of  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, that  the  assurances  and  statements 
he  receiveil  from  foreign  Courts  were  to  bi» 
credited.  It  was  noim^what  renmrkable, 
tbat  from  January  to  August  no  definite 
answer  appeared  to  have  i>een  made  either 
by  Lord  Aberdei'ii  or  by  the  noble  Lonl 
now  at  the  bend  of  Foreii^n  Affairs.  It 
did  not  appear  tliat  they  bad  issued  any 
instructions  resjKH-ting  the  iK'cupation  of 
Cracow,  altbougb.  after  the  attention  given 
to  it  in  Farliament  and  in  the  country,  the 


House  was  entited  to  expect  that  tome 
notice  would  have  been  taken  of  it.  On 
the  25th  of  June,  Lord  Aberdeen  wrote  a 
letter,  in  which,  with  all  the  pmdenee  and 
caution  for  which  that  noble  Lord  was 
noted,  he  said  he  would  suspend  his  opinion 
at  present  respecting  the  occupation  of 
Cracow,  and  would  abstain  from  actire  in- 
terference on  behalf  of  that  republic.  The 
noble  Lord  now  at  the  head  of  Foreign 
Affairs  said,  in  his  letter  of  August  4tht 
that  he  hoped  nothing  would  be  done  in 
regard  to  the  State  of  Cracow  which  was 
at  variance  with  the  stipulations  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna.  That  letter  was  written 
within  a  few  days  of  his  (Mr.  Hume*s)  Mo- 
tion respecting  the  occupation  of  Cracow; 
and  he  gave  the  noble  Lord  credit  for  be- 
lieving that  the  Allied  Powers  would  not 
be  guilty  of  such  a  violation  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna  as  had  since  taken  place.  The 
papers  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  af- 
forded full  means  of  judging  of  the  real 
nature  of  the  transactions  in  connexion  with 
the  occupation  of  Cracow;  and  in  alluding 
to  them  he  would  say  of  Prince  Metter- 
nich*s  letter  that  it  was  one  of  the  most 
discreditable  documents  which  he  could 
imagine,  coming  as  it  did  from  a  man  of 
the  high  character  of  Prince  Mettemich, 
who  ought  to  maintain  the  honour  of  the 
nation  lie  represented,  and  the  character 
of  a  diplomatist.  The  document  was,  he 
repcatetl,  discreditable  to  Prince  Metter- 
nich;  for  although  it  might  be  the  policy  of 
a  diplomatist,  judging  of  public  faith,  to 
justify  himself  by  the  magnitude  of  sniali- 
ness  of  the  territory  concerned,  yet  he 
.  (Mr.  Ilumej  could  not  agree  to  that,  and 
!  therefore  wjien  Prince  Mettemich  satisfied 
himself  that  Cracow  was  only  an  atom — **  a 
geographical  atom** — he  could  not  recog- 
nise that  ns  an  element  which  ought  to 
atfect  faith  in  keeping  a  treaty;  but  when 
the  independenee  of  that  State  was  guaran- 
teed in  four  or  five  separate  artiAes  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  it  showed  great  laxity 
of  principle  to  put  an  end  to  the  liberty  of 
its  inhabitants;  and  the  word  of  honour  of 
a  statesman  who  could  advise  its  annexa- 
tion was  not  worth  the  pajKT  on  which  it  was 
written.  He  would  say,  too.  that  the  word 
and  honour  of  a  man  who,  in  violation  uf 
the  Tn'aty  of  Vienna,  advised  the  annexa- 
tion of  Cracow,  was  not  worthy  <if  consider- 
ation. It  appeartnl  that  on  the  11th  of 
November,  the  Au^^trian  Government  pub- 
lisiunl  to  the  world,  a  declaration  on  the 
subject  of  Craeiiw,  which  contained  the 
.  following  passages : — 
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"  The  State  of  Cracow  has  of  its  own  accord, 
and  without  being  thereunto  driven  by  any  foreign 
material  force,  precipitated  itself  into  the  gulf 
of  the  vast  conspiracy  which,  having  for  its  object 
to  re-establish  the  former  revolutionary  Govern- 
ment, was  to  have  directed  the  measures  by  which 
this  enterprise  was  to  have  been  carried  into 
effect." 

Now  there  was  not  one  word  of  truth  in 
that  statement  on  the  part  of  Austria,  as 
Lord  Palraerston  completely  demonstrated 
in  his  able  answer.  Indeed,  after  reading 
that  answer  of  the  noble  Lord,  no  man 
within  the  walls  of  that  House  would  be- 
lieve that  there  was  one  word  of  truth  in 
the  paragraph  which  he  had  quoted.  The 
next  paragraph  which  he  would  quote  from 
that  declaration  of  Austria,  was  of  a  similar 
character ;  it  was — 

'*  In  direct  violation  of  treaties,  those  Poles, 
subjects  of  the  Three  Powers,  who  had  been  im- 
prisoned in  the  revolution  of  the  kingdom  of  Po- 
land, and  who  wished  to  find  an  asylum  in  the 
territory  of  Cracow,  were  received,  and  their 
machinations  protected  and  supported." 

Of  that  paragraph  he  might  say,  as  he  said 
of  the  former,  that  it  did  not  contain  one 
word  of  truth.  By  the  Treaty  of  Vienna, 
the  State  of  Cracow  was  bound  to  deliver 
up  on  requisition  all  persons  who  engaged 
in  political  conspiracies  against  the  States 
which  were  parties  to  the  Treaty ;  but  in 
the  case  of  Cracow  no  requisition  for  the 
delivery  of  such  conspirators  was  made, 
and  no  conspirators  were  delivered  up,  for 
there  were  none  to  deliver.  These  were 
the  futile  pretences  on  which  the  Govern- 
ments engaged  in  the  suppression  of  the 
free  State  of  Cracow  acted.  The  declara- 
tion went  on  to  state,  as  would  be  seen  at 
page  35,  that — 

"  The  Courts  of  Austria,  Russia,  and  Prussia, 
having  under  these  circumstances  to  deliberate  as 
to  the  measures  to  be  adopted  by  them  in  order  to 
j)ruvent  the  recurrence  of  events  similar  to  those 
which  have  lately  taken  place,  have  been  unanim- 
ously of  opinion  that  the  political  body  created  in 
1816,  and  destroyed  by  the  revolution  itself,  has' 
been  productive  of  results  too  fatal  to  the  main- 
tenance of  i)eace ;  that  it  has  shown  itself  too  in- 
compatible with  the  condition  of  the  internal  tran- 
quillity of  their  own  States,  and  with  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  principles  of  general  peace,  to  render 
it  possible  for  them  to  reconstruct  it." 

The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Palmerston)  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  with 
his  great  talent,  pointed  out  clearly  how  ■ 
erroneous  those  grounds  were,  and  truly 
said  that  if  there  were  any  danger  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  the  State  of  Cracow,  it  was 
not  for  only  three  parties  to  the  treaty  to 
take  upon  themselves  to  annul  that  free 
State;  that  the  other  Powers  parties  to  the 
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treaty  ought  to  have  been  consulted;  and 
that  measures  might  then  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  a  state  of  things  in 
Cracow  similar  to  that  which  had  been 
complained  of,  if  such  a  state  of  things 
existed.  If  residence  had  been  afforded  to 
conspirators  in  Cracow,  the  Allies  would  be 
warranted  in  preventing  it;  but  it  did  not 
follow  that  three  out  of  eight  or  nine 
parties  to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  should  de- 
stroy the  independence  of  Cracow  without 
the  consent  of  the  other  parties,  and  with- 
out the  sanction  of  any  law  or  custom 
amongst  civilized  nations.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Palmerston)  said  that  the  laws  of 
Cracow  and  its  police  regulations  might  be 
modified,  in  order  to  prevent  mischief 
arising  from  conspiracies,  or  the  presence 
of  strangers,  if  such  mischiefs  existed;  but 
no  modifications  were  proposed,  and  they 
were  not  proposed  for  the  reasons  which 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  already  stated — namely, 
that  there  were  no  conspirators,  and  there- 
fore, the  annexation  was  founded  on  injus- 
tice. Lord  Palmerston,  in  his  answer  to 
the  declaration,  also  said — 

**  It  is  alleged  that  Cracow  has  long  been,  and 
if  it  remains  independent  will  still  continue  to  be, 
the  centre  of  intrigues,  having  for  their  object 
the  disturbance  of  the  tranquillity  of  adjoining 
territories ;  and  the  question  is  in  what  degree  the 
present  political  condition  of  Cracow  affords  &ci- 
lities  for  the  carrying  on  of  such  practices.  Now 
such  intrigues  and  plots  must  be  carried  on  either 
by  strangers  coming  to  Cracow,  or  by  the  native 
inhabitants  themselves.  But  no  stranger  can 
reach  Cracow  except  by  traversing  a  vast  extent 
of  territory  belonging  to  one  or  other  of  the  Three 
Powers ;  and  it  is  difficult  to  imagine  that  any 
Polish  exile,  or  any  conspinator  from  any  foreign 
country,  could  so  fiir  elude  the  vigilance  of  the 
police  of  the  Power  whose  territory  he  would  have 
to  pass  through,  as  to  be  able  to  penetrate  to 
Cracow.  The  population  of  Cracow  is  not  large 
in  number ;  and  not  only  would  the  arrival  of  a 
suspicious  stranger  amongst  them  bo  quickly 
known  to  the  police,  but  it  would  be  scarcely  pos- 
sible for  such  a  stranger  or  for  any  resident  in- 
habitant of  the  State,  long  to  carry  on  a  corre- 
spondence with  the  people  of  neighbouring  districts 
for  the  purpose  of  exciting  disturbances  therein, 
without  such  correspondence  coming  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Government,  and  through  thenoi  to 
that  of  the  three  residents." 

And  the  noble  Lord  proceeded  to  say,  that, 
if  necessary  for  this  purpose,  the  police  re- 
gulations and  the  laws  of  Cracow  might  be 
made  more  stringent,  without  destroying 
the  independence  of  the  State ;  and  then 
added — 

*'  It  is  no  doubt  the  duty  of  Cracow  to  give  to 
those  Powers  sach  security ;  for  freedom  and  in- 
dependence were  given  to  Cracow  for  the  well- 
being  and  happiness  of  its  own  people,  and  not  in 
order  to  enable  that  people  to  create  disturbanoei 

2F 


867 


CraeovB. 


{COMMONS} 


Craeam. 


868 


and  confusion  in  adjoininj^  countries.  It  appears, 
then,  to  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  that  no  suffi- 
cient proof  has  yet  been  given  to  show  that  full 
security  might  not  be  aflforded  to  the  internal 
tranquillity  of  the  territories  of  the  Three  Powers, 
without  destroying  the  separate  and  independent 
existence  of  the  State  of  Cracow.  But  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  must,  at  all  events,  deny  the 
competency  of  the  Tlureo  Powers  to  decide  upon, 
and  to  execute,  such  a  measure  of  their  own  sepa- 
rate authority,  and  without  the  concurrence  of 
the  other  Powers  who  were  parties  to  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna,  of  June,  1815.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
tho  erection  of  Cracow  and  its  territory  into  a  free 
and  indcp(>ndent  State,  together  with  many  of  the 
details  of  its  organization,  are  matters  which  were 
first  recorded  by  the  Treaty  of  tho  3rd  of  Miy, 
1815.  But  that  Treaty  merely  recorded  one  part 
of  the  variouB  arrangements  made  by  the  general 
Congress  of  Vienna ;  and  it  was  by  Article  1 18  of 
the  general  Treaty  declared  to  be  an  integral  part 
of  the  arrangements  of  the  Congress  of  the  Euro- 
pean Powers,  and  to  have  everywhere  the  same 
R>rce  and  value  as  if  it  had  been  inserted  word  for 
word  in  the  general  Treaty. 

"  But  besides  this,  the  leading  stipulations 
about  Cracow  which  are  contained  in  the  separate 
Treaty  of  the  3rd  May,  concluded  between  the 
Three  Powers,  are  inserted,  word  for  word,  in  the 
general  Treaty  to  which  all  the  Powers  are  par- 
ties, and  those  stipulations  constituted  tho  Arti- 
cles 0,  7,  8,  9,  and  10,  of  that  general  Treaty. 
.  .  .  .  .  For  these  reasons.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  of  opinion  that  the  execution  of 
the  intentions  which  the  Three  Powers  have  an- 
nounced, would  be  a  measure  justifiable  by  no  ade- 
quate necessity,  and  would  involve  a  violation  of 
positive  stipulations  contained  in  tho  general 
Treaty  of  \  icnna  ;  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, deeply  impressed  with  the  conviction  that 
it  is  above  all  things  important  that  the  engage- 
ments of  treaties  should  at  all  times  be  faithfully 
obsen'cd,  most  eaniestly  hope  tliat  means  may  be 
devised  for  guarding  the  territories  of  the  Three 
Powers  against  the  dangers  adverted  to  in  their 
identical  communications  without  any  breach  of 
the  Treaty  of  1815." 

He  (Mr.  Hume)  hoped,  after  reading  these 
extracts,  no  difHculty  would  he  found  in 
showing  that  the  annexation  of  Cracow 
was  a  direct  violation  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna.     One  might  have  expected  t]iat  a 


declaration  made  bj  the  Emperor  Ferdi- 
nand of  the  11th  NoTember  last — 

'<  We  accordingly,  by  these  presents,  take  pos- 
session of  the  city  of  Cracow  and  of  its  territory, 
such  as  it  has  existed  up  to  the  present  tiiiie» 
unite  it  to  our  Crown,  and  declare  it  to  Ibnn  an 
integral  portion  of  our  empire,  in  which  we  ineor- 
porate  it  henceforth." 

He  asked  if  that  was  not  an  infraction  of 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  and  if  it  did  not  set 
aside  the  whole  of  the  Treaty?  If  that 
was  not  sufficient  to  induce  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  take  decided  steps,  he 
knew  nothing  that  could  make  them.  To 
show  the  House,  however,  what  views  he 
took  on  this  question,  he  was  disposed  Dot 
to  make  a  simple  protest — for  what  did 
people  who  had  violated  such  obligations 
care  for  protests?  Nothing  of  that  kind 
would  do  for  them,  and  therefore  he  was 
disposed  to  deal  with  them  in  a  stronger 
manner,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Commons 
of  England  would  support  him.  Thej 
would  be  very  much  blamed  if,  when  it 
was  in  their  power  to  show  their  displea- 
sure at  the  conduct  of  the  Northern  row* 
ers,  they  did  not  manifest  it  in  a  manner 
not  to  be  mistaken.  He  had  been  asked 
that  morning,  "  Do  you  wish  to  go  to 
war?*'  and  his  answer  was,  "  No,  I  do  not 
wish  for  war;  I  am  a  man  of  peace;  but 
having  it  in  our  power,  by  a  legislative 
enactment,  to  say  whether  we  shall  con- 
tinue to  pay  a  sum  of  money  in  pursuance 
of  stipulations  contained  in  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  we  ought  not  to  allow  one  portion 
of  the  bargain  to  be  broken,  and  keep  the 
other."  It  appeared  to  him  to  be  quite 
clear,  that  if  Russia  had  not  kept  to  the 
bargain  made  on  her  part,  we  were  libe- 
rated from  the  payment  of  the  money. 
With  that  view,  therefore,  he  proposed  to 
submit  to  the  House  four  resolutions,  the 
fourth  being,  in  his  view,  the  most  impor- 
natiun  like  Austria,  who  owed  so  much  to  taut.  The  Speech  from  the  Throne  might 
tho  efforts  of  England — but  for  w^hose  large  '  satisfy  any  hon.  Member  that  the  violation 
expenditure  of  blood  and  monoy  all  the  |  uf  tlie  Treaty  of  Vienna  had  been  corn- 
German  States,  with  Austria,  would  have  ■  plete;  but  the  House  of  Commons  required 
been  slaves  to  tlje  military  government  of ,  that  certain  forms  should  be  observed,  and 
Napoleon — would  have  behaved  differently.  I  ho  had  therefore  prefaced  the  fourth  reso- 
In  her  last  struggle,  England  had  incurred  j  lution  by  three  others.  The  whole  Treaty 
no  less  than  GO(),0(K\0()()/.  of  debt,  with  a  j  of  Vienna  was  framed  and  carried  out 
view  to  secure  the  liberties  of  the  Conti-  j  with  a  view  of  maintaining  the  balance  of 
nent  of  Europe;  and  there  could  be  no  j  power,  in  order  that  it  might  be  the  basis 
doubt  that  tho  (.-ontinental  States  owed  of  a  permanent  peace;  and  no  country,  un- 
their  independence  to  the  exertions  of .  der  any  circumstances,  at  any  time,  ever 
England.  It  appeared  to  him,  therefore,  '  made  so  many  sacrifices  for  the  great  ob- 
to  be  insulting  bevond  anything,  that  they  .  ject  then  contemplated  as  Great  Britain 
should  have  acted  in  the  manner  which  :  then  did,  giving  up  everything  herself, 
they  had  done.     He  would  next  notice  the   and  showmg  the  greatest  diunterestediieas. 
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It  was  important,  therefore,  to  kok  at  the 
gromidir  on  which  this  treaty  was  basdd, 
and  to  consider  whether,  if  any  of  its  sti- 
pulations were  violated,  the  whole  treaty 
did  not  fall  to  the  ground.  He  admitted 
that  he  was  one  who  had  always  objected 
to  that  treaty.  He  was  anxious  for 
peace,  because,  after  twenty,  years  of 
war,  no  one  could  fail  to  see  the  erils 
which  must  arise  from  its  continuance;  and 
on  that  account  he  was  as  anxious  to  see 
the  treaty  concluded  as  any  man  who  was 
a  party  to  it.  But  there  were  stipulations 
in  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  to  which  he  had 
always  objected.  Up  to  the  day  on  which 
that  treaty  was  concluded,  England  stood 
free  from  the  disgrace  to  which  all  were 
subjected  who  had  been  parties  to  the  par- 
tition of  Poland.  He  would  remind  the 
House  of  what  had  taken  place  with  re- 
spect to  Poland  in  1772,  in  1793,  and 
again  in  1795.  In  1772,  Poland  lost 
3,600  sauare  miles  of  territory,  and 
6,356,000  inhabitants;  in  1793,  6,000 
square  miles  of  territory,  and  7,100,000 
persons;  and  again,  in  1795,  4,593  square 
miles  of  territory,  and  6,500,000  per- 
sons. Thus,  on  the  whole,  a  population 
of  20,000,000  of  persons,  and  14,000 
square  miles,  were  divided  among  Prussia, 
Russia,  and  Austria.  Up  to  the  time  of 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  England  was  inno- 
cent of  the  guilt  of  that  partition ;  but  she 
participated  in  it  by  the  arrangements 
which  were  then  mside  at  Vienna  by  the 
assembled  Powers.  When  the  House  con- 
sidered the  sacrifice  of  honour  that  Eng- 
land made  by  her  concurrence  in  that  par- 
tition and  unholy  robbery,  it  was  not  too 
much  to  say,  that  we  were  as  bad  as  the 
robbers  ourselves.  It  was  on  that  ground 
he  had  always  considered  that  if  ever  a 
treaty  was  carried  out,  it  ought  to  be  car- 
ried out  by  those  for  whom  we  had  made 
such  great  sacrifices,  and  that  they  should 
make  us  some  reparation.  He  could  not 
look  at  Austria  without  considering  that 
she  was  guilty  of  the  grossest  ingratitude. 
In  the  days  of  her  greatest  trouble,  when 
Napoleon  was  at  the  gates  of  Vienna,  and 
she  had  no  means  of  raising  money,  this 
country  came  to  her  assistance,  and  ae^ 
commodated  her  with  two  loans,  which 
enabled  her  to  make  head  agabst  her  ene- 
mies. The  Emperor  of  Austria  had  a  Terr 
short  memory;  but  he  ought  to  be  remind- 
ed that  in  1822  we  had  received,  out  of  a 
debt  owing  us  by  Austria  of  17,500,0002., 
but  2,500,000^ ;  and  that  in  that  yott  the 
country  sanctioned  a  vote  whiiewadriag 


the  Austrian  Government.  Shame  ooglit 
to  be  on  their  foreheads  in  whatever  puee 
they  went,  when  ihey  paid  no  attention  to 
the  remonstrances  of  England  after  so 
much  liberality.  He  was  anxious,  how- 
ever, that  it  should  not  by  any  means  be 
considered,  from  what  he  had  stated,  tliat 
no  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  had 
taken  place  before.  He  looked  to  iho 
general  Treaty  of  Congress,  signed  at 
Vienna  on  the  9th  of  June,  1815,  and 
he  saw  there  the  signatures  of  Anatrifty 
France,  Great  Britain,  Portugal,  Pmaaiap 
Russia,  and  Sweden — eveiy  great  Euro- 
pean State,  in  fact,  except  Spain,  that 
omission  arising  from  the  circumstance  of 
there  being  no  representative  ftum  that 
country  at  the  Court  of  Vienna  at  the  time. 
He  believed  that  we  gave  a  minion  of 
money  to  Denmark,  and  sanctioned  dm 
robbery  that  was  then  committed  by  giving 
Norway  to  Sweden  instead  of  Denmuk,  to 
which  Norway  belonged.  He  had  read 
with  very  sreat  pleasure  a  letter  written  hj 
Lord  CasUereagh,  whom  he  had  always 
previously  considered  a  very  cold-heartei 
man,  in  which  he  said  that  nothing  had 
ever  riven  him  more  pain  thAn  to  take  Kor- 
way  from  Denmark  and  give  it  to  Swedeit. 
We  made  ourselves  a  party  to  that  ciime. 
To  return,  however,  to  Cracow.  Last 
there  should  be  any  hon.  Member  who  had 
the  least  doubt  on  the  subject,  he  wodd 
allude  only  to  two  paragraphs  of  the  aiUi- 
tional  Treaty  relative  to  Cracow,  betifoen 
Austria,  Prusaia,  and  Russia,  of  tiie  itlit 
of  ApriU  1815,  which,bythell8th  Artiele 
of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  was  declared  to 
have  the  same  force  and  validity  as  if  it 
had  been  inseHed  in  the  general  trealjT. 
This,  therefore,  formed  part  of  the  Timijf 
of  Vienna,  and  the  6th  Artiele  of  the  wUL 
tionnl  Treaty  ran  thus  i- — 

"The  three  Courts  engage  toreneot,  aadt^ 
oante  to  be  respected  at  aU  times,  tbe  neutnlltj 
of  the  free  ettj  of  Graeow  and  its  teniteiy,  aai  aa 
armed  &roe  shall  enter  it  undar  aaj  anliBsa 
wfaatM>ever.  On  the  other  haad,  it  is  iwdstitsod 
sad  expressly  stipulated,  that  the  free  eitj  and 
territory  of  Craoow  shall  not  aflbrd  any  ai^Uia 
or  proteetioa  to  ranawajs,  daeeitefs,  or  pststMl 
mder  proeeentiop,  bel«^f  to  tbe  eootekacf 
either  of  the  three  enntniefing  Powen,  aad  Ihal^ 
on  the  demand  of  their  surreodar  1^  the  sonps 
tent  aathoritiee,  snefa  faidlvidosls  shafl  be  arwstsd 
withoiit  ddaj,  and  dellvend  up,  under  a  prepsr 
escort,  to  tbe  gvaid  raaoiated  to  reoaive  iMiii 
the  frontier." 

The  nohla  Lord  had  very  proi     \j  i 
in  his  detpatdi  lliat  no  raeh 
made;  and  it  would  not  be  ui      ane*- 
Senate  of  Onoofw  hid  i  < 
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up  guch  persons  that  Cracow  could  be  in 
justice  visited  with  the  penalty  which  the 
Three  Powers  had  inflicted  upon  that  city. 
The  occurrence  to  which  he  was  now  call- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  was  not  the 
first  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  that 
had  been  committed  by  the  Three  Powers. 
The  First  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna 
provided,  that  Poland  should  be  united  to 
Russia  "  by  ite  constitution;"  and  the 
Emperor  Nicholas,  on  his  accession  to  the 
throne  in  1825,  took  the  following  oath  : — 
"  I  swear  and  promise  before  God,  and  upon  the 
holy  Evangelists,  to  maintain  and  execute  to  the 
utmost  of  my  power  the  Constitutional  Charter.*' 

Now,  what  had  been  the  result  ?  By  that 
constitution,  the  liberty  of  the  person  was 
guaranteed;  but  Constantine,  without  even 
the  form  of  a  trial,  condemned  numerous 
inhabitants  of  Warsaw,  and  degraded  many 
of  the  most  eminent  amongst  them  to  clean 
away  the  dirt  in  the  streets;  and  even 
members  of  the  Diet  were  imprisoned  for 
uttering  opinions  delivered  by  them  in 
their  official  capacity.  The  liberty  of  the 
press  was  also  guaranteed  by  the  constitu- 
tion; but  the  liberty  of  the  press  did  not 
eiist  even  for  a  single  day.  The  moment 
Russia  took  possession  of  Cracow  under 
the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna, 
the  liberty  of  the  press  was  destroyed.  He 
(Mr.  Ilume)  must  here  observe  that  he 
thought  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  late 
Lord  Castlcreagh  on  this  subject  did  him 
great  credit.  That  noble  Lord,  in  alluding 
to  this  provision  of  the  treaty,  said  that  he 
considered  the  liberty  of  the  ]>res8  essential 
to  the  protection  of  public  liberty.  He  (Mr. 
Hume)  was  of  opinion  that  vc  ought  long 
ago  to  have  protested  against  these  breaches 
of  the  treaty;  and  it  was  alleged  that  pro- 
tests were  made,  in  1830,  by  the  late  Earl 
Grey.  He  wished  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Palmorston)  would  lay  those  j>rotests  on 
the  Table  of  the  House.  He  publicly 
asked  for  their  production  at  the  time,  but 
he  was  unable  to  obtain  them;  and  why. 
he  would  ask,  were  they  not  produced? 
Why  was  not  the  conduct  of  those  wretch- 
ed men — the  tyrants  of  their  jieople,  and 
the  violators  of  treaties — laid  open  to  the 

?ublic  in  all  its  deformity  and  wickedness? 
le  tliouirht.  when  they  saw  how  utterly 
reckless  the  Kinperor  of  Russia  had 
boen  in  his  violations  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  that  they  oxv^\\t  to  learn  wis- 
dom by  experience,  and  abandon  all 
eonm>\ion  with  such  faithless  and  unprin- 
cipled men.  We  ou^rht  to  stand  alone, 
and     not    participate     in    their    wicked- 


ness. The  Emperor  of  Rusu*  had  Tiolated 
all  his  promises  with  respect  tO'PdUnd. 
The  Poles  had  been  promised  the  right  of 
agreeing  to  a  budget,  and  they  had  been 
promised  that  the  Diet  should  be  assembled 
at  least  once  in  four  years.  This  had  not 
been  done.  He  wanted  to  show  that  a  de» 
liberate  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna 
was  not  confined  to  the  case  of  Cracow. 
It  had  been  stipulated  by  Russia  that 
Russian  troops  should  not  be  introduced 
into  Poland,  except  upon  particular  occa- 
sions, and  that  then  they  should  be  sup- 
ported at  the  expense  of  Russia.  But  the 
ink  of  the  treaty  was  scarcely  dry,  before 
10,000  Russians  were  marched  into  Po- 
land, and  permanently  quartered  at  War^ 
saw.  Those  troops  were  maintained  chiefly 
by  the  inhabitants  ;  England  stood  by  and 
allowed  that  outrage  to  be  committed.  In 
1832,  the  constitution  of  Poland  was  for- 
mally abolished,  and  replaced  by  an  organic 
statute.  Since  that  time  the  Government 
of  Russia  had  not  ceased  to  oppress  the 
people  of  Poland,  by  the  confiscation  of  nu- 
merous estates;  by  transporting  hundreds  of 
wretched  creatures,  for  political  offences,  to 
the  deserts  of  Siberia  ;  by  carrying  off 
great  numbers  of  children  into  the  interior 
of  Russia,  in  order  to  bring  them  up  as 
Russians  ;  by  the  forcible  transplantation 
of  families  to  the  military  colonies ;  by  ex- 
cessive levies  of  recruits  destined  to  perish 
in  the  Caucasus  ;  by  intolerable  taxation  ; 
by  the  suppression  of  universities  and  spoli- 
ation of  public  and  private  libraries  ;  and, 
above  all,  by  the  appropriation  of  the  re- 
venues of  the  national  church  to  the  pur- 
poses of  another  croed  ;  and  by  an  unre- 
lenting system  of  persecution  on  account  of 
religion.  The  Bishopric  of  Cracow,  the 
maintenance  of  which  had  been  guaranteed, 
had  also  been  abolished  ;  and  he  thought, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  might  fairly 
claim  the  vote  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  R.  Inglis^.  who  had  evinced  so 
much  interest  on  Whalf  of  ecclesiasti- 
cal and  academical  institutions  in  this 
country.  There  had,  however,  been  many 
other  viitlations  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna. 
The  first  article  of  that  treaty  stipulated 
that  the  Poles  who  were  respective  subjects 
of  Russia,  Austria,  and  Prussia,  should 
obtain  a  representation,  and  national  insti- 
tutions. Now  we,  who  enjoyed  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  a  representative  system,  would 
have  rejoiced  at  the  extension  to  Poland  of 
so  vahible  an  institution  :  and  as  we  were 
parties  to  the  treaty  which  held  out  hopes 
to  the  Polish  people  of  such  a  boon,  he 
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considered  that  we  were  bound  to  expose 
the  injustice  of  its  violation.  Prussia  had 
granted  to  her  Polish  subjects  a  national 
representation,  although,  perhaps,  not  a 
very  effective  one  ;  Austria  had  granted 
that  which  could  only  be  considered  as  the 
pretence  or  shadow  of  a  representation  ; 
Russia,  however,  had  not  conceded  to  her 
Polish  subjects  (except  to  that  small  por- 
tion inhabiting  what  was  called  the  kingdom 
of  Poland)  any  representation  whatever,  or 
even  the  semblance  of  one.  Nay,  Russia 
had  even  forbidden  them  the  use  of  their 
own  language.  He  thought  the  atrocity 
of  Russia  was  fully  shown  by  these  facts — 
that  she  had  robbed  the  Poles  of  their  pub- 
lic institutions,  that  she  had  forbidden  them 
the  use  of  their  language,  and  had  inter- 
fered with  their  religion.  He  begged  to 
observe,  that  some  of  the  statements  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  Russia  con- 
tained in  two  of  the  letters  of  the  late  Lord 
Castlereagh,  well  deserved  the  attention  of 
the  House.  Having  noticed  the  advances 
which  Russia  had  made  towards  Prussia, 
by  Poland,  and  the  encroachments  she  had 
made  on  the  south-east,  in  Moldavia,  Wal- 
lachia,  and  Bessarabia,  the  noble  Lord 
cautioned  the  Emperor  of  Russia  to  be 
careful,  lest,  by  proceeding  too  far,  he 
might  excite  jealousy  and  alarm.  Lord 
Castlereagh  then  referred  to  the  various 
arrangements  and  allotments  of  territory 
which  were  made  under  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna.  Why  was  all  this  done  ?  In 
order,  as  was  professed,  that  the  balance 
of  power  in  Europe  might  be  preserved, 
and  that  permanent  peace  for  the  advan- 
tage of  all  Europe  might  be  established. 
If  they  were  to  permit  the  stipulations  of 
the  treaty  to  bo  violated — to  be  torn  away 
piecemeal — of  what  use  was  it  to  have  the 
treaty  at  all  ?  By  these  late  proceedings, 
the  legal  sanction  given  by  the  Congress  of 
Vienna  to  the  settlement  which  it  guaran- 
teed, was  gone.  The  partition  of  Poland 
was  no  longer  legal.  It  was  no  longer 
legal,  because  the  parties  had  violated  the 
stipulations  of  the  treaty  under  which  it 
took  place.  All  Europe  was  liberated 
from  the  yoke  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna. 
Every  State,  every  country,  was  at  liberty 
to  assert  its  own  independence.  The  re- 
cent proceeding  had  accomplished  that. 
Poland  had  a  full  right  to  reassert  her  own 
freedom  ;  and  he  knew  no  reason  why  the 
same  rule  should  not  prevail  on  the  Rhine, 
the  Po,  and  the  Danube.  He  saw  no 
reason  why  the  States  partitioned  by  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna  should  not  be  restored  to 


their  old  proprietors.  When  rogues  quar- 
relled, honest  men  came  by  their  own.  In 
this  case,  the  rogues  had  quarrelled  ;  and, 
therefore^  honest  men  might  expect  a  re- 
storation of  what  belonged  to  them.  Could 
the  people  of  Austria,  Russia,  and  Prussia, 
have  any  confidence  in  their  Governments  ? 
Was  it  not  the  duty  of  every  individual  to 
assert  his  rights,  always  supposing  he  had 
the  power  ?  He  would  not  advise  him  to 
anything  of  the  kind,  if  he  had  not.  But 
he  repeated,  that  by  the  violation  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna  the  people  were  absolved 
from  their  allegiance ;  and  the  day  might 
come  when  the  twenty-two  or  twenty-three 
millions  of  Poles  would  be  roused  either 
for  or  against  us.  What  had  occurred  had 
taken  from  every  small  State  its  security. 
It  rendered  physical  force  the  rule  of  the 
day;  and  if  physical  force  were  to  be  the 
rule  of  the  day,  ho  should  be  glad  to  know 
what  was  to  be  the  consequence.  Many 
might  not  think,  but  he  thought — and  hon. 
Members  might  differ  from  him — but  he 
repeated,  he  did  think  that  the  suppression 
of  the  State  of  Cracow  destroyed  every 
pretext  of  European  law.  There  was  no 
international  law  which  could  now  be  main- 
tained in  Europe.  The  effect  of  treaties 
was  gone  ;  let  every  man  who  might  answer 
him  assert  to  the  contrary.  Those  pro- 
ceedings had  destroyed  the  security  of  the 
peace  of  Europe.  They  formed  the  first 
step  to  still  further,  changes.  Let  hon. 
Members  read  the  correspondence  which 
had  taken  place  relative  to  Switzerland, 
between  that  Government  and  those  of 
Austria,  Prussia,  and  Russia.  How  they 
could  dare  to  be  so  impudent — if  he  knew 
any  stronger  word  he  would  use  it — how 
they  could  dare  to  be  so  impudent  he  knew 
not,  as  to  assert,  as  Austria,  in  a  note 
agreed  to  by  the  other  Powers,  had  as- 
serted, that — 

"  The  Austrian  Court  respects  the  authority 
which  Article  10  of  the  Federal  Compact  has  ap- 
pointed to  direct  the  affairs  of  the  Confederation. 
The  Austrian  Court,  faithful  to  its  international 
obligations"  (the  annexation  of  Cracow,  for  in- 
stance), "  as  well  as  to  its  feelings  of  sincere 
friendship  for  Switzerland,  will  constantly  endea- 
vour to  cultivate  its  relations  with  the  Confedera- 
tion through  the  medium  of  this  authority,  so  long 
as  the  basis  from  which  the  power  given  to  the 
Directory  for  the  time  being  emanates,  and  by 
virtue  of  which  that  power  is  at  present  exercised 
by  Berne,  shall  not  be  invaded  in  its  essence  or 
violated  in  its  spirit." 

Now,  this  basis  was  no  other  than  the  federal 
compact  of  the  7th  of  August,  1845;  and 
he  thought  that  three  Powers,  less  war- 
ranted in  making  such  a  declaration,  had 
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neTer  appeared  before  an j  cnminal  judge 
ia  the  world.     The  proceeiiinra  La  refer- 


gimn  sLouid  coadnoe  to  remAZA  a 
ot  the  NetherLuidi.  we  boand  oi 


enee  to  Cracow  were  but  the  conunence-   paj  in  a  certain  pn>p«>nion  upon  the  cuital 


ment  of  erH :  they  led  to  the  most  iaini- 
nent  ri^k  of  ^  broach  of  the  general  peace: 
and  ieeing  the   «acri£ce%  made  t<)  obtain 


of  the  L>an,  nntQ  the  whole  ahiHild  haie 
been  cleared  off.  Up«m  the  ntfjicarion  of 
thxd  treatj,  Pariiament  passed  an  Act,  clw 


that  peace,  he  did  ^aj  that  when  sach  en-  ooth  of  Geo.  III.,  to  enabie  the  GoTcm- 
eroachment^  a.4  these  ha<i  taken  place —  ment  to  carrr  its  stipoiatioos  into  effect, 
encroachments   ao    ^'larin;;  that  Her  Ma-   and  the  monej  was  accordinglT  regularlj 


jest  J  wjLA  compelled  to  take  notice  of  them 
in  her  Addre«f)  to  the  Hou.ie — he  did  saj 
that  it  waa  time  that  the  Le^alatore 
ahould  expre^.4,  in  language  not  to  be  mis- 


paid  until  ISol.  It  waa  known  to  hoa. 
Members,  that,  in  15;><>,  the  rerolvdoa 
in  Belziom  ^parated  thas  coBntrr  from 
Holland,    and    that   that    rerolation   waa 


uken,  their  detestation,  their  abhorrence   one  which  we  supported  and  sancdoned. 


of  ftuch  pra/jtice.4,  and  their  determination 
ncrer  U*   sanction    or  countenance  them. 


Ai  he  had  stated,   we  continued  to  paj 
the  money  until  I'^ol.     He  had  then  ob- 


Thej  trampUrd  up^jn  ail  nationalities.  Thev  jected  to  the  continuance  of  that  pajment. 

set  all  treaties  at  defiance.     And  he  re-  He  then  t<>ld  them  that  ther  were  pajing 

peated,  that  at   the  least  they  oaght   to  money  which  thev  had  no  right  to  pay; 

manifest  their  abhorrence,  so  far  as  they  and  he  said  that  he  would  show  chat  bj 

could,  by  stopping  the  payment  of  money  the  original  Treaty  of  IS  15  they  wore  ab- 

only   due    under   those    treaties.     Before  solved   from   continuing    their   paymonU. 

proceeding,  however,  to  this  part  of  th^  The  Govemment  of  the  day  objected  to 


flubject,  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  on  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  i  I»rd  G.  Bcntinck)  with  re- 


his  proposition,  but  they  were  ultimate!/ 
obliged  to  bring  in  an  Act  to  carry  oat  the 
new   convention   which   was    then    made. 


ference  to  the  act  of  the  annexation  of  the    This  convention  was  made  betwixt  Russia 


city  of  Cracow.  The  noble  Lord  stated 
that  the  inhabitants,  to  mark  their  joy  and 
satisfaction  at  the  event,  ha<l  indulged  in 
all  manner  of  festive  prr>ceedings — in  mu- 
sic, dancing,  b^infires,  and  !»o  forth.  Xow, 
he  could  a!«sert,  on  the  authority  of  docu- 
ments coming  directly  from  Cra^'ow,  and 
for  the  ail t lien ticity  of  which  he  would 
pledge  hirnrtelf.  that  auch  was  anything 
but  a  corr<*ct  j«tat»*nient  of  what  had  mh- 
curred.  The  writers  of  the  lettt-rs  in 
question  Htate<l,  that  it  was  utterly  faUo 
that  Cracow  had  ever  l>eon  a  focus  t)f  re- 
volution, and  that  arms  or  warlike  atumu- 
iiition  had  ever  be»'n  colb-ctod  there;  and 
then  they  went  on  to  state  that  thr  citi- 
zens w<Tf  utt'-rly  unable  to  make  thi» 
slighte.-tt  resiatance  to  the  military  force 
which  had  int«Tfercd  with  them,  and  c«»n- 
Hcquently  that  the  demonstrations  alludod 


and  England.  Holland  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  She  was  out  of  the  qoeation. 
What  then  did  that  convention  say^  It 
sutod  that  its  object  waa  to  render  the 
spirit  of  the  Convention  of  1815  more  con- 
sonant than  it  had  come  to  be  to  the  then 
existing  ^^tate  of  things,  and  went  on  to 
atate  that  the  object  of  the  Convention  of 
IS  15  was — 

"  To  afford  to  Great  Britain  a  ?uarantre  that 
Ru«iia  wouM.  I'D  all  question*  coDceninr  Bel- 
gium, iilt-nti^-  h^r  poui-r  with  tttat  which  tbr 
<'iiurt  of  LmJon  hail  deviucfl  the  best  adapted  for 
th**  in.iintenatice  of  a  ju»t  balance  of  |«uwer  in 
Kuni|ie :  .imi.  nn  th^  other  hand,  to  tecnre  to 
Ku'«9»ia  th<'  imrniont  of  a  purtion  of  her  old  Dutch 
ilrht.  in  i*un9iii«*ratiiin  of  the  grneral  airaafeaieiits 
of  the  I  'onffrot*  of  Vienna  to  which  she  has  siren 
luT  ailhfion— arranireinents  which  remain  in  fiill 
force." 

XdW.  he  asketl  the  House — such  being  the 


to  wer'*  d<*in»nst ration**  of  th*'  ]>artie<^  who    case — the   stipulations  being  just  as  dis- 


were  tho  a;;;(rfrtHor-i,  not   those  who  wen' 
ag^rioved.     To  return  to  thoniain  subji*et 


tinct  as  those  of  the  former  treaty ^-ho 
asked  th«'  House  to  sot  a^ide  the  second 


In  order  to  be  abii'  to  nnk  the  Hou.«e  to    as  thev  had  set  a^^ide  the  iirst  convention. 


agree    to   hii   fourth   p'^olution.    he  must 
show  that  tin*  money  we  had  so  long  paid 


Russia    had    violated    her    engagi*mcnts. 
Ought  blie  to  Ih*  allowed  to  profit  by  her 


to  RubHia  we   wen-   not   bound  Ioniser  to    own    faults  f     He  did  not   bring  forward 


pay.  Ry  thr  Fourth  Article  of  the  Troaty 
of  Vienna,  an  aL'n'<'iiH'nt  was  entered  into 
lietween   Kni^land.    RuH>*ia,    and   Holland 


these  opinions  on  his  own  unsupported 
authority  :  a  learned  civilian  had  already 
stated   his   views  u|M)n  the  subject — hail 


n;s|M*rting  the  Ru^-fian-l>utch  loan,  bor- j  aln>ady  doclareil  that  in  his  opinion  we 
rowird  by  Holland  from  Russia,  and  pay  a- j  were  absolved  by  inlomational  law  from 
ble  u|>on  two  conditions.     So  long  as  Bel-  j  the  necessity  of  continuing  our  payments. 
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There  might  he  ground  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  that  there  existed  political 
reasons  why  we  should  continue  to  pay. 
But  then  we  should  need  another  Act  of 
Parliament.  It  was  impossihle  that  we 
could  continue  our  payments  under  the 
present  law.  He  was  indehted  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memher  for  Eonsale  (Mr. 
Watson),  who  was  prevented  from  being 
present,  for  some  extracts  bearing  upon 
the  subject  from  Vattel.  The  clear  opin- 
ion of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was, 
that  no  legal  claim  for  a  continuance  of 
payment  existed,  and  that  no  such  con- 
tinued payments  ought  to  be  made,  unless 
bdeed  they  were  warranted  by  peculiar 
political  reasons.  The  extracts  from  Vat- 
tel entrusted  to  him  by  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend,  went  to  prove  that  articles  of 
treaties  should  not  be  construed  as  so 
many  distinct  and  separate  treaties — ^that 
they  were  all  linked  together — and  that  an 
infraction  of  one,  injured  the  validity  of 
the  whole.     Vattel  said — 

"  The  party,  therefore,  who  is  offended  or  in- 
jured in  those  particulara  which  oonstttnte  the 
basis  of  the  treaty,  is  at  liberty  to  ohooee  the 
alternative  of  either  compelling  a  fiuthleu  ally  to 
fulfil  his  agreements,  or  of  declining  the  treaty 

dissoWed  by  his  yiolation  of  it We 

cannot  consider  the  several  articles  of  the  same 
treaty  as  so  many  distinct  and  independent  trea- 
ties ;  for,  though  we  do  not  see  any  immediate 
connexion  between  some  of  those  articles,  they 
are  all  connected  by  this  common  rdation,  name- 
ly, that  the  contracting  Powers  have  agreed  to 
some  of  thom,  in  consideration  of  the  others,  and 
by  way  of  compensation." 

No  doubt,  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  was  framed 
expressly  upon  that  principle.  We  disliked 
some  of  the  articles  of  that  treaty,  but  wo 
accepted  them  because  we  obtained  others 
which  we  approved  of;  and  it  was  not 
impossible  that  each  of  the  contracting 
parties  was  influenced  by  the  same  mo- 
tives. If,  therefore,  the  treaty  was  vio- 
lated in  one  article,  it  became  altogether 
null  and  void.  Martin* s  Law  of  luUions 
contained  a  passage  which  was  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  the  House : — 

"  If  of  many  treaties  between  two  ocmttmeCing 
Powers,  one  should  happen  to  be  violatAd,  the 
others  do  not,  on  that  account  merely,  eeaee  to  ke 
obligatory ;  but  since  the  perfect  right  of  the  in- 
jured party  allows  him  to  Tiolate  the  p«rft«t 
rights  of  the  other  party  till  he  hat  obtitiwd  dne 
satisfaction,  a  Power  that  justly  compUins  of  Ike 
violation  of  one  treaty,  may,  by  way  A  retaliatioii, 
successively  trans^ss  another  treaty  even  so  hr 
as  to  declare  forfeited  the  rights  refloltiiif  to  Ike 
other  party  from  such  treaty." 

It  was  on  that  principle  that  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna  had  been  framed  and  agreed  to. 


There  were  portions  of  it  to  which  ^e  en- 
tertained objections;  and  were  any  stipula- 
tion broken,  the  whole  treaty  would  be 
violated.  The  Russian-Dutch  loan  had 
been  regularly  paid  from  1816  until  1846 
— during  that  period  the  sum  total  of  enr 
disbursements  amounted  to  no  lesv  than 
3,374,000{. — a  pretty  fair  amount  from  a 
distressed  country — ^mtended,  too,  to  be 
continued  during  the  next  financial  year, 
when  thev  had  only  an  estimated  surpliu 
of  60,0007.  to  calculate  upon;  and,  worse 
still,  to  be  continued  in  the  face  of  a  fla- 
grant violation  of  the  treaty  under  wUdi 
it  was  originally  made  payable.  He  had 
put  his  view  of  this  part  of  the  case  in  Ua 
third  resolution,  which  was  as  follows:— - 

*'  That  the  Gonventioa  of  the  leth  day  of  No- 
vember, 1881,  between  Hii  Majesty  the  Khig  df 
Oreat  Britoin  and  Ireland,  and  the  Emperor  of 
all  tiie  RoMias,  was  OAde  to  explain  the  ftirali^ 
tkms  of  the  Treaty  hetween  Great  Britain,  Bos- 
Bia,  and  the  NeCheriands,  signed  at  Loadkm  oaths 
19th  day  of  May,  1815,  and  Inelnded  in  theTnatiy 
of  Vienna ;  and,  hy  that  Contentloii,  it  was  agrtsd 
hy  Great  Britahi  'to  seeore  to  Rotsia  the  pay^- 
ment  of  a  portion  of  her  old  Dnteh  debt,  in  Oo*- 
sideration  of  the  general  arrsngements  of  tho 
Congress  of  Vienna,  to  whieh  she  had  given  k«r 
adhesion;  arrangements  whIeh  remain  In  hXL 
foroe.'" 

He  hadt  he  thought,  step  by  atep,  dunrn 
what  aggreaaions  had  been  made,  until  we 
had  arrived  at  our  preamit  situation.  It 
had  been  his  object--and  he  hoped  he  had 
succeeded  in  effecting  it — ^to  bring  under 
the  coniideratioii  of  the  Houae  ihe  praNMt 
position  of  the  queition — to  ahow  ue  ate- 
rificea  which  had  been  made  by  Eaglaad 
up  to  1815— to  show  that  the  object  of 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna  wm  to  estabhdi  tlie 
balance  of  power  in  Enrope-*to  show  that 
seventeen  treaties  were  Inolnded  in  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  by  one  of  which  it  in|a 
stipulated  that  Cracow  was  to  remain  fer 
ever  a  free  city — ^to  show  that  the  eel 
whioh  Ruaaia,  Pmsna,  and  Anatria  had 
peipetrated  with  respect  to  Oraoov  waa  » 
flaipwit  violation  of  that  treaty,  ftmb 
were  the  objeota  whioh  he  had  in  view,  epil 
he  hoped  that  he  bad  aiMceeded  in  eftet- 
ing  ihem.  He  had  reiSsned  the  Heme  to 
Lord  Palmeraton'a  epnion,  on  the  TaUe^ 
to  the  effect  that  the  oondnet  jpnnraed  ip- 
warda  Cracow  waa  a  vidation  or  the  Tfeaftf 
of  Vienna,  and  an  iigury  done  to  ihia 
conn^.  BoaaiahadiHtlMfawn  her  adhe- 
sion from  the  trea^— ihen,  let  the  BriAh 
OoremmmX  witUbnw  from  the  pmMiit 
of  the  loan.  Butda  hud  hroVm  dl  W 
engagemttite  widi  ua:  irby,  Aeii»  dio(pd 
we  odntinae  to  tiphdd  eon  widi  hert    It 
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was  the  dnt j  of  that  House  to  give  weight 
to  Her  Majesty's  protest,  and  to  strength- 
en the  hands  of  Ministers.  Oh!  he  wish- 
ed that  Ministers  had  the  moral  courage 
not  to  ho  frightened  hy  Russia;  he  wished 
they  had  the  moral  courage  to  act  rightly, 
and  to  relieve  the  people  of  this  country 
from  the  payment  of  any  more  money  to 
Russia.  By  acting  in  that  manner,  they 
would  relieve  themselves  from  the  degrada- 
tion of  remaining  quiescent  under  an  act 
of  injustice,  and  would  show  the  civilized 
world  that,  as  far  as  lay  in  their  power, 
they  would  not  suffer  the  infraction  of  a 
treaty.  The  hon.  Momher  concluded  by 
submitting  the  following  resolutions: — 

"  1.  That  this  House,  considering  the  faithful 
observance  of  the  Greneral  Act  of  Congress,  or 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  of  the  0th  <lay  of  June,  1815, 
as  the  basis  of  the  peace  and  welfiirc  of  Europe, 
views  with  alarm  and  indignation  the  incorpora- 
tion of  the  free  City  of  Cracow,  and  of  its  Terri- 
tory, into  the  Empire  of  Austria,  by  virtue  of  a 
Convention  entered  into  at  Vienna,  on  the  0th  day 
of  November,  1846,  by  Russia,  Prussia,  and  Aus- 
tria, in  manifest  violation  of  the  said  Treaty. 

"  2.  That  it  appears,  by  Returns  laid  before 
Parliament,  that  there  has  already  been  paid  from 
the  British  Treasury  towards  the  principal  and  for 
the  interest  of  the  debt,  called  Russo-Dutch  I..oan, 
between  the  years  1810  and  1840,  both  inclusive, 
the  sum  of  40,403,750  florins,  equal  to  3.374,470/. 
sterling  money ;  and  that  the  liquidation  of  the 
principal  and  interest  of  the  remaining  part  of  the 
loan,  as  stipulated  by  the  Act  of  2  and  3  Will.  IV, 
c.  81,  will  require  further  annual  payments  from 
the  British  Treasury  until  the  year  1015,  amount- 
ing to  47,000,250  florins,  equal  to  3,017,187/., 
sterling  money,  making  then  the  aggregate  pay- 
ment 7,201,000/.,  and  tho  average,  for  each  of  the 
hundred  years,  of  72,010/. 

"3.  That  the  Convention  of  the  16th  day  of 
November,  1831,  between  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  and  the  Enifteror  of 
all  the  Russias,  was  made  to  explain  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  Treaty  between  Cireat  Britain,  Rus- 
sia, and  the  Netherlands,  signed  at  lA)ndon  f>n  the 
10th  day  of  May,  1815,  and  included  in  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna :  and,  i>y  that  Convention,  it  was  agnxMl 
by  Great  Britain  *  to  secure  to  RusMia  the  jiayment 
of  a  portion  of  her  old  I  hitch  debt  in  considera- 
tion of  the  general  arrangements  of  the  Congn'sn 
of  Vienna,  to  which  she  lutd  given  her  a<lhesion  ; 
arrangonientH  which  rt*main  in  full  force.' 

"  4.  That  this  House  is,  therefore,  of  opinion, 
that  Russia  luiving  withdrawn  tliat  adhesion,  ami 
those  arrang(>ments  being,  through  her  act.  no 
longer  in  force,  thf  |>ayiiients  from  this  country, 
on  account  of  tltat  debt,  should  bo  henceforth  sus- 
pended." 

ViscorNT  SANDON  was  happy  in  being 
able  to  second  the  hon.  Member  s  Motion, 
although  he  could  not  go  the  length  of  en- 
dorsing every  expression  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  urtcd.  Some  of  the  expres- 
sions wliich  the  hon.  Member  had  em- 
ployed, with  respect  to  Powers  with  whom 


we  were  on  terms  of  friendly  alliaiieev 
were  hardly  consistent  with  the  courtesj 
which  was  aue  to  them  under  those  circmn- 
stances.  At  the  same  time,  he  felt  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  so  far  right,  in  the 
main  object  which  he  had  in  view,  in  bring- 
ing the  question  under  the  notice  of  the 
Uouse,  that  he  (Lord  Sandon)  felt  himself 
fully  warranted  in  rising  to  second  the 
Motion.  Perhaps  the  most  remark*ble 
feature  in  the  whole  transaction  was  the 
undisguised  consciousness  which  the  Three 
Powers  betrayed  that  they  were  engaged 
in  a  proceeding  which  could  not  be  justified 
in  the  face  of  the  world.  From  the  begin- 
ning they  were  anxious  that  their  move- 
ments should  be  concealed  from  the  obser- 
vation of  the  European  Powers,  especiallj 
of  France  and  England.  There  was  a 
constant  endeavour  on  the  part  of  the  Three 
Powers  to  keep  the  other  Powers,  with 
whom  they  were  in  alliance,  in  the  dark  as 
to  the  course  which  it  was  their  intention 
to  pursue  towards  Cracow.  As  soon  as  it 
became  notorious  that  the  Three  Powers 
meditated  something  with  respect  to  Cra- 
cow, the  matter,  of  course,  became  the  sub- 
ject of  communications  to  our  Goremment 
from  the  British  agents  established  at  the 
various  continentiu  Courts;  and  in  the 
earlier  of  those  communications  it  was  evi- 
dent that  the  impression  conveyed  to  the 
mind  of  those  functionaries  was,  that  the 
Three  Powers  had  no  intention  of  doing 
anything  else  than  effecting  such  modifi- 
cations in  the  political  existence  of  Cracow 
as  would  suit  the  altered  circumstances  of 
the  time.  In  proof  of  this,  he  begged  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fol- 
lowing passage  in  a  despatch  from  the 
Earl  of  Westmorland  to  the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen, dated  Berlin,  April  I,  1846: — 

"  The  Charge  d'.\tfiiires  of  France,  M.  Ilttmana, 
lias  communicate«l  to  ine  a  despatch  which  he  hat 
nH>eive<l  fnmi  M.  (iuizot.and  which  be  is  directed 
to  lay  before  llaron  i'anitz,  in  which  he  cxpretiet 
his  conviction  tliat  the  rmsaian  GoTemment  will 
act  with  clemency  towards  the  persons  enga|^ 
in  the  late  conspiracy  in  Poland,  whenever  th^ 
opportunity  of  so  doinp  is  atfonled  them ;  and  that 
the  independence  of  the  State  of  Cracow,  nicb  mm 
it  was  establishe<l  by  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  will 
not  btf  bn>ken  in  upon.  M.  Guizot  sutes  that 
upon  this  latter  point  he  has  already  received  the 
assurances  of  the  Governments  both  of  Aastria 
and  Prussia." 

The  next  despatch,  from  the  Earl  of  West- 
morland to  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  commu- 
nicated the  result  of  a  communication  which 
he  had  held  with  the  Prussian  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  His  Lordship  said — 
'*  The  remark  he  itated  Co  me  that  bt  made 
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upon  it  was,  that  he  had  not  authorized  any  de- 
claration to  be  made  as  to  the  future  conduct  of 
hifl  Government  with  respect  to  the  at£un  of 
Cracow,  either  by  the  Marqub  de  Dalmatie  or  by 
the  Prussian  Charge  d'At&ires  at  Paris  ;  there 
waji.  th*'refore,  some  misapprehension  in  that  part 
of  M.  Guizot's  letter  which  alluded  to  it ;  at  the 
same  time  he  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  present 
military  occupation  of  the  State  of  Cracow  ought 
not  to  be  continued  beyond  the  time  that  it  should 
be  considered  necessarj*  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  that  State  and  of  the 
countries  around  it.  With  respect  to  the  future 
government  to  be  established  in  Cracow,  it  was 
now  4juite  impossible  to  form  an  opinion." 

That  still  left  the  matter  in  obscurity,  and 
no  distinct  impression  was  conveyed  to  the 
mind  of  the  British  Minister  as  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  Allied  Powers  with  respect 
to  Cracow  at  that  period.  In  the  Earl  of 
Westmorland's  despatch  on  the  17th  of 
April,  something  was  more  distinctly  stated 
on  the  subject.     His  Lordship  said — 

"  General  Canitz  has  stated  to  me,  that  as  soon 
as  the  proceedings  against  the  prisoners  in  Cracow 
liave  been  completed,  the  question  of  the  establish- 
m*»nt  of  the  government  of  the  State  of  Cracow 
will  be  entertained,  and  the  proposals  of  the  three 
protecting  Powers  upon  that  subject  referred  to 
the  allied  Governments  of  England  and  France  ; 
but  that  they  will  be  such  as  are  entirely  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  to  which  Prussia  will  most  rigidly 
adhere." 

There,  at  least,  was  no  absurdity;  nothing 
could  be  more  positive  than  the  assurance 
given  by  the  Prussian  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs  to  our  Ambassador,  that  there 
should  be  no  infraction  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna  ;  and  yet  Prussia  subsequently  co- 
operated in  suppressing  the  independence 
of  Cracow  I  Another  observation  arose 
out  of  that  passage  :  it  was  evident  that 
the  impression  on  the  Prussian  Minister's 
mind  was,  that  everything  which  concerned 
Cracow  was  a  matter  of  peculiar  interest, 
not  to  the  Three  Powers  alone,  but  to  the 
whole  of  Europe.  It  was  taken  for  granted 
that  the  question  of  the  future  government 
of  Cracow  must  be  referred  to  England 
and  France.  This  showed  that  the  pre- 
tence suVsequently  advanced  as  to  the 
atfairs  of  Cracow  being  properly  a  matter 
of  private  arrangement  between  the  Three 
Powers,  with  which  the  rest  of  Europe  had 
no  concern,  was  resorted  to  in  mere  hope- 
lessness of  being  able  to  satisfy  England 
and  France  of  the  justice  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  which  those  Three  Powers  were  en- 
gaged. The  Earl  of  Aberdeen's  despatch, 
of  the  25th  of  June,  to  our  Minister  at 
Warsaw,  showed  the  impression  made  upon 
his  mind  by  the  information  which  he  had 
received  : — 


"  In  the  present  stage  of  the  hnsinets,  then, 
and  until  something  positive  shall  have  occurred 
which  is  calculated  to  throw  a  light  on  the 
future  intentions  of  the  Three  Powers  more  imme> 
diately  concerned  in  the  affiurs  of  Cracow,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  suspend  their  judg- 
ment, and  abstain  from  active  interference  on  be- 
half of  that  republic.  Whenever  the  intended 
proceedings  of  the  Three  Powers  shall  be  more 
certainly  known,  or  may  be  more  correctly  oon- 
jecturcd.  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be  pre- 
pared to  act  in  such  a  manner  as  the  circumstan- 
ces of  the  case  and  the  obligations  of  existug 
treaties  may  seem  to  require." 

It  was  quite  clear,  therefore,  that  the  im- 
pression on  Lord  Aberdeen's  mind  at  that 
time,  drawn  both  from  consideration  of  the 
treaty  itself,  and  the  communications  from 
the  representatives  of  England  at  those 
Courts,  was  that  all  the  parties  to  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna  should  be  consulted  be- 
fore the  final  decision  as  to  the  State  of 
Cracow  should  he  made.  Indeed,  the  last 
communication  from  Sir  R.  Gordon,  dated 
the  14th  of  August,  was  the  most  im- 
portant as  to  the  impression  produced  hj 
what  passed  between  the  Ministers  of  the 
Three  Powers  : — 

"  Excepting  this,  I  do  not  bclieTe  ii\  the  exist- 
ence of  any  conferences.  But  if  there  exists, 
generally,  on  the  part  of  Austria,  Russia,  and 
Prussia,  a  disinclination  to  confer  freely  with 
British  and  French  authorities  upon  the  question 
of  Cracow,  it  proceeds  not,  in  my  opinion,  from 
any  intention  in  these  Powers  to  violate  the  act  of 
the  Congress  of  Vienna  which  guaranteed  the  in- 
dependence of  that  republic  ;  but  rather  that  they 
hare  not  as  yet  themselves  determined  to  what 
extent  their  interference  may  be  required  in  pre- 
renting  the  State  of  Cracow  from  becoming  again 
a  focus  of  insurrection  in  respect  of  the  adjoining 
provinces  under  their  dominion." 

From  that  period  an  ominous  silence 
prevaUed,  and  doubts  arose  in  the  minds 
of  the  foreign  representatives  as  to  what 
the  result  of  that  silence  would  be. 
At  last,  after  three  months'  suspense,  a 
formidable  despatch  appeared,  containing 
a  laboured  attempt  on  the  part  of  Prince 
Mettemich,  by  means  of  great  detail,  to 
establish  two  points — the  first,  that  Cracow 
had  forfeited  all  title  to  independence;  the 
second,  that  none  but  the  contiguous  and 
protecting  Powers  had  any  right  to  be  con- 
sulted in  the  decision.  These  points  bad 
been  weU  reasoned  by  the  Ministers  of 
France  and  England  in  the  papers  be  held 
in  his  hand;  and  it  certainly  was  not  un- 
natural that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
have  taken  an  early  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing its  acquiescence  with  the  GoTem- 
ment  on  this  question.  The  pretence  that 
it  was  a  mere  particular  and  special  matter, 
akind  of  domestic  question,  which  the  oAer 
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Powers  of  Europe  had  no  right  to  consider,  i  political,  not  material;  it  most  be  regarded 
was  the  most  extraordinary  part  of  the  as  part  of  a  great  transaction  whidi  waa 
whole  transaction.  It  seemed  strange  that  intended  to  presenre  the  idea  of  Polish  nm- 
the  protecting  Powers  should  have  thought  tionality,  and  prevent  what  had  been  called 
Enropc  had  forgotten  all  that  passed  with  the  "  pidpitating  fragments  "  of  the  bodj 
respect  to  the  affairs  of  Poland  in  the  great  of  PoLsnd  merging  their  Titalitj  into  the 
diplomatic  discussions  at  the  Congress  of '  great  masses  with  which  they  had  beeome 
Vienna.  The  settlement  of  Poland  was  ,  connected,  and  by  so  much  adding  to  the 
one  of  the  most  difficult  and  critical  points  _  strength  of  those  Powers,  and  increasing 
in  all  the  arrangements  of  the  Congress.  ;  their  ability  to  continue  their  aggressions 
The  question  was  not  then  considered  a  on  the  rest  of  Europe.  As  to  the  right* 
peculiar  and  separate  affair,  concerning  then,  of  England  and  France  to  be  parties 
only  the  three  protecting  Powers.  So  far  •  to  the  consultation,  it  was  unnecessary  to 
from  it,  the  arrangement  claimed  by  Russia  '  press  it  further;  it  was  evidently  the  opin- 
was  on  the  point  of  setting  all  Europe  in  :  ion  of  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Afiaira  for 
the  flames  of  war  in  the  months  of  De-  \  Prussia,  till  he  was  admitted  into  the  jphit; 
cembcr  and  January.  The  records  of  the  -  it  was  the  natmral  impression  of  all  the 
negotiations  proved  that  all  the  great '  statesmen  who  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
Powers  of  Europe  were  called  on  to  con- 1  transaction.  Whether  Cracow  had,  or  had 
suit  on  these  points.  The  proposal  of  i  not,  forfeited  her  right  to  the  modified  in- 
Count  Nesselrodc,  on  the  31st  of  December,  !  dependence  she  possessed,  was  a  question 
with  regard  to  the  duchy  of  Warsaw  and  !  rather  difficult  to  discuss.  The  language 
the  adjacent  territory,  proves  the  arrange- ;  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Palmerston)  waa 
ment  to  have  been  one  of  common  concern;  I  very  strong  on  that  point.  It  was  impoo- 
it  was  not  made  to  Austria  and  Prussia !  sible  to  conceive  that  in  a  popidation  of 
alone,  but  to  Austria,  Prussia,  and  Great ,  30,000  or  40,000  souls  planted  in  the 
Britain;  the  independence  of  Poland  was  '  midst  of  such  empires  as  Austria,  Rnsuay 
one  of  the  stipulations  expressly  submitted  ,  and  Prussia,  measures  of  police  would  not 
to  England.  After  that,  how  was  it  pos-  i  have  effectually  prevented  the  evils  those 
siblc  the  protecting  Powers  could  consider  .  Powers  said  they  experienced.  If  the  se- 
it  a  mere  matter  of  peculiar  and  separate  '  dition  was  not  suppressed,  it  was  imposai- 
arrangcmcnt,  with  which  the  rest  of  Europe  ble  not  to  think  it  must  have  been  allowed 
had  no  concern  ?  It  was  clear  to  any  one  j  to  grow  to  a  head  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
who  had  read  the  interesting  correspond- 1  stroying  the  last  remains  of  the  inde- 
ence  between  Lord  Castlereagh  and  the  |  pendence  of  Poland.  It  was  possible  some 
Emperor  Alexander,  that  the  arrangement  j  inconveniences  might  have  arisen;  but  it 
was  one  of  the  deepest  importance  to  the  ■  seemed  to  him  those  great  Powers  had  been 
whole  of  Europe,  and  was  never  considered  guilty  of  that  with  which  the  noble  Lord 
a  matter  of  separate  adjustment.  And  the  i  was  once  roproaehed — neglecting  the  great 
Powers  immediat<?ly  atFected  had  no  right  |  policy  for  the  small.  To  avoid  some  petty 
to  pick  out  a  petty  corner  of  tlie  tran.sa(;- 1  inconvenience  of  measures  of  police,  to 
tion  and  Hay»  **thisi3of  no  importance,"  i  avoid  the  necessity  of  employing  a  few 
without  consulting  the  other  parties,  that '  troops  round  the  frontier,  they  had  engaged 
they  mif^ht  at  least  express  an  o]>inion  as  ;  themselves  in  a  transaction  which  had 
to  that  importance.  They  were  told  that  i  shaken  the  general  faith  in  the  sta- 
other  elmngt^s  litid  been  made  in  the  articles  1  bility  of  treaties,  and  produced  incon- 
of  the  Treatv  of  Vienna;  there  certainly  *  veniences  far  more  serious  than  any  they 
had  b4*en  hucii  changes,  the  most  important  I  might  have  sustained  from  the  former  mea- 
of  which  was  tlu;  sepiration  of  Belgium  i  sures.  It  was  impossible  to  deny  the  mis- 
from  lloUaml.  Rut  what  was  the  course  '  chief  of  this  transaction,  without  recurring 
then  ]>ursurd  ?  The  independent  existence  :  to  former  discussions  un  the  state  of  Po- 
of Helgium  was  not  considered  a  settled  '  land;  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that  the 
thing,  till  all  the  five  Powers  agreed  to  it;  ■  general  stability  of  Europe  was  shaken  by 
Belgium  was  not  admitted  to  the  great ;  this  transaction.  On  the  public  mind  of 
court  of  European  nations,  till  the  whole  |  Europe,  it  had  the  effect  of  the  first  great 
of  the  five  Powers  had  l>een  consulted  upon  .  invasion  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna;  whether 
it.  As  to  tin*  extent  of  Cracow  as  a  State,  |  they  argued  rightly  or  not.  people  had  lost 
the  importance  of  the  question  was  not  to    confidence  in  that  arrangement  by  which. 


be  measured  by  geographical  surface,  or 
the  number  of  souls;  its  importance  was 


during  the  last  thirty  years,  the  general 
peace  of  Europe   had   been   maintained. 
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Tho  consequences  of  this  step  would  in- 
evitably be  felt  by  all  the  smaller  States 
of  Europe.  They  were  only  protected  by 
the  general  feeling  of  respect  for  engage- 
ments, for  independence,  and  for  public 
opinion:  and  the  present  transaction  had 
shaken  all  that  confidence,  and  made 
everybody  feel  that  they  had  henceforth  to 
trust  in  their  own  strength  alone,  and  not 
in  respect  for  treaties  which  could  be  thus 
lightly  broken.  The  latter  part  of  the  re- 
solution of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
was  one  respecting  which  he  did  not  feel 
so  confident;  although  he  should  be  glad 
to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  because  the  strength  of 
the  contract  seemed  to  exist  in  the  am- 
biguity of  its  terms.  In  1831,  when  it 
was  quite  clear  that  the  letter  of  the  con- 
vention under  which  England  engaged  to 
pay  Russia  the  old  Dutch  debt  alluded  to, 
had  been  broken,  it  was  found  necessary, 
as  the  House  would  remember,  to  nego- 
tiate a  new  convention,  with  the  view  of 
carrying  out  the  spirit,  rather  than  the 
letter,  of  the  original  convention,  and  to 
make  a  contract  substantially  equivalent 
to  the  one  which  a  change  of  circum- 
stances rendered  no  long?r  applicable.  For 
the  first  time  there  was  found  the  appear- 
ance of  the  words — 

"  To  secure  to  Russia  tho  payment  of  a  portion 
of  her  old  Dutch  debt,  in  consideration  of  the  ge- 
neral arrangements  of  the  Congress  of  Vienna,  to 
which  she  luui  given  her  adhesion— arrangements 
which  still  remain  in  fiill  force." 

His  first  impression  from  these  words,  and 
they  certainly  seemed  to  justify  that  in- 
ference, was,  that  upon  making  a  new  ar- 
rangement upon  the  old  basis,  it  had  be- 
come necessary  to  introduce  a  coq3idera- 
tion  which  should  as  effectively  limit  the 
payment  of  the  debt  as  the  original  one; 
and  as  it  was  no  longer  possible  to  stipu- 
late that  the  debt  should  be  paid  in  consi- 
deration of  the  union  beti^een  Holland  and 
Belgium,  a  new  consideration  should  be  in- 
serted, viz.,  that  it  should  be  paid — 

"  In  consideration  of  the  general  arrangements 
of  tho  Congress  of  Vienna,  to  which  she  had  given 
hor  adhesion" — 

More  especially  as  these  arranffements 
"  still  remained  in  full  force."  As  if  it 
had  been  meant  to  say,  that  if  these  ar- 
rangements had  not  been  in  full  foree,  the 
payment  would  not  be  continued.  That 
was  certainly  his  first  impression  on  read- 
ing the  new  convention,  that  they  wwe  at 
liberty  to  withhold  payment  of  tiM  4ibt 
when  the  arrangements  referred  to  oei«e4 


to  continue  in  full  force;  and,  sooh  being 
his  impression,  he  thought  the  House  was 
only  doin^  its  duty  in  ezpresung  the  mildeet 
sense  wmch  every  party  in  it  entertained 
of  the  great  mischief  of  the  breach  of  treatj 
which  had  been  committed  by  the  Three 
Powers,  and  by  Russia  in  partieulart  in 
abolishing  the  free  State  of  Cracow.  But 
upon  this  point,  he  felt  that  the  lawyen  in 
the  House  would  be  better  able  to  ezprees 
an  opinion  than  he  was;  and  perhaps  die 
noble  Lord  who  negotiated  the  new  eon- 
vention  miffht  also  help  to  r^noTe  hia 
doubts,  mth  respect  to  the  first  readlii- 
lion,  the  latter  part  of  it  was  a  mere  edio 
of  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  and  umplied  a 
hearty  acquiescence  in  the  views  of  Her 
Mi^esty's  Government;  and  be  hoped 
there  would  not  be  found  withhi  ibe  waOa 
of  that  House  any  difference  of  opinion 
upon  it,  vi2.,  that  all  the  three  parties 
had  been  guUty  of  a  gross  violation  of 
treaty,  and  that  thev  hikl,  for  the  sidie  of 
a  minor  ]^cy,  sacrineed  the  greater  poUer 
upon  which  the  peace  of  Europe  restaa. 
He  would  also  take  the  libertj  ^  ezpreie- 
ing  a  hope  that  the  Emperor  of  Russia  ••- 
pecially  would  recollect  the  sentiment!  of 
his  distinguished  brother,  through  whoae 
hands  the  negotiation  originally  passed,  as 
to  the  importance  of  adhering  to  the  foith 
of  treaties.  He  should  wish  him,  if  poan* 
ble,  to  recall  to  his  consideration  somo  of 
those  noble  expressions  which  were  re- 
ported by  Lord  Casdereagh  to  baTO  been 
used  by  his  predecessor;  and  that  die  Bni- 
peror  would,  like  him,  do  all  he  could  to 
maintain  briolate  the  peace  of  Ennme; 
and  that  he  would  act  in  accordance  with 
the  spirit  which  his  brother  endeavoured  to 
breatne  into  his  subjeots.  He  sinoerehr 
trusted  that  the  Russian  Emperor  would 
see  it  to  be  his  interest  to  extend  instead 
of  duninish  the  liberties  of  the  people,  and 
diat  he  would  take  warning  from  tbe  «v- 
pressicms  which  bad  been  made  use  of  tj 
M.  Gnisot,  tbe  French  Minister,  on  ll^ 
subject. 


iftrHte 


**  Nothing,"  laid  that 
ooflBpromiie  a  Gevenunsot, 
that  it  isaotinaeondiif 
Ibroeof  ti]iie,tolbMlito 
wfaieh  it  has  itself  raised.'  The  dsstmbtloii  9! 
■msU  State  of  Graeow  msgr  crsste  ftr  PoUfdi  eon- 
spiraoj  sad  insiuieolloa  sons  bmsbs  ef 
hot  it  «ay  also  kMp  up  and  em  ItdtBlt  tlis 
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Strengthening  of  blind  passions  and  Tiolent  de- 
signs." 

With  the  expression  of  his  hope  that  sen- 
timents like  these  would  penetrate  the 
bosoms  of  those  Powers,  in  whose  hands 
the  destinies  of  Poland  were  placed,  he 
would  sit  down,  by  asking  the  heart j  and 
unanimous  consent  of  the  Uouse  to  at 
least  the  first  resolution  which  lay  upon 
the  Table. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  having  made  his  Motion, 
I  shall,  without  entering  on  the  general  ar- 
gument which  has  been  stated  by  him,  and 
by  my  noble  Friend  opposite,  shortly  state 
to  the  House  the  view  which  I  take  of  the 
Motion  which  he  has  made.  With  respect 
to  the  argument  which  has  been  stated, 
that  the  Three  Powers  were  not  justified  by 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna  in  concluding  for 
themselves  the  consideration,  whether  the 
free  State  of  Cracow  should  be  maintained 
or  extinguished — with  respect  to  that  ar- 
gument I  cannot  but  concur  with  my  hon. 
Friend  who  made  the  Motion,  and  my  no- 
ble Friend  who  seconded  it.  I  think  it  is 
clear  from  the  words  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  and  from  the  prominence  which 
the  arrangement  respecting  Poland  took, 
both  in  the  conferences  which  preceded 
that  treaty,  and  in  the  articles  of  the 
treaty  itself,  that  these  articles  were  not 
immaterial  parts  of  the  treaty,  but  did  form 
one  uf  the  principal  stipulations  upon  which 
the  great  Powers  of  Europe  agreed  at  the 
termination  of  a  l»loody  and  destructive 
war.  Nor  can  I  think  that  while  the  ar- 
rangement which  placed  the  Duchy  of  War- 
saw under  the  dominion  of  the  Fi niperor  of 
Russia,  foi-med  the  subject  of  many  discus- 
sions and  a  long  corresjwndence,  not  only 
between  the  Ministers  of  the  different 
Courts,  but  also  of  a  singular  correspond- 
ence between  the  Minister  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs in  this  country  and  the  Emperor  of 
Russia  himself — I  say  1  cannot  think,  that 
while  that  arrangement  formed  a  principal 
part  of  th<^  treaty,  the  arrangement  which 
left  one  small  portion,  *'  a  mere  atom,"  as 
the  Allied  Powers  called  it,  free  and  inde- 
pendent, was  an  immaterial,  or  an  insigni- 
ficant j>art  of  it.  It  cannot  but  appear,  1 
think,  however  small  the  territory — how- 
ever small  the  population  of  tliat  State — 
that  yet  the  treaty  formed,  first  betweiMi 
the  Three  Powers  and  then  by  all  the 
Powers  who  were  the  concurring  ])arties  in 
the  Treaty  of  Vieima,  meant  that  free- 
dom and  independence  should  leave  to 
Poland — should  leave  to  some  part  of  tlic 


Polish  nation — a  separate  existence;  and 
that,  giving  up  much,  admitting  mncb,  to 
the  Emperor  of  Russia,  it  was  still  con- 
secrated, as  a  principle,  that  some  part  of 
the  Polish  nation  should  retain  an  inde- 
pendent and  separate  existence.  For  this 
reason,  therefore,  I  consider  the  existence 
of  Cracow  as  a  State,  having  been  thus 
secured  by  general  treaty — whatever  the 
complaints  &e  Three  Powers  had  made, 
that  Cracow  was  the  focus  of  disturbances; 
that  revolutionary  intrigues  there  found  a 
centre  and  a  means  of  organization;  that 
there  arose  from  that  smtdl  State  insur- 
rection against  the  three  surrounding 
Powers;  that  it  was  impossible  to  preserre 
those  Powers  from  this  insurrection :  that 
if  these  reasons  were  good  and  valid — ^if 
they  were  felt  to  be  strong — they  should 
have  been  stated  to  England  and  to  France; 
that  England  and  France  should  hare  been 
invited  to  a  congress,  or  some  species  of 
conference,  in  which  their  consent  should 
have  been  asked  to  put  an  end  to  a  state 
of  things  which  those  Three  Powers  de- 
clared to  be  intolerable,  and  which  ihey 
could  no  longer  permit  with  safety  to  them- 
selves. So  much,  I  think,  is  clear  from 
the  papers  which  record  the  general  trans- 
action of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna;  and  so 
much  also,  I  think,  is  clear  from  the  passage 
which  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Sandon)  has  read  from  the  statement  of 
the  Prussian  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs, 
in  which  he,  in  words,  admits  that  if  the 
arrangement  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  were 
to  be  altered  and  set  aside,  agreement  and 
concurrence  with  England  and  France 
would  previously  have  been  necessary.  In 
the  next  place,  with  regard  to  the  reasons 
which  are  given  by  the  three  great  Powers, 
and  which  are  stated  more  especially  by 
Prince  Metternich,  on  the  part  of  the 
Court  of  Austria,  those  reasons  appear  to 
me  insufficient  for  the  violent  proceeding 
which  has  taken  place.  I  cannot  myself 
imagine  that  there  could  not  have  been 
precautions  taken,  which,  however  they 
limited  the  action  of  the  free  and  inde- 
pendent State  of  Cracow,  would  yet  have 
been  a  security  that  its  name  and  its  inde- 
pendence would  have  been  maintained; 
while  all  danger  from  refugees,  from  its 
being  made  a  place  where  strangers  from 
all  parts  of  the  Continent  came  and  planned 
conspiracy,  might  have  been  encountered 
and  prevented.  It  does  seem  to  me  roost 
extraordinary  that,  with  this  little  State — 
this  mere  atom,  surrounded  by  Russia,  by 
Austria,  and  by  Prussia — these  three  great 
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and  mighty  monarchies,  with  such  vast  mi- 
litary forces,  with  such  unbounded  means, 
having  command  of  all  the  roads  which 
lead  to  Cracow,  having  the  power  of  march- 
ing their  troops  at  any  moment  into  the 
city  of  Cracow,  having  certain  rights  which 
were  constituted  and  assigned  to  them  in 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna — should  have  found 
themselves  so  powerless  as  to  be  unable  to 
prevent  Cracow  becoming  dangerous  to 
their  peace  and  welfare.  1  cannot,  indeed, 
but  suspect,  especially  looking  at  the  latter 
part  of  this  transaction,  when  govern- 
ment was  dissolved  in  Cracow — when  dis- 
organization took  place — that  it  was  not 
unwelcome,  or  altogether  unpalatable  to 
those  Three  Powers,  to  be  enabled  to  say, 
**  All  means  of  government  are  gone; 
Cracow  is  a  scene  of  anarchy  and  disorder, 
and  no  remedy  remains  but  the  total  aboli- 
tion of  the  existence  of  that  republic.*' 
Therefore,  Sir,  both  on  the  grounds  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  the  distinctness  of  the 
stipulations  referring  to  Cracow,  and  with 
regard  to  the  reasons  which  were  urged 
for  its  extinction,  I  think,  in  the  first  place, 
there  was  a  manifest  violation  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna;  and  I  believe,  in  the  second, 
that,  if  the  question  had  been  discussed 
in  a  congress  or  conference  among  the 
Powers,  thare  is  no  sufficient  proof,  so  far 
as  we  have  hitherto  seen,  that  the  Three 
Powers  would  have  been  in  a  position  to 
show  good  cause  for  the  course  they  have 
adoj)tcd.  Neither,  Sir,  am  I  convinced  by 
the  instances  that  are  furnished  by  the 
Minister  of  Austria,  as  to  various  stipula- 
tions of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  which  have 
been  altered  by  uncontested  agreement 
between  Powers  who  were  concerned,  and 
whose  territories  were  affected,  such  as 
small  parts  of  principalities  given  by  the 
Duke  of  Coburg,  or  others,  transferred  in 
consideration  of  some  equivalents  to  other 
princes,  for  the  mutual  convenience  of  their 
respective  territories,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  a  fair  equivalent  to  each,  and  of 
sometimes  making  a  more  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement for  all.  These  are,  naturally 
and  obviously,  alterations  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  which  might  take  place  without  any 
general  appeal  to  all  the  Powers  who  have 
signed  that  treaty.  Such  alterations  bear, 
in  my  mind,  no  resemblance  to  an  infraction 
of  one  of  those  great  and  leading  and  mas- 
ter stipulations  in  which  all  the  Powers  of 
Europe  are  deeply  interested.  Supposing 
that  some  arrangement  were  made  between 
Austria  and  Prussia  for  the  extinction  of 
Saxony,  and  that  the  great  Powers  were 


to  ask  how  they,  only  two  of  the  parties 
to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  could  agree  to 
extinguish  Saxony,  what  answer  would  it 
be — that  some  little  bit  of  territory  had 
before  been  exchanged  between  some  of 
the  minor  princes,  and  that  then  we  made 
no  protest  ?  And,  as  I  consider  it,  the  ex- 
tinction of  this  free  State  is  an  alteration 
of  one  of  the  main  and  leading  provi- 
sions of  the  treaty.  But  my  hon.  Friend, 
Sir,  not  satisfied  with  the  protest  which 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Afiairs  has  directed  to  be  de- 
livered at  the  Courts  of  the  Three  Powers 
principally  concerned,  wishes  this  House 
to  agree  to  certain  resolutions.  With  re- 
spect to  the  first  of  these  resolutions,  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Sandon),  who 
seconds  the  Motion,  is  in  complete  accord- 
ance. With  regard  to  the  last  he  is  not 
so  far  agreed,  and  he  doubts  whether  the 
House  ought  to  affirm  it.  As  to  the  first 
of  these  resolutions,  *'  That  this  House 
views  with  alarm  and  indignation  the  in- 
corporation of  the  free  State  of  Cracow 
into  the  donynions  of  the  Emperor  of 
Austria,  in  manifest  violation  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna,*'  I  should  beg  the  House  to 
consider  that  there  is  a  very  great  differ- 
ence between  that  which  has  been  done 
by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Palmerston)  in 
obedience  to  Her  Majesty's  commands, 
and  that  which  it  is  proposed  to  this  House 
to  do.  It  is  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
to  make  treaties,  to  carry  on  the  corre- 
spondence and  relations  of  this  country  with 
foreign  Powers.  Every  public  and  every 
personal  communication  is  agreed  on  in 
the  name  of  the  Sovereign,  and  by  the 
command  of  the  Sovereign.  If  a  treaty 
has  been  signed  and  ratified,  as  this 
Treaty  of  Vienna  was  signed  and  ratified, 
by  the  Minister  of  England  in  the  name  of 
George  III.,  and  of  the  Prince  Regent  of 
England;  and  if  any  violation  or  contra- 
vention of  that  treaty  takes  place,  the 
person  to  whom  it  devolves  to  make  any 
representation,  is  obviously  again  the  Mi- 
nister of  the  Sovereign — the  Minister  of 
the  Sovereign  of  England,  who  has  made 
the  original  treaty.  But  with  regard  to 
the  functions  of  this  House,  they  are  of  a 
very  different  nature.  When  there  is  a 
treaty  made,  or  a  correspondence  takes 
place,  upon  which  it  is  thought  necessary 
that  the  opinion  and  concurrence  of  this 
House  should  be  taken,  it  is  usual  then  for 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  ask  for  that 
general  concurrence.  If  a  treaty  of  com- 
merce or  a  treaty  of  subsidy  is  signed,  that 
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requires  the  intervention  of  Parliament,  it 
is  nsnal  for  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
ask  for  the  sanction  or  concurrence  of  Par- 
liament to  that  treaty.  But  to  affinn  a  re- 
solution which  is  not  thus  brought  bj  ne- 
cessity before  the  House  of  Commons — ^to 
affirm  a  resolation  merely  declaratory  of 
an  opinion,  that  is  not  the  correet  nor  the 
regular  course  of  proceeding  in  this  House. 
For  my  own  part  it  appears  to  me,  that 
while  it  is  obviously  incumbent  on  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  on 
the  advisers  of  Her  Majesty  to  declare 
their  sense  of  any  violation  of  treaty,  or  of 
any  matter  which  concerns  the  foreign  re- 
lations of  this  country  with  other  countries, 
it  is  not  advisable  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  affirm  resolutions  with  respect 
to  the  conduct  of  those  foreign  Powers,  un- 
less it  be  intended  to  follow  up  those  reso- 
lutions by  son)e  measures  or  actions  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive  Government.  For 
my  part  I  have  never  admired — and  I  have 
always  declared  in  this  House  that  I  never 
admired  in  this  respect — the  conduct  of  the 
French  Cliambcrs  with  regard  to  Poland. 
It  has  been  the  custom  of  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies  in  France  annually  to  protest  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  against 
the  acts  of  the  Emperor  Nicholas,  and  to 
make  a  declaration  in  favour  of  the  na- 
tionality of  Poland.  I  think  that  such  an- 
nual declarations  are  illusive;  for  while 
they  have  been  made  in  this  manner,  they 
have  been  followed  up  by  no  measures; 
they  are  made  by  a  representative  assem- 
bly, without  any  action  following  on  that 
declaration.  Be  it  obsen'cd  how  great  is 
the  difference  between  that  and  a  prf>test 
on  the  part  of  a  Sovereign.  The  Sovereign, 
by  prenigative,  entrusted  with  this  power 
of  making  treaties,  is  forced  of  necessity 
to  some  oiiinion  or  other — of  tacit  acquies- 
cence, of  favourable  and  applauding  cou- 
eurrencc.  or  one  involving  remonstrance 
and  rfpronrh — some  course  or  other  is 
forced  upon  tin*  Executive  Government  of 
the  country.  But  with  regard  to  the 
House  of  Common?,  it  is  not  necessary, 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  foreign  affairs, 
that  this  Iloii.se  slmuld  at  all  interfere  or 
declare  its  r»pinion  on  these  subjects.  I 
can  see  no  advantage  in  altering  that 
usual  course.  1  do  nr»t  think  there  would 
be  any  advantai^^e  in  bringing  these  sub- 
jects frequently  or  constantly  before  the 
Iloiiie,  with  a  view  to  a  declaration  of 
opinion — I  think  the  House  would  gain 
no  rePiK;ct  by  a  deviation  from  its  usual 
custom.     That  is   my   reason,   therefore, 


while  I  could  have  no  objeetiona  to  urge 
in  opinion  against  this  resolation — ^for  I 
have  already  declared  what  is  my  opiniflB 
with  regard  to  the  extinction  o£  tke  fnm 
State  of  Cracow — why  I  object  to  ita  bdag 
made  a  reiolntion  of  the  House  of  Cooi- 
mons;  and  on  that  p<Hnt  I  should  be  dis- 
posed to  move  the  previous  question.  With 
regard  to  the  other  resolution,  I  duntld 
act  in  like  manner.  That  reaoliitioii  aaji 
that— 

**  Russia,  having  withdrawn  that  adhetioa  (to 
the  Trcatj  of  Vienna),  and  those  arranjenieiita 
beine  through  her  act  no  longer  in  IbrM,  tho 
payment9  from  this  eoantir  on  aeeomit  «f  tho 
loan  should  be  henceforth  suspended." 

Now,  that  is  entirely  a  different  qoeation. 
The  arrangements  at  the  timeof  theTreatr 
of  Vienna  inTolved  a  union  of  Belgium  with 
Holland;  and  there  being  a  debt  in  Hol- 
land which  was  payable,  and  the  interest 
of  which  was  payable  by  Russia,  Great 
Britain  took  upon  herself  the  payment  of 
the  interest  of  that  debt,  in  consideratioa 
of  Russia  being  a  party  to  that  arrange- 
ment. When,  after  that,  these  two  coun- 
tries were  separated,  Russia  no  longer  at- 
tempted to  maintain  that  arrangement; 
and,  therefore,  by  the  letter  of  the  treaty. 
England  might  then  hare  said,  **  Ton  no 
longer  maintain  the  union  of  Belgium  with 
Holland;  and  therefore  as  you  do  not 
comply  with  the  letter  of  that  treatr» 
we  are  free  from  the  discharge  of  the 
interest  of  that  debt.**  But  although  this 
would  have  been  in  perfect  and  entire  con- 
formity with  the  letter  of  the  treaty,  it 
would  have  been  most  inconsistent  with 
the  justice  of  the  case;  because  the  Power 
that  had  favoured  the  separation,  and 
which,  from  the  moment  the  insurrection 
in  Belgium  was  successful,  favoured,  re- 
cognised, and  aided  that  separation,  was 
e:^pecially  England ;  and  for  England  to 
come  forward  and  say,  *'  You  did  not 
maintain  the  union  bi'tween  Holland  and 
Belgium,  an  union  which  we  did  not  wish, 
which  we  wanteil  to  see  dissolved,  but  now 
that  it  is  dissolved,  we  declare  ourselTcs 
free  from  the  payment  of  that  debt"— lo 
have  >aid  so  would  have  b«*en  such  an 
evasion  of  an  engagement,  that  I  certainly 
could  not  have  taken  any  part  in  adopting 
it.  But  it  was  not  evaded.  England 
being  free  from  the  letter  of  the  engage- 
ment, made  a  now  engagement  with  Rua- 
si«i;  and  in  that  engagement  nhe  agreed  to 
ci»iitinue  the  payment  of  the  interest  of 
that  debt.  The  actual  ground  for  con- 
tinuing the  payment  uf  that  interest  waa. 
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that  Russia  did  abide  by  tbe  general  ar- 
rangement of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna;  and 
that  it  was  only  in  consequence  of  the  acts 
of  England  herself  that  she  did  not  main- 
tain the  union  between  Holland  and  Bel- 
gium. But  undoubtedly  the  words  were 
introduced  into  that  convention  which  were 
a  security  to  Russia  for  payment  of 

— "  her  old  Dutch  debt,  in  consideration  of  the 
general  arrangements  of  the  Congress  of  Vienna, 
to  which  she  had  given  her  adhesion — arrange- 
ments which  remain  in  full  force." 

Now,  these  words  were  certainly  used. 
They  were  introduced  at  the  request  of 
the  representatives  of  Russia  in  this  coun- 
try. They  were  put  in  in  order  to  show 
that,  whilst  Russia  had  departed  in  one 
principal  respect  from  this  arrangement, 
yet  she  was  not  to  be  accused  of  any  vio- 
lation of  the  general  treaty,  of  any  bad 
faith  in  the  matter,  because  she  had  only 
done  so  at  the  request  of  England.  But 
still,  as  I  think,  the  original  arrangement 
and  the  general  reason  of  the  arrangement, 
remain  in  full  force;  and  what  was  that 
original  arrangement  ?  It  was,  that  Rus- 
sia had  agreed  with  England  with  respect 
to  the  territorial  disposition  of  Holland  and 
Belgium.  There  was  no  question  at  that 
time  of  any  other  arrangement,  or  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna  being  violated  or  disturb- 
ed. Russia  desired  these  words  to  be  in- 
serted in  the  treaty.  So  far  as  England 
was  concerned,  she  did  not  wish  those 
words  to  be  inserted.  It  was  not  the  ex- 
pression of  any  desire  of  hers  that  they 
were  so;  but  it  seemed  to  be  a  matter  of 
good  faith,  that  as  Russia  still  maintained 
the  original  arrangement,  therefore  it  was 
right  to  continue  to  pay  the  interest  of  the 
debt.  Now,  I  say  with  respect  to  the 
spirit  of  the  agreement,  that  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  just  to  take  advantage 
of  the  insertion  of  these  words,  and  that 
Russia  having,  so  far  as  Belgium  and  Hol- 
land are  concerned,  faithfully  preserved 
those  stipulations,  having  never  attempted 
either  to  disturb  this  arrangement,  and 
still  less  refused  her  aid  to  England  with 
regard  to  any  question  respecting  them,  I 
do  not  think,  in  point  of  fair  dealing,  we 
should  be  justified  in  refusing  to  pay  the 
interest  of  the  debt.  I  do  think,  how- 
ever, that  according  to  these  words,  we 
might  now,  as  we  formerly  might  have 
done,  refuse  to  pay  this  interest.  We  might 
say  to  Russia, — **  You  have  permitted 
these  words  to  be  inserted — they  were  in- 
serted with  your  sanction;  and,  as  they 
were  inserted  with  your  sanction^  we  will 


take  advantage  of  these  words,  and  we 
will  refuse  any  longer  to  pay  the  sum." 
That  would  be  conformable  to  one  interpre- 
tation of  the  treaty.  Those  whom  we 
consulted,  who  were  the  highest  authorities 
that  we  could  consult  with  regard  to  the 
interpretation  of  Acts  of  Parliament  bear- 
ing upon  treaties — the  legal  authorities 
who  are  usually  consulted  on  those  subjects 
— have  told  us,  that  they  think,  according 
to  the  spirit  of  the  arrangement,  according 
to  the  spirit  of  the  convention,  the  money 
ought  still  to  be  paid.  It  is  at  most,  state 
it  as  favourably  as  you  can  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Motion,  a  doubtful  point, 
upon  which,  if  you  wish  to  take  advantage, 
you  might  claim  that  advaistage  from  words 
inserted  in  the  convention.  According  to 
my  opinion,  you  would  be  acting  against 
the  spirit  of  the  treaty  in  order  to  take 
advantage  of  a  plea  which,  I  think,  in  a 
court  of  law,  might  perhaps  be  urged  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  a  contract,  but  which, 
as  between  nations,  ought  not  to  be  used. 
I  think,  in  so  considering  this  question, 
we  should  lower  our  position.  I  think  we 
should  deprive  ourselves  of  that  advantage 
which  we  now  have  if  we  were  to  reduce 
this  to  a  transaction  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence.  I  consider  that  in  late  trans- 
actions in  Europe,  although,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  and  by  different  Powers,  our 
wishes  have  not  been  complied  with,  our 
desires  have  not  been  listened  to,  our  pro- 
testa  may  have  been  disregarded,  yet  there 
does  remain  with  us  a  moral  strength  no- 
thing can  take  away.  There  is  no  treaty 
the  stipulations  of  which  it  can  be  imputed 
to  England  that  she  has  violated,  evaded, 
or  set  at  nought.  We  are  ready,  in  the 
face  of  Europe,  however  inconvenient  some 
of  those  stipulations  may  be,  to  hold  our- 
selves bound,  by  all  our  engagements,  to 
keep  the  fame,  and  tbe  name,  and  the 
honour  of  the  Grown  of  England  unsullied, 
and  to  guard  that  unsullied  honour  as  a 
jewel  which  we  will  not  have  tarnished. 
With  that  sentiment,  Sir,  if  I  should  ask 
my  noble  Friend  to  go  to  the  Court  of 
Russia,  and  say,  ''To  be  sure  yon  have 
violated  a  treaty — to  be  sure  yon  have  ex- 
tinguished an  independent  State.  We  have 
allowed  this  to  be  done.  You  shall  hear 
no  threat  of  war.  We  will  not  arm  for 
the  purpose.  We  will  admit  that  the 
State  of  Cracow  is  extinguished.  We  will 
admit  that  her  inhabitants  are  reduced  to 
subjection.  The  names  of  freedom  and  of 
independence  to  them  are  lost  for  ever.  But 
this  we  will  do.    There  is  a  claim  of  some 
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thousand  pounds  which  we  can  make 
azainst  you,  which  we  now  paj,  and 
which  we  will  now  throw  upon  tout  shoul- 
ders; and  in  that  war  we  will  reTens;e  our- 
selves for  your  violation  of  treaties.  '  We 
should  be' taking  a  part,  we  should  be 
using  languaire  which  is  not  becoming 
the  position  England  has  hitherto  held: 
which  is  not  becoming  the  position 
I  wi>U  her  in  future  to  hold  against  the 
world.  Having  thus  stated  as  shortly 
as  I  could  the  views  I  entertain  upon  the 
subject,  I  ask  you  not  to  come  in  this 
Hou»e  of  Commons,  which  does  not  usually 
interfere  with  the  foreign  relations  of  this 
country,  to  any  idle  resolution  upon  which 
you  don't  intend  to  act;  and  I  ask  you,  in 
the  next  place,  not  to  lower  this  question 
to  a  mere  question  of  money  value,  not  to 
go  and  demand  how  much  this  Russian- 
Dutch  stock  may  be  worth  in  the  market, 
but  to  preserve  that  which,  as  I  think,  is 
of  inestimable  value;  I  wish  you  to  allow, 
as  this  House  has  hitherto  allowed,  by  its 
silent  acquiescence,  the  protest  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has 
delivered,  to  remain  in  full  force  as  a  de- 
claration upon  our  part  — a  declaration 
which  will  have  its  value,  depend  upon  it, 
in  re:^ard  to  future  transactions — that  we 
do  not  abstain  from  the  observance  of  trea- 
tiei«  which  we  believe  to  have  been  violated; 
and  let  us  be  able  to  say  that  we  have 
sought  no  interest  of  England  in  this  mat- 
ter. We  have  not  looked  to  any  interest, 
either  large  or  petty,  in  re^^ard  to  ouraclves: 
wo  have  reganled  the  j^reat  interests  of 
Europe;  wo  liave  desired  that  the  settle- 
ment which  put  an  end  to  a  century  of 
bloodahod  should  remain  in  full  force  anil 
vii^our.  Wf  have  declared  that  sentiment 
to  tlie  worM,  and  we  trust  that  the  repro- 
batlijn  with  which  this  transaction  has  bein 
met,  will,  in  future,  lead  all  Po-vers,  who- 
ever they  may  be,  who  may  be  induced  to 
vi«ilate  treaties,  to  con^^id'.-r  that  they  will 
niert  with  the  di-^iuterested  protest  of 
Kn;;Iand,  s>i  that  her  character  shall  stand 
before  the  world  untarnished  by  any  act  of 
her  own. 

Debate  adjourned,  after  some  discus- 
sion as  to  the  day,  till  the  ensuing  Thurs- 
day. 

House  adjourned. 
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LABOURING  POOR  i  IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  bnHigfat 
up  the  report  of  the  Amendments. 

The  Eabl  of  RADNOR  observed,  that 
the  number  of  persons  employed  on  the  re- 
lief works  in  Ireland  was  now  66^,000. 
being  an  increase  of  40  per  cent  in  the 
number.  lie  wished  to  ask  if  Government 
had  any  idea  that  the  number  woidd  be  di- 
minished. Wliat  was  to  become  of  them 
if  this  system  should  go  on  to  October  or 
I  November  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWXE  was 
not  in  the  least  surprised  at  the  question 
.  put  by  his  noble  Friend,  and  the  great 
.  anxiety  he  had  expressed  as  to  the  sub- 
ject, in  which  anxiety  he  entirely  concur- 
red. It  undoubtedly  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  had  been 
so  stated  by  them  to  Parliament,  that  as 
far  as  practicable  reproductive  works  should 
be  set  on  foot,  and  that  the  relief  works 
should  be  not  abruptly,  but  gradually,  dis- 
continued. The  only  reason  for  that 
course  not  bavins;  been  yet  acted  upon  to 
the  extent  to  which  it  was  desirable,  was 
the  increasing  destitution  of  Ireland  bj 
the  increase  of  scarcity,  and  the  absolute 
failure  of  any  other  means  of  support,  com- 
bineil  with  the  difficulty,  ur  rather  impos- 
sibility, of  carrying  at  once  into  operation 
those  other  measures  which  it  was  hoped 
by  Govemnu-nt  and  Parliament  would 
operate  in  somo  deirree  as  a  substitute. 
Une  of  those  BilU  was  only  just  passed; 
and  he  could  assure  his  noble  Friend  that 
no  time  would  be  \'*:H  in  Ireland  in  carry- 
ing the  now  system  into  operation,  with  a 
view  to  atford  such  relief  as  could  be  im- 
mediately given.  Positive  instructions  had 
been  sent  to  the  loi-al  goveniraenl  in  Ire- 
land, enjoining  the  discontinuing  of  those 
Worts;  that  none  should  be  conunenced  ex- 
cept under  the  most  urgent  circumstances: 
and  that  if  any  particular  work  was  so 
commenced,  an  inimetliate  report  should 
be  made  express! ni:  the  grounds  of  the  un- 
dertaking. He  dill  then*fore  feel  confi- 
'  dont,  that  at  no  distant  period  there  would 
I  be  a  diminution  in  the  amount  of  men  em- 
'  ployed  on  those  works.  Though  it  was 
I  undoubtedly  true,  that  any  system  of  relief 


897     Custody  of  Offenders  Bill —     {March  5}         Secondary  Punishments.       898 


which  could  he  introduced  into  Ireland 
would  be  suhject  to  abuse,  yet  the  system 
now  to  he  established  would  be  one  more 
capable  of  control,  less  liable  to  abuse, 
more  easily  watched,  than  the  one  to  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  called  their  Lordships' 
attention.  He  could  only  say,  that  he 
should  be  obliged  to  his  noble  Friend  to 
continue  his  attention  to  this  subject,  be- 
cause it  was  one  of  great  importance. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  could  only  say,  that 
he  entertained  the  same  hope  with  his 
noble  Friend  opposite,  which  he  trusted 
would  not  be  frustrated  by  the  result.  But 
his  fear,  as  well  as  that  of  his  noble 
Friend  near  him,  was  that  it  would.  His 
great  fear  was,  as  he  had  constantly  stated 
since  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  that 
they  had  got  into  a  plan,  the  necessary 
and  inevitable  consequence  of  which  was, 
that  it  could  not  stop  where  it  was,  but 
must  go  on. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHEL  re- 
marked, that  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of 
Radnor)  could  not  surely  be  aware  of  the 
present  state  of  Ireland,  or  he  would  not 
have  spoken  as  he  had  done.  It  was  im- 
possible that  the  landowners  could  diminish 
the  enormous  expense  which  they  were  at 
present  incurring  in  the  execution  of  relief 
works,  however  much  it  was  their  interest 
to  do  it;  for  they  found  themselves  com- 
pelled to  bring  in  presentations  for  more 
works,  in  order  to  provide  employment  for 
tlie  people  to  prevent  them  from  starving. 
When  they  saw  the  people  falling  dead  on 
the  roads — when  they  found  contagion 
spreading  not  only  in  the  cabins  of  the 
poor,  but  among  every  class  of  society — 
when  they  saw  these  things  occurring,  it 
was  impossible  to  put  a  stop  suddenly  to 
the  means  which  had  hitherto  been  adopted 
of  supporting  the  people  in  their  present 
distress.  Besides,  there  were  certain  pub- 
lic works  which  had  been  presented  for, 
and  which  were  not  finished;  and  the 
money  which  had  been  already  expended 
on  the  progress  of  these  works  would  be 
thrown  away,  if  the  works  were  not  con- 
tinued. !Many  roads  in  the  south  of  Ire- 
land were  in  this  condition,  and  the  number 
of  persons  employed  on  them  could  not 
well  be  diminished  until  they  were  com- 
pleted. And,  even  if  they  were  finished, 
what  was  to  be  done  with  these  poor 
people  until  other  means  were  found  for 
supporting  them  ? 

The  Earl  of  RADNOR  hoped  that  none 
of  their  Lordships  had  misunderstood  him, 
as  the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  hare  done. 
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He  spoke  of  Ireland  in  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter, only  as  he  would  of  Yorkshire. 
Amendments  reported. 

CUSTODY  OF  OFFENDERS  BILL- 
SECONDARY  PUNISHMENTS. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  GREY  said :  I  beg  now  to  move 
that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  is  not  one  of  any  con- 
siderable importance.  Its  scope  is  confined 
to  little  more  than  assimilating  the  law 
with  respect  to  Irish  offenders,  to  the  law 
as  it  now  exists  in  Great  Britain.  By  the 
existing  law,  all  offenders  sentenced  to 
transportation  in  Great  Britain  are  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Crown;  and  the 
usual  course  is,  that  they  are  sent  to 
Van  Diemen*s  Land,  Gibraltar  or  Ber- 
muda, or  are  imprisoned  in  Millbank  or 
Pentonville  prisons,  or  confined  on  board 
of  the  hulks,  as  circumstances  may  render 
desirable.  But  the  Acts  which  give  this' 
power,  as  regards  offenders  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, do  not  extend  to  Ireland;  and  with  re- 
spect to  Ireland  there  is  no  power  of  dispos- 
ing of  criminals  otherwise  than  by  sending 
them  to  Van  Diemen's  Land  and  Norfolk 
Island,  because  even  Bermuda  and  Gibral- 
tar, where  there  are  convict  establishments, 
do  not  come  within  the  operation  of  the  law 
as  regards  Irish  convicts.  To  do  away  with 
this  distinction  is  the  whole  scope  of  the 
Bill  of  which  I  now  move  the  second  read- 
ing. There  is  another  Bill — the  Prisons 
Bill — ^before  us,  intimately  connected  with 
it,  of  which  I  shall  also  move  the  second 
reading  this  evening,  but  which  is  not  in 
itself  of  very  much  more  importance.  Its 
whole  object  is  to  make  a  change,  and  I 
believe  a  very  necessary  change,  in  the 
constitution  of  the  governing  bodies  of  the 
three  national  prisons  of  Pentonville,  Mill- 
bank,  and  Parkhurst.  But  though  those 
two  measures  are  not  in  themselves  of  any 
very  great  importance,  I  think  it  is  right 
that,  in  moving  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  I  should  call  your  Lordships*  attention 
to  the  whole  subject  of  secondary  punish- 
ments ;  for  this  reason,  that  these  are  the 
only  measures  of  a  legislative  kind  which 
it  is  necessary  for  Government  at  present  to 
introduce  to  Parliament  in  carrying  into 
efiect  a  change  in  the  policy  of  the  country 
with  respect  to  punishments  of  a  very  im- 
portant kind.  That  change  is  of  no  lees 
extent  than  a  virtual  abolition  of  the  sys- 
tem of  transportation,  which  has  so  many 
years  prevailed  under  different  regulations 
2G 
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and  modifications  as  a  mode  of  punishment. 
Although  by  law  tho  Executive  Govern- 
ment  has,  undoubtedly,  the  power  of  mak- 
ing this  change  without  appealing  to  Par- 
liament, yet,  considering  the  extreme  im- 
portance of  that  change— considering  that 
the  system  which  it  is  proposed  to  alter  is 
one  which  has  now  lasted  for  very  many 
years,  and  that  it  has  received  on  repeated 
occasions  the  deliberate  attention  of  Par- 
liament— I  certainly  do  feel  that  it  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  duty  of  Uer  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  carry  such  a  change 
into  effect  without  distinctly  calling  the 
attention  of  Parliament  to  the  subject. 
My  Lords,  I  believe  there  is  no  subject 
which  can  come  under  the  consideration  of 
Parliament  of  more  deep  importance  than 
that  of  the  punishment  of  offenders.  It  is 
absolutely  necessary,  for  tho  very  existence 
of  society,  that  tho  punishments  by  which 
the  law  is  to  be  enforced,  should  be  of  such 
a  character  as  effectually  to  deter  offenders 
from  the  commission  of  crime.  It  is  equally 
necessary,  for  great  ends  of  humanity,  that 
the  punishment  inflicted  on  offenders  should 
bo  one,  calculated,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
reform  and  improve  tho  unhappy  objects  of 
that  punishment  themselves.  Those  are 
ends,  my  Lords,  of  the  very  highest  im- 
portance ;  and  not  less  is  the  extreme  diffi- 
culty in  carrying  it  out  with  success.  It 
is  a  subject  on  which  various  systems  have 
been  adopted  by  the  various  civilized  na- 
tions of  the  world,  and  upon  which  many 
attempts  at  improvement  have  been  made  ; 
but  I  believe  nowhere  can  it  be  said 
that  that  great  and  difficult  problem 
of  discovering  the  best  mode  of  treating 
offenders,  with  a  view  at  once  to  the 
prevention  of  crime  and  the  refonna- 
tion  of  the  criminal,  has  yet  received 
a  conjpletely  satisfactory  solution.  But 
though  this  is  the  case,  the  experionco 
which  has  of  late  years  been  gained  both 
in  this  and  other  countries,  has,  I  think, 
enabled  ua  to  judge  far  bettor  than  we 
could  have  done  a  very  few  years  ago, 
what  are  the  nuMisuros  which  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  adopt.  1  have  already  said, 
that  the  chanffc  which  (lovennnent  have 
considered  ought  to  he  introduced  into  the 
policy  of  the  country,  extends  to  no  less 
than  the  virtual  abolition  of  transportation, 
because  wlini  I  speak  of  transportation,  I 
do  not  include  the  punishment  of  offenders 
at  Gibraltar  and  Ht-rmuda:  that  ]mnish- 
nient  is  of  a  totally  different  character  from 
that  which  is  usually  known  under  the 
name  of  transportation.     It  i:^  cue  of  tho 


known  features  of  the  system  of  tranipor- 
tation,  that  in  the  very  great  majority  of 
cases,  the  persons  on  whom  that  sentence 
has  been  passed,  being  carried  to  a  verj 
remote  part  of  the  world,  at  the  termina- 
tion of  their  sentence  remain  in  the  coimtry 
in  which  their  punishment  has  been  carried 
into  effect,  and  do  not  return  to  this  coun- 
try: so  that  relieving  this  country  from  the 
presence  of  those  criminals,  was  considered 
one  of  the  main  objects  in  view  under  that 
system.  But  with  respect  to  those  re- 
moved to  Bermuda  and  Gibraltar,  this  has 
not  been  the  case;  on  tho  contrary,  cri- 
minals who  have  there  been  punished,  are 
not  allowed  to  remain  in  those  places ;  thej 
are  brought  back  at  the  public  expense  to 
this  country.  Punishment  at  Bermuda 
and  Gibraltar  is,  therefore,  rather  to  be 
considered  as  an  extension  of  the  hulk 
system  which  is  in  practice  here,  than  as 
a  system  of  transportation ;  it  is  only  that 
a  certain  number  of  convicts  who  would 
have  been  otherwise  sent  to  the  hulks  at 
Portsmouth  or  Woolwich,  have  been  sent 
to  hulks  stationed  at  Gibraltar  or  Bermuda, 
because  their  labour  can  be  rendered  there 
exceedingly  valuable  to  the  country.  De- 
fining in  this  manner  what  I  mean  by  the 
word  **  transportation,"  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propose  to  do  away  entirely  with 
the  system  of  transportation  as  it  has 
hitherto  existed.  I  cannot  believe  that 
any  of  your  Lordships  who  have  read  the 
papers  lately  presented,  and  those  which 
in  former  years  also  havo  been  laid  before 
Parliament,  or  who  have  attended  to  the 
progress  of  the  various  measures  adopted 
on  this  subject  within  the  last  few  years, 
can  doubt  the  absolute  necessity — I  use  no 
lighter  word — of  that  complete  change  of 
policy  which  Government  have  thought  it 
their  duty  to  adopt.  I  trust  a  short  reca- 
pitulation of  what  has  been  passed  on  this 
subjiK't.  will  be  sufficient  to  show  your 
Lordships  that  this  necessity  really  exists. 
Allow  me,  therefore,  to  remind  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  old  system  of  transportation 
was  one  very  different  from  that  which  of 
late  years  has  existed.  Convicts  sent  to 
New  South  Wales  and  Van  Diemen*s  Land 
were  not  kept  at  the  charge  of  Govern- 
ment ;  they  were  assigned  to  private  indi- 
viduals, with  whom  they  were  placed  in  a 
situation,  I  may  call  it,  of  slavery,  because 
they  were  compelled  to  ser^c  those  persons. 
According  to  the  regulations,  wages  wore 
not  allowed  to  be  ]»aid  to  them  ;  they  only 
received  food  and  clothing,  and  if  thej 
failed  to  worky  or  for  any  neglect  of  orderSp 


901 


SeeondttTjf 


{liAamS} 


■Pmiffftmflnfj 


903 


the  punishment  was  of  the  most  summary 
kind — ^flogging  hj  order  of  a  magistrate. 
It  was  to  sSl  intents  and  purposes  a  system 
of  slavery  which  existed  in  those  colonies. 
In  1837,  a  Committee,  of  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  Member,  was  appointed  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  to  consider 
this  subject,  which  sat  both  in  that  and  the 
following  Session,  and  took  a  great  deal  of 
evidence  upon  this  subject.     Of  that  Com- 
mittee, Sir  R.  Peel,  Lord  J.  Russell,  and 
other  distinguished  persons,  who  had  taken 
an  active  part  in  the  business  of  Parliament, 
were  Members;  and  it  was  ably  presided 
over  by  Sir  W.  Molesworth.   No  difference 
of  opinion,  so  far  as  I  recollect,  existed 
among  the  Members  as  to  the  necessity  of 
doing  away  with  what  was  called  the  system 
of  assignment,  because  that  system  was  one 
of  the  grossest  inequality  and  injustice. 
It  was  a  matter  of  accident  under  it  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  punishment  to  which 
a  man  was  subjected.     If  he  had  a  good 
master,  disposed  to  be  indulgent,  it  often 
happened  that  a  criminal  who  had  been 
sentenced  in  this  country  for  some  most 
heinous  offence,  more  especially  if  he  proved 
to  be  a  good  mechanic  or  workman,  in- 
stead of  finding  himself  worse  off  than  in 
this  country,  found  his  situation  infinitely 
improved.     I  remember  that  with  respect 
to  the  agricultural  labourers  sent  ont  for 
their  share  in  the  riots  of  1830,  whieh 
were  caused  by  the  great  distress  then 
existing  in  Kent  and  Dorsetshire,  this  was 
very  remarkably  the   case.     These  men 
being  generally  good  labourers,  their  ser> 
vices  were  extremely  valuable,  so  that  the 
masters  to  whom  they  were  assigned  were 
very  anxious  to  keep  them  in  good  humour. 
They  were  consequently  well  treated;  and 
thus  to  those  men  whom  you  sent  to  New 
South  Wales  for  the  purpose  of  punishing 
them,  the  effect  of  the  sentence  of  trans- 
portation was  this,  that  whereas  in  England 
— the  cause  of  those  riots  being,  undoubt- 
edly, the  severe  pressure  of  the  distress  at 
that  time  existing — they  had  been  receiv- 
ing 78,  or  8«.  a  week,  which  barely  enabled 
them  to  obtain  a  most  scanty  diet,  and  a 
miserable  provision  of  clothing,  when  they 
went  to  New  South  Wales,  and  were  as- 
signed to  masters  by  way  of  punishmentp 
they  received  rations  of  ten  pounds  of  meal 
a  week,  with  a  good  allowance  of  augar, 
tea,  bread,  and  clothing  ;  and  thb  in  re- 
turn for  labour  certainly  much  lew  severe 
than  what  they  had  been  used  to.     In 
some  cases,  therefore,  this  was  no  pun- 
ishment whatever;   while  in  othenn  M- 


cordinff  to  Ab  disposition  of  the  masten 
(and  uds  was  a  mere  matter  of  accident), 
it  was  a  punishment  of  the  cruelleet  and 
severest  kmd.     The  assigned  servant 'was» 
as  I  have  already  said,  entirely  the  slave 
of  his  master.  *  If  it  so  happened  that 
he  got  a  had  and  tyrannical  master^  ho 
was   subjected  to  a  eontmual  system  of 
annoyance,  ill  treated,  and  at  length  drivoi 
into  mutiny  and  resistance,  when  he  WM 
immediately  carried  before  a  magistrate^ 
and,  upon  the  mere  allegation  of  die  mast^» 
was  subjected  to  corporal  punishment  of  tho 
severest  kind.     Returns  were  laid  hefert 
the  Committee  in  181^  which  showed  tbe 
fearful  extent  to  which  this  system  of  oor- 
poral  punishment  had  been  carried.    Tour 
Lordships  will  observe  another  result  o^ 
this  system.     The  suffering  endured  by 
the  convicts  in  this  way  was  altogediffr 
useless  as  an  example  to    offenders  ail 
home;  it  was  little  heiurd  of  in  thb  countij} 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  those  convicts  who 
were  well  off  wrote  home  to  theur  friends 
and  relations,  and  Mad,  "  It  was  the  Inokii 
est  thing  that  ever  happened  to  me  to  bo 
convictdi  and  sent  out  here*    I  was  now 
so  well  off  before,  and  do  von  oontrivo  to 
get  yourself  sent  out,  and  follow  mo  aa 
soon  as  you  can."  I  waa  Under  Seoretair 
in  the  Colonial  Office,  and  had  qpportanif 
ties  of  sedng  many  of  those  letters;  and  I 
think  my  noble   Friend  qvpoaito   (]kfd 
Ripen),  who  was  then  Seoretary  of  Stoli 
for  the  Colonies,  will  also  remembor  i 
numerous  letters  of  this  kind  which  < 
through  the  office.     No  doubt  many  of 
these  representations  were  false;  but  iksf 
were  not  made  in  vain — their  itatemeiiii 
were  believed;  and,  whether  true  or  fiJao^ 
they  produced  their  effect;  and  their  xoaaH 
was,  to  render  this  system  inefieetual  ii| 
deterring  others  from  the  eommisiion  <if 
offences  at  home.    For  these  reasonstlht 
Committee  of  1838  came,  as  I  belieirov .^ 
the  unanimous  oonoluaion  thai  tho  tjiitm 
of  assignment  was   one  wbioh  nnut  bf 
done  away  with.    Their  resolution  totUa 
effect  was  reported  to  the  Honie  of  Oow 
mens;  and  measures  foonded  on  that  raao* 
lution  were  adopted,  by  wbidi  ■tqpo  wmm 
Ukuk  to  put  an  end  to  thoqfstttnof  |M» 
sigmnent.    At  tiio  same  time  it  waa  |to» 
pMod,  that  all  oonvieta  wbaterer  wort 
to  bo  retained  in.the  hands  of  Gorwiv 
ment;  and  that*  therefore,  a  muoh  8maila| 
number  of  oottvieta  than  formorly  shooli 
be  tnmsported.  It  waa  Mt,  that  when  4to 
system  of  asaigimen»oeaaed,  and  when  fjj 
oonfioti  iteo  to  bo  nUinad  in  tbo 
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of  the  Colonial  Government,  it  would  be  a 
matter  of  extreme  dif&culty  to  administer 
the  system  properly  if  a  very  large  number 
were  to  be  sent  out.  The  plan  which  it 
was  intended  to  adopt,  and  for  which  in- 
structions were  framed  by  my  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  (Lord  John 
Russell),  who  then  filled  the  office  I  have 
now  the  honour  to  hold,  was  that  of  con- 
fining the  punishment  of  transportation  to 
a  comparatively  small  number  of  criminals, 
who  were  to  be  sent  to  Van  Diemen's  Land 
and  to  Norfolk  Island.  In  accordance  with 
these  views,  in  the  beginning  of  1840,  an 
Order  in  Council  was  issued  prohibiting 
transportation  to  New  South  Wales.  It  was 
also  a  part  of  this  plan,  that  the  system  of 
punishment  at  home  should  be  greatly  im- 
proved; but  time  was  required  to  carry 
these  views  into  effect.  For  that  purpose 
the  prison  at  Pentonville  was  founded,  and 
measures  were  adopted  to  improve  the 
system  of  prison  punishment  at  home. 
But  in  1841,  while  these  measures  were 
in  progress,  a  resolution  was  moved  in  the 
House  of  Commons  to  the  effect  that 
it  was  inexpedient  to  keep  such  a  large 
number  of  convicts  on  board  the  hulks 
at  home:  that  resolution  was  resisted 
on  the  part  of  the  Government ;  but  it 
was  carried  by  a  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  This  was  towards  the  end 
of  Lord  Melbourne's  Administration  ;  and 
the  resolution  was  carried  in  a  thin  House 
in  the  month  of  March.  As  far  as  I  can 
trace  the  matter,  no  measures  were  taken 
for  carrying  that  resolution  into  effect  dur- 
ing the  continuance  of  that  Administration. 
When  a  change  of  Government  took  place 
shortly  after,  it  was  determined  that  the 
views  of  the  House  of  Commons  should  be 
acted  upon;  and  I  find,  that  after  a  good 
deal  of  discussion  on  the  matter,  in  the 
early  part  of  1 843  it  was  decided  that  all 
convicts  should  be  sent  abroad,  except 
those  belonging  to  either  of  two  classes — 
first,  those  who  might  be  selected  for  im- 
prisonment at  I'entonville.  Parkhurst,  and 
Millbank;  and,  secondly,  those  whose  age 
or  health  was  such  as  to  render  it  inex- 
pedient that  thoy  should  be  transported. 
The  whole  of  the  remaining  body  of  crimi- 
nals were  to  be  sent  to  Bermuda,  to  Van 
Diemen*s  Land,  or  to  Norfolk  Island.  The 
consequence  of  this  determination  was  that 
a  very  large  number  of  convicts  were  sent 
to  Van  iJiemen's  Land  and  to  Norfolk 
Island.  1  confess  I  at  the  time  entertain- 
ed the  very  strongest  conviction  that  the 
adoption  of  this   measure  must  lead   to 


very  great  evils.  I  was  persuaded  it  was 
impossible  so  large  a  number  of  conTictt 
could  be  sent  to  uiose  colonies  without  its 
being  found  that,  practically,  there  were  no 
adequate  means  of  there  carrying  into  ef- 
fect the  intended  system  of  punishment ; 
because  your  Lordships  must  remember. 
that  as  these  convicts  were  not  to  be  as- 
signed as  servants  to  settlers,  but  were  to 
be  retained  under  the  immediate  chaim 
of  the  Government,  the  punishment  reallj 
resolved  itself  into  the  infliction  of  forced 
labour.  But  the  difficulty  of  inflicting  this 
punishment  upon  large  numbers  of  convicts 
without  giving  rise  to  abuse,  which  ia 
great  everywhere,  was  infinitely  increased 
by  the  circumstances  that  at  such  a  distance 
from  home,  these  colonies  were  out  of  the 
immediate  control  of  Government;  and  if 
there  were  any  slight  errors  or  defects  in 
the  system  brought  to  light  by  experience, 
they  could  only  be  corrected  by  reference 
home,  which  would  require  nearly  a 
year  before  an  answer  could  be  returned. 
There  is  also  a  much  greater  difliculty  in 
getting  trustworthy  agents  and  officers 
than  at  home;  so  that  in  situations  of  that 
kind,  the  impediments  to  a  good  srstem 
of  penal  labour  were  great  indeed.  I  have 
already  stated  that  the  Committee  of  1838 
had  it  in  contemplation  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  convicts  should  still  continue  to  be 
sent  abroad.  I  confess,  my  Lords,  I 
thought  this  the  most  doubtful  part  of 
their  recommendation;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  if  transportation  to  Norfolk  Island 
and  Van  Diemen*s  Land  had  been  con- 
tinued to  a  very  small  number  of  convicts 
guilty  of  the  most  heinous  offences,  I  think 
it  possible  that  the  advantages  which  we 
might  have  reason  to  expect  from  the  im- 
pression made  on  men*s  imaginations  (if 
the  system  were  properly  carried  into 
effect)  by  the  great  distance  of  those 
places,  and  the  complete  disappearance 
of  persons  sentenced  to  them — the  effect 
of  their  being  utterly  lost  sight  of  by 
their  friends  and  relations,  mighl,  with 
regard  to  very  serious  offences,  by  ren- 
dering this  punishment  more  calculated 
to  deter  offenders  from  the  commission  of 
them,  have  counterbalanced  the  disadvau- 
tas:es  resulting  from  the  greater  practical 
difiieulty  of  enfon'ing  an  effective  system 
of  discipline  at  such  a  distance  from 
home.  But  when  the  system  came  to 
be  applie<l,  not  to  a  few  hundreds,  bnt 
to  many  thousands — when  immense  num- 
bers of  convicts  were  to  be  carried  to 
the  antipodes^  I  believed  that  it  woold  be 
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utterly  impossible  that  any  other  result 
could  follow  than  that  which  has  actually 
occurred.  I  think  the  papers  lately  laid 
on  your  Lordships*  Table  will  prove  to  you 
that  my  anticipation  of  the  failure  of  the 
system  was  but  too  well  founded.  I  will 
not  disgust  your  Lordships  by  going  into 
the  horrible,  the  monstrous  details  of  the 
abuses  which  have  sprung  up  from  this 
system  in  Norfolk  Island.  A  state  of 
things  had  been  found,  on  evidence  of 
which  the  general  effect  was  unquestion- 
able, to  exist  in  that  small  island  too  hor- 
rible to  mention.  It  is,  my  Lords,  a  dis- 
grace, I  may  say,  to  the  British  name, 
that  such  a  system  should  have  existed 
under  the  British  flag.  Very  soon 
after  I  was  appointed  to  the  office  I 
now  hold,  I  felt  the  effect  of  the  evi- 
dence laid  before  me  so  conclusive,  that 
I  thought  myself  justified  in  issuing  orders 
to  the  new  Governor,  who  was  then  on  the 
point  of  going  out,  at  once  to  break  up 
the  establishment  there.  Since  these 
instructions  were  given  to  Sir  W.  Deni- 
son,  despatches  have  been  received  by 
which  it  appears  that  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot 
had  already  found  that  the  evils  existing 
in  Norfolk  Island  had  risen  to  such  a 
height,  that  he  had  to  a  great  degree  anti- 
cipated the  orders  carried  out  by  his  succes- 
sor. He  had  already  taken  steps  to  prevent 
more  convicts  from  being  landed  on  the 
shores  of  the  island,  and  even  to  remove  a 
portion  of  those  already  there.  I  need  not 
go  into  the  details  of  the  state  of  things 
at  Norfolk  Island,  nor  of  the  frightful 
outbreak  which  took  place  there  among 
the  convicts,  and  which,  it  appears,  a 
singular  interposition  of  Providence  alone 
prevented  from  being  completely  success- 
ful. But  for  the  fortunate  arrival  of  a 
small  detachment  of  troops,  it  was  by  no 
means  improbable  that  the  convicts  might 
have  overcome  the  force  of  civil  officers 
and  the  military  in  the  island,  and  that 
every  free  person  there  might  have  been 
murdered.  With  respect,  then,  to  Norfolk 
Island,  I  see  there  is  no  difference  of  opin- 
ion among  your  Lordships  —  you  all  see 
the  breaking  up  of  this  establishment  was 
absolutely  inevitable.  But  I  fear,  my 
Lords,  that  the  state  of  things  in  Van 
Diemen's  Land  is  something  similar — 
the  evil  indeed,  I  hope  is  far  from  being 
equally  great;  but  still  there  is  even  in 
that  island  a  state  of  things  most  painful 
to  contemplate.  Any  of  your  Lordships 
who  have  looked  through  the  evidence, 
will,  I  am  sure,  see  reason  to  be  abun- 


dantly dissatisfied  with  the  condition  of 
Van  Diemen's  Land.  We  have  often 
heard  of  abuses  on  board  the  hulks  un- 
der the  old  system;  but  I  firmly  belieTo 
the  worst  conducted  of  these  hulks  was 
less  fatal  to  anything  like  moral  improve- 
ment amongst  the  prisoners,  than  the  state 
of  things  in  that  island ;  and  I  am  convinced 
that  as  regards  the  reformation  of  the  con- 
victs transported  to  Van  Diemen's  Land, 
the  present  system  has  worked  very  badly. 
I  am  aware,  indeed,  that  the  Governor  and 
the  authorities  in  immediate  charge  of 
the  convicts,  do  not  entirely  support  this 
impression,  and  that  their  reports  are  not 
so  unfavourable  as  those  received  from 
other  quarters;  but  I  think  it  is  impossible 
calmly  to  consider  facts  stated  in  the  re- 
port of  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot,  and  of  Sir 
John  Franklin,  who  preceded  him  as  Go- 
vernor, without  coming  to  the  conclusion, 
that  even  upon  their  showing  the  working 
of  the  system  has  been  most  unsatisfactory. 
The  latter  expressed  this  opinion  very  de- 
cidedly; and  though  the  present  Gover- 
nor gives  a  different  opinion,  I  must  re- 
peat that,  in  doing  so,  he  admits  facts 
which  in  my  mind  confirm  the  unfavour- 
able impression  produced  by  what  appear 
to  me  to  be  trustworthy  accounts  which 
we  have  from  other  quarters.  My  noble 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Council,  in 
the  early  part  of  last  year,  presented  a 
petition,  signed  by  the  Bishop  of  the  colony, 
and  a  vast  number  of  the  most  respectable 
inhabitants,  to  the  number,  as  well  as  I 
recollect,  of  1,700  or  1,800,  every  one  of 
whom  added  his  address  to  his  name,  as  a 
proof  of  his  respectability,  which  described 
in  the  strongest  terms  the  state  to  which 
this  island  was  reduced,  by  the  existing 
system  of  transportation.  In  that  petition 
it  was  stated — 

**  We  are  in  continual  dread  and  anxietj  lor 
ourselves  and  our  families,  owing  to  the  numbem 
of  convicts  by  whom  we  are  surrounded ;  we  feel 
that  we  have  no  security  for  life  or  property; 
that  the  moral  condition  of  the  colony  is  daily  be- 
coming worse  and  worse;  that  no  regulatiooa, 
however  well  intended,  no  Government,  however 
able,  no  improvement  in  detaU,  will  eounteraot 
the  evil  of  the  enormous  maas  of  criminals  that 
are  poured  upon  our  shores ;  and  that  if  the  pre- 
sent system  of  transportation  eontinnes,  we  mutt, 
at  whatever  sacrifice,  abandon  a  colony  idiioh 
will  become  unfit  for  any  man  to  inhabit  who 
regards  the  highest  interests  of  himself  and  hi0 
chUdren." 

This  was  the  statement  of  the  petition.  I 
have  seen,  within  the  last  few  monthfl,  Tari- 
CUB  persons  who  have  giyen  me  acoounta 
of  the  state  of  things  m  the  colonj,  and 
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thej  support  to  the  fullest  extent  the  state- 
ments contained  in  this  petition  respecting 
it.  I  haye,  amongst  others,  both  seen  the 
Protestant  bishop  and  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic bishop  of  Van  Diemen's  Land,  who  at 
this  moment  are  in  England,  which  they 
were  both  very  much  led,  as  I  believe,  to 
visit  by  the  desire  of  representing  to  Go- 
vernment the  absolute  necessity  of  putting 
an  end  to  the  system  which  has  led  to  such 
dreadful  results.  Both  of  those  right  rev. 
bishops  I  have  seen,  as  I  said  before,  and 
they  concur  in  giving  me  a  picture  of  the 
state  of  society  in  the  island,  arising  from 
the  extent  to  which  transportation  is  car- 
ried, which  is  too  terrible  to  comtemplate. 
But  there  is  another  question  still  to  be 
considered  :  the  expenditure,  on  the  part 
of  the  mother  country,  in  carrying  out  this 
system  in  Van  Piemen's  Land  has  been 
extremely  large — so  large,  indeed,  that  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  if  the 
same  sum  of  money  had  been  employed  in 
a  well-considered  system  of  punishment  at 
home,  the  same  number  of  convicts  would 
have  been  effectually  punished  here;  and 
proper  buildings,  constructed  on  the  best 
system,  for  prison  discipline,  might  have 
been  erected  for  their  reception.  But 
while  it  has  been  expensive  to  the  mo- 
ther country,  to  the  colony  it  has  been 
utter  ruin — the  amount  of  the  charges 
which  has  fallen  upon  it,  has  made  the 
colony,  I  may  say,  a  banknipt.  So  heavily 
had  the  charges  connected  with  this  sys- 
tem fallen  on  the  colony,  that  some  time 
ago  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) felt  himself  compelled  to  call  on  Oo- 
vemment  to  submit  to  Parliament  a  pro- 
posal for  throwing  a  large  portion  of  ex- 
pense on  this  country:  and  a  grant  of 
24,000Z.  a  year  towards  the  expense  of 
the  police  and  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Van  Diemcn's  Land,  has  accordingly 
been  sanctioned.  I  am  afraid,  however, 
it  is  too  true  that  some  of  the  most 
desirable  settlers  in  Van  Diemen*s  Land 
have  been  forced  to  quit  its  soil,  and  tbat 
a  most  serious  blow  has  been  given  to 
the  prosjjerity  of  the  colony.  Before  this 
large  influx  of  convicts,  it  was  a  most 
thriving  and  j)roHperous  colony,  and  its 
progress  had  heon  one  of  almost  unex- 
ampled rapidity  ;  but  from  the  time  this 
enormous  influx  of  convicts  took  place, 
this  state  of  thini^s  was  greatly  changed 
for  the  worse.  1  am  aware  that  there 
were  other  causes  for  this,  and  that  it  is 
not  alone  to  l»e  attributtMl  to  that  influx. 
Commercial  distress  in  this  country,  the 


existence  of  drought  in  New  South  Waki» 
and  the  reaction  consequent  on  over-spe- 
culation in  land,  no  doubt,  contributed  to 
this  state  of  Van  Piemen's  Land:  but  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  trans- 
portation to  this  one  colony  of  bo  large 
a  number  of  convicts  in  the  manner  in 
which  it  took  place,  was  one  main  cause 
for  the  rapid  falling-off  in  prosperity  of 
Van  Piemen's  Land,  and  that  it  has  re- 
ceived a  check  from  which  it  vrill  be  many 
years  before  it  can  recover.  I  have  been 
told  it  is  not  the  system  which  is  in  fault, 
but  the  persons  who  are  appointed  to 
carry  it  into  effect;  and  that  a  greater 
degree  of  caution  and  energy  on  the  part 
of  the  principal  officers  to  whom  the  go- 
vernment of  Van  Piemen's  Land  and  Nor- 
folk Island,  and  the  conduct  and  manage- 
ment of  the  convicts,  have  been  entrusted, 
would  have  led  to  a  different  result.  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  adopt  that  opinion.  In 
the  first  place,  I  must  remark  that  the 
same  Government  by  which  the  system  of 
punishment  was  framed,  had  the  choice 
of  the  agents  to  whom  the  execution  of 
their  plans  was  committed;  but  without 
pretending  to  deny  that  there  may  pos- 
sibly have  been  faults  on  the  part  oi  those 
officers — a  question  on  which  I  wish  to 
avoid  giving  an  opinion  ono  way  or  the 
other — still  I  have  a  strong  conviction  that 
it  was  impossible  for  the  officers  and  agents 
to  whom  this  arduous  duty  was  assigncdt 
so  to  have  discharged  it  under  the  difficul- 
ties in  which  they  were  placed,  as  to 
lead  to  anything  like  a  satisfactory  result. 
Allow  me,  my  Lords,  to  remind  you  that  it 
has  been  always  a  task  of  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty  to  carry  on  a  system  of 
punishment  by  means  of  forced  labour. 
Wliether  attempted  at  home  or  abroad — by 
this  ccmntr}',  or  hy  America,  or  by  Franco — 
it  has  been  always  found  that  any  such  sys- 
tem of  punishment  meets  with  very  great 
difficulty  and  obstruction ;  but  I  have  already 
observed  that  these  difficulties  and  obstruc- 
tions are  multiplied  tenfold  when  the  sys- 
tem is  to  he  worked  out  by  a  delegated  au- 
thority, removed  to  so  great  a  distance 
from  those  to  whom  they  are  responsible, 
and  whose  orders  they  are  to  carry  into 
effect.  In  order  that  any  system  of  tho 
kind  should  work  well,  it  is  necessary  that 
it  should  be  closely  watched  from  day  to 
day,  and  that  any  mismanagement  in  it 
should  be  instantly  checketl ;  that  errors — 
and  errors  are  inevitable  in  such  a  system 
— should  be  noticed  by  the  authorities,  and 
a  correction  immediately  given  to  them. 
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But  an  authority  situated  like  the  Ooyemor 
of  Van  Diemen*8  Land  cannot  so  act.  He 
is  bound,  in  the  first  place,  to  consult  and 
communicate  with  the  olher  officers  of  the 
colony  ;  he  is  bound,  if  he  wishes  to  make 
any  material  alteration  in  the  plans  ap- 
proved at  home,  to  postpone  making  the 
change  until  he  can  receive  authority  from 
this  country.  In  Norfolk  Island  there  is 
still  more  difficulty.  The  administrator  of 
punishment  in  that  settlement  is  the  dele- 
gate of  a  delegate— the  Governor  of  Van 
Diemen's  Land  is  the  authority  to  whom 
he  looks  immediately  for  his  orders  ;  and 
over  him  is  Her  Majesty's  Government  at 
home.  The  communication  between  that 
place  and  Norfolk  Island  is  irregular  and 
slow,  and  is  kept  up  only  by  sailing  vessels, 
so  that  an  opportunity  of  oommunioating 
with  the  Governor  very  rarely  occurs.  If 
anything  goes  wrong  in  the  island,  there 
are  no  means  of  getting  an  improvement 
effected  except  through  the  long  prooess 
of  appealing  to  the  authorities  in  Van 
Piemen's  Land,  and  through  them  to  the 
Government  at  home.  But,  besides  all 
this,  in  any  system  of  punishment,  perhaps 
the  greatest  practical  difficulty  is  to  procure 
proper  agents  and  officers  to  carry  it  into 
effect;  and  more  especially  is  that  difficulty 
felt  with  subordinate  agents.  I  believe  most 
of  your  Lordships  have  more  or  less  know- 
ledge of  the  manner  in  which  prisons  are 
conducted  at  home,  and  that  you  know  the 
efficiency  of  a  prison  depends  almost  as 
much  on  the  efficiency  of  the  subordinate 
officers  and  overseers,  as  upon  the  gover- 
nor. It  is  impossible  for  the  best  governor 
to  carry  out  even  a  good  system  without 
good  officers;  but  in  Van  Diemen's  Land 
the  difficulty  of  obtaining  good  officers  is 
infinitely  greater  than  in  this  country;  and 
in  Norfolk  Island  it  is  gpreater  still.  In 
the  first  place,  the  scale  of  remuneration 
for  every  kind  of  labour,  has,  till  lately, 
been  so  much  higher  than  at  home,  that 
the  salary  which  in  this  country  would  se- 
cure the  services  of  a  first-rate  person,  would 
do  no  such  thing  in  Van  Piemen's  Luid. 
It  has  often  happened  that  overseen  and 
clerks  employed  in  our  establishments  were 
tempted  out  of  our  service  by  saperior 
offers  from  merchants  and  other  penona 
in  those  colonies;  so  that,  without  going 
to  much  larger  expense  than  is  neeesaaiy 
at  home,  it  is  impossible  to  obtain  agents 
and  overseers  of  a  superior  deseription* 
But  in  a  small  colony  like  Van  Diemen'a 
Land,  where,  as  I  am  afraid,  party  ajpiril  at 
times  runs  very  high,  it  is  %x!(aeakAj  dHt 


onU  to  get  ofloerst  who,  however  goad  ihoy 
may  be  at  first,  do  not  after  a  wort  time 
become  less  so,  and  beeome  involved  in  the 
various  looal  disputes  which  are  going  en 
around  than.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Go- 
vernor has  by  no  means  the  same  authority 
to  remove  officers  which  belongs  to  the 
Home  Government.  He  can  only  suspend 
those  who  have  'misconducted  tliemselves; 
and  this  power  of  suspension  is  ezerotsed 
with  great  hesitation  and  difficulty,  because 
it  is  always  liable  to  be  reversed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies;  and  a 
lieutenant  governor  in  Van  Diemen's 
Land  would  not  venture  to  suspend  an 
officer  unless  upon  a  yerr  dear  ease  «f 
misconduct.  If  an  officer  leaves  his  situa- 
tion, the  difficulty  of  replacing  him  in  tbeae 
islands  is  so  great,  that  it  is  almost  impos* 
sible  to  do  so;  and  if  removed  by  deatii,  or 
itut  misconduct,  he  frequenUy  cannot  be  re- 
placed without  reference  hore,  and  withoot 
sending  out  another  person  from  this  eenn« 
try,  which  involves  a  delay  of  twelve  months. 
This  is  attended  with  the  greatest  inonn- 
venienoe  in  Van  Piemen's  Land.  But 
when  your  Lordships  come  to  look  at  Nof- 
iblk  Island,  you  will  see  that  very  hm  men 
suoh  as  coidd  be  employed  as  officers  in  the 
management  of  convicts,  would  consent  to 
live  among  snch  a  population,  cut  off  0t 
might  be  said)  inmk  all  interoonrse  witii 
eivfliaed  sooiety,  having  nobody  to  asso- 
ciate with  except  a  few  colleagues  in  the 
service,  and  the  orhninals  of  whmn  they 
had  charge.  I  believe  it  is  imposuble 
that  Miy  person  for  a  long  series  of  yearn 
could  be  condemned  to  «itire  exelnsion 
from  civilised  society  without  bemg  more  «r 
less  deteriorated,  and  without  having  his 
moral  qualities  affected  by  the  atmos^ere 
of  crime  in  whioh  he  is  plaeed.  This  is  a 
very  serious  diffioulty;  and  I  believe  one 
reason  why  the  management  of  orindnab 
Is  easier  at  home  than  abroad  is,  that  heM 
die  governors  of  our  prisons,  «id  oSeen 
employed  under  thein--tiiongii  dnrinc  the 
period  when  thej  are  aotmDy  en  dnty, 
they  are  chiefly  eooplojed  anoDg  eonviols 
— are  not  ezdoded  mm  tiie  advantages  ef 
sodal  intercourse  wiih  these  who  an  mI- 
ther  enq^ed  en  the  eenviet  aerrio^  ner 
yet  tamted  with  erime.  I  heliefe,  Out 
this  Is  a  oenaideratiott  of  veiy  hi|^  hnp» 
tanoe  m  estimating  the  diflbalties  of  aiant- 
taining  the  eflrienoy  of  the  etmviet  M- 
tern  m  sneh  a  sitiimii  aa  Norfolk  xir 
Und.  These  eensiderations  ft  w«s  width 
kd  Hev  M^festy's  OoTenuBeni  lo  eori- 
ehde  the*,  at  hf  the  ahelilioA  ef  Oa  syif- 
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tern  of  assignment  the  really  penal  part 
of  transportation  came  to  be  neither  more 
nor  less  than  forced  labour  and  imprison- 
ment, and  as  that  change  had  been  carried 
into  effect,  if  these  were  to  be  the  main  ele- 
ments of  punishment  to  which  we  were 
henceforth  to  trust,  that  punishment  would 
be  likely  to  be  more  safely  and  more  effi- 
ciently inflicted  at  home  than  at  a  distance; 
that  penal  labour  and  imprisonment  could 
be  rendered  infinitely  more  efficient  in  Eng- 
land than  they  could  be  by  any  regulations 
which  could  be  adopted  in  distant  colonics. 
Here  there  would  be  all  the  advantages 
of  close  superintendence  of  the  practical 
working  of  the  system,  of  the  power  of 
immediately  checking  any  abuses,  of  re- 
placing officers  found  inefficient,  of  correct- 
ing any  errors  that  might  be  made  in  draw- 
ing up  the  regulations  under  which  punish- 
ment was  to  be  inflicted — altogether  every 
advantage  wanting  in  the  colonies  will  be 
obtained  to  the  fullest  extent  by  having 
this  punishment  at  home.  Such  accord- 
ingly is  the  determination  on  the  system 
to  be  adopted  by  Government.  It  is  pro- 
posed— still  continuing  to  look  to  penal  la- 
bour and  imprisonment  as  the  main  instru- 
ments of  punishment — that  they  shall  be 
carried  into  effect  at  home;  it  i^  intended 
that  no  efforts  shall  be  spared  to  render  it 
as  efficient  as  possible,  to  deter  offenders 
from  crime,  and  to  improve  those  who  have 
fallen  into  the  commission  of  error.  With 
this  view  it  is  intended  that  every  criminal 
sentenced  to  transportation  shall  undergo  a 
period — longer  or  shorter,  according  to  the 
nature  of  his  offence — of  what  is  called  se- 
parate confinement,  and  that  no  criminal 
shall  escape  from  some  portion  of  such 
confinement.  My  Lords,  I  think  the  ex- 
perience of  the  last  four  years  is  most  sa- 
tisfactory as  to  the  effects  of  that  punish- 
ment. I  think  it  has  been  proved  to  be 
most  efficient  in  deterring  offenders  from 
the  commission  of  crime,  and  in  improving 
those  capable  of  improvement  who  have 
committed  it;  but  at  the  same  time  I  think 
it  requires  to  be  carried  into  effect  with  very 
great  caution,  and  that  it  should  not  be 
carried  to  a  great  extent.  It  is  a  punish- 
ment which  should  not,  under  any  circum- 
stances in  fact,  be  prolonged  beyond  a 
comparotively  short  period.  Iler  Majesty *s 
Government,  therefore,  propose  that  every 
person  convicted  of  a  crime  shall  be  sub- 
jected to  the  same  process  of  punishment 
and  improvement  for  a  pericul  according  to 
the  nature  of  it — not  for  a  longer  term 
than  eighteen  months  for  offences  of  the 


gravest  character;  and  in  the  case  of  i 
offences,  for  which  seven  years'  traiuporta- 
tion  is  the  ordinary  sentence,  the  penod  of 
separate  confinement  shall  be  made  short- 
er. [Lord  Brougham  :  Eighteen  moDtht 
continuously?]  Yes.  The  punishment  has 
been  inflicted  for  even  more  than  eighteen 
months;  and  from  the  testimony  of  the 
medical  authorities,  I  believe  that  period 
is  sufficiently  safe — that  I  understiknd  to 
be  the  opinion  of  two  gentlemen  of  great 
medical  skill,  who,  as  Commissioners  of 
Pentonville,  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
observing  the  effect  of  this  punishment,  I 
refer  to  Sir  Benjamin  Brodie  and  Dr.  Fer- 
guson, who,  while  they  earnestly  depre- 
cate the  prolongation  of  the  punishment 
beyond  eighteen  months,  do  not  think  that 
for  the  gravest  offences  a  period  of  eigh- 
teen months'  separate  confinement  would 
be  too  long,  provided  duo  care  is  taken 
by  the  medical  officers  of  the  prison  to 
watch  the  operation  of  the  punishment 
in  each  individual  case.  It  is  clear  that 
wherever  the  punishment  is  to  be  re- 
stricted to  this  period,  a  man  guilty  of  a 
very  heinous  offence  cannot  be  discharged 
immediately  on  its  expiration.  Take  an 
aggravated  case  of  manslaughter,  where 
the  difference  between  that  crime  and  wil- 
ful murder  depends  on  some  very  nice  cir> 
cumstance,  so  that  the  criminal  escaped 
the  extreme  penalty,  and  was  sentenced  to 
transportation  for  life— eighteen  months* 
solitary  confinement  would  be  a  most  in- 
adequate punishment  for  such  an  offence. 
It  is,  therefore,  proposed,  that  when  such 
an  offender  is  discharged  from  Pentonville 
or  Parkhurst,  he  shall  undergo  a  further 
perio<l  of  punishment  by  being  compelled 
to  labour  on  the  public  works.  I  am 
aware  there  is  a  strong  impression  that 
this  is  a  punishment  liable  to  great  objec- 
tions. It  is  a  punishment  formerly  carried 
into  effect  on  board  the  hulks,  to  which  I 
know  objections,  and  I  am  bound  to  saj 
very  great  objections,  existed;  but  I  can- 
not lielp  thinking  they  apply  rather  to  the 
means  by  which  the  punishment  was  car- 
ried on,  than  to  the  punishment  itself.  I 
do  not  believe  that  penal  labour — where 
convicts  in  large  bodies  are  allowed  to  as- 
sociate— is  necessarily  productive  of  those 
evils.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  these 
evils  arise  from  causes  which  may  be 
easily  traced  to  other  sources.  In  the  first 
place,  the  labour  of  convicts  was  formerly 
enforced  simply  by  coercion.  The  lear 
of  the  lash  was  the  sole  motive  held  out  to 
them.      The  whole  svsteni  was  venr  ineffi- 
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cient,  and  tho  number  of  officers  much  less 
than  what  it  ought  to  be.  The  provision  for 
the  religious  instruction  of  the  convicts 
was  also  utterly  inadequate  to  the  purpose; 
but  of  late  years  much  improvement  has 
been  effected  in  these  particulars,  and  I 
believe  it  can  be  carried  much  further  still. 
We  propose,  then,  that  convicts  should  be 
employed  in  public  works,  under  a  system 
by  which  we  hope  the  evils  of  the  old  sys- 
tem may  be  avoided.  In  the  first  place,  it 
would,  I  think,  greatly  contribute  to  this 
end,  if  every  prisoner  shall  have  under- 
gone a  period  of  separate  confinement,  by 
which,  I  believe,  that  except  in  some  of 
the  most  obdurate  and  hardened,  an  im- 
pression will  be  made  on  the  minds  of  the 
prisoners,  which  will  greatly  facilitate  the 
measures  for  their  improvement.  They 
will  know,  too,  that  those  who  have  mis- 
conducted themselves  on  tho  public  works, 
will  be  liable  to  be  sent  back  to  separate 
confinement;  but  what  I  look  to  still  more 
is,  the  improvement  of  the  general  system 
under  which  the  work  is  to  be  carried  on. 
Your  Lordships  are  no  doubt  aware  that  a 
plan  of  convict  discipline  which  has  attract- 
ed considerable  attention  was  proposed 
by  Captain  Maconochie.  I  am  aware  that 
that  plan,  as  it  was  tried  under  his  super- 
intendence in  Norfolk  Island,  was  very 
far  from  being  successful;  I  know  that 
Captain  Maconochie  urges  he  had  difficul- 
ties to  encounter  there,  which  account  for 
what  was  considered  (but  as  he  thinks  un- 
justly) the  failure  of  that  experiment,  and 
to  a  certain  extent  this  may  have  been 
the  case  ;  still  I  am  bound  to  say,  looking 
to  tho  whole  history  of  the  experiment, 
and  considering  the  opinion  formed  on  the 
subject  by  persons  on  whose  judgment  I 
have  the  most  reliance,  I  am  impressed 
with  the  conviction  that  his  plan,  as 
proposed  by  himself,  could  not  practically 
work  well ;  but  at  the  same  time  I  think 
there  was  a  great  deal  that  was  highly 
valuable  in  it,  and  the  fundamental  princi- 
ple he  recommends  was,  in  my  opinion,  a 
wise  and  a  sound  one.  That  fundamental 
principle,  njy  Lords,  I  understand  to  be 
this  —  that  convicts  under  punishment 
should  be  subjected  to  a  system  by  which 
they  should  have  a  great  and  direct 
interest  in  their  own  good  conduct;  by 
which,  from  their  industry  and  good  con- 
duct, they  should  not  only  be  enabled  to 
abridge  the  period  of  punishment  to  which 
they  were  sentenced,  but  also  enjoy  cer- 
tain immediate  advantages.  I  am  con- 
vinced  that   that   is  essentially  a  sound 


principle;  and  in  fact  it  is  a  system  which 
has  already  been  acted  upon  to  a  certain 
extent,  since  by  the  regulations  under 
which  convicts  at  Bermuda  and  Gibraltar 
are  employed,  their  labour  is  performed  by 
task,  and  they  have  an  interest  in  the 
amount  of  that  labour;  and  the  effects 
of  this  system,  which  has  not  been  many 
years  adopted,  have  been  highly  satisfac- 
tory so  far  as  it  goes.  The  value  of  the 
work  done  at  Bermuda  and  Gibraltar 
proves  that  the  system  is  successful  in 
stimulating  the  industry  of  the  convicts, 
since  it  is  sufficient  not  only  to  pay  the 
whole  expense  of  their  maintenance,  in- 
cluding the  cost  of  superintendence,  but 
to  leave  also  a  considerable  annual  gain 
at  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  employ- 
ment. In  Gibraltar,  the  calculation  is,  that 
assuming  the  average  time  that  each  con- 
vict is  employed  to  be  four  years,  the 
gain  that  will  accrue  after  paying  the  cost 
of  passage  money,  tho  cost  of  superin- 
tendence, and  that  of  maintenance,  will 
be  no  less  than  421.,  that  is,  above  lOl,  a 
year  each.  I  think  this  highly  satis- 
factory, not  merely  as  showing  the  effects 
of  this  system  in  promoting  tho  industry 
of  the  convicts;  for  I  believe  we  may  lay 
down  this  rule,  that  wherever  we  find  la- 
bour effectively  applied — where  there  is  a 
valuable  result  obtained  from  the  labour  of 
convicts — wo  may  rest  satisfied  that  the 
system  of  discipline  is  not  a  bad  one;  but 
when,  on  the  contrary,  the  value  of  the 
work  done  by  the  convicts,  as  in  Van  Die- 
men*8  Land,  is  very  small,  then  we  may 
conclude  that  the  system  of  discipline  is 
generally  lax  and  ineffective.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  this  is  altogether  a  certain 
test  of  the  efficiency  of  a  system  of  punish- 
ment ;  but  you  may  conclude,  with  tolerable 
accuracy,  that  great  abuses  do  not  prevail 
where  much  valuable  work  is  done,  because 
the  very  fact  that  men  work  hard  shows  that 
the  convicts  have  little  time  or  inclination  to 
commit  breaches  of  discipline.  But,  my 
Lords,  hitherto  the  period  of  a  man's  release 
from  punishment  has  not  been  made  suffi- 
ciently dependent  on  his  conduct  while  un- 
dergoing it.  To  a  certain  extent,  this  was 
always  practised  as  to  the  convicts  in  the 
hulks;  but  I  think  that  by  reducing  it  to 
something  like  a  rule,  keeping  a  regular  re- 
gister of  the  conduct  of  the  convicts  (as  was 
suggested  by  the  instructions  of  my  noble 
Friend  opposite,  as  to  Van  Diemen's  Land, 
which  I  tlunk  were  perfectly  right),a  system 
might  be  carried  into  effect  which  would 
contribute  to  render  labour  of  this  kind 
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extremely  yaluablo  as  a  punishment,  while 
a  security  is  afforded  against  those  abuses 
which  formerly  existed  to  a  great  extent. 
[A  Noble  Lord  :  You  have  not  stated  the 
period  of  employment  on  public  works.] 
What  is  intended  is  this,  that  every  convict 
who  behaves  well  and  works  industriously, 
and  does  not  incur  fresh  punishment  for 
misconduct,  shall  be  enabled  to  obtain  his 
discharge  at  the  termination  of  half  the 
period  for  which  sentence  was  originally 
passed;  so  that  if  a  man  is  sentenced  to 
seven  years*  transportation,  if  he  conducts 
himself  well  and  is  industrious,  he  may 
obtain  his  discharge  at  from  three  and  a 
half  to  four  years  from  the  period  at 
which  his  punishment  commenced.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  ought  to  say  that  in  adopting 
this  system,  we  do  propose  to  retain  the 
only  real  advantage  which  formerly  existed 
in  the  system  of  transportation;  because, 
objectionable  as  in  many  respects  that 
system  undoubtedly  was,  it  was  not 
without  some  compensatory  advantage. 
That  advantage  was  this — that  whereas 
in  this  country  a  man  whose  charac- 
ter is  once  blasted  by  undergoing  the  sen- 
tence of  the  law,  that  man,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  his  sentence,  however  good  his  in- 
tentions and  strong  his  desire  to  give  up 
his  criminal  habits  and  return  to  a  life  of 
honest  industry,  finds  himself  encompassed 
with  great  difficulties  in  attaining  his  ob- 
ject. Employment  of  every  description  is 
closed  against  him;  wherever  he  goes  his 
character  meets  him,  and  closes  against 
him  every  eligible  employment.  In  the 
intense  competition  for  employment  in  this 
countrYt  he  is  invariably  defeated  by  other 
competitors  in  the  race;  and  thus,  I  am 
afraid,  it  is  too  true  that  a  vast  number  of 
men,  after  having  served  out  their  period 
of  punishment,  and  who  entertain  a  stnnig 
and  sincere  desire  not  to  be  led  again  into 
criminal  courses,  are  driven  again  to  the 
commission  of  crime  by  absolute  distress. 
On  the  other  hnnd,  in  the  Australian  colo- 
nies, labour  is  in  such  great  demand,  that 
generally  a  man,  disjMised  to  behave  well, 
however  criminal  his  former  conduct  may 
have  been,  has  no  difficulty  in  finding  em- 
ployment; and  the  convict  is  thus  enabled, 
if  he  so  likes,  to  restore  himself  to  a  re- 
spectable condition  in  society.  That  was, 
in  my  opinion,  tho  only  re<leeming  feature 
in  the  old  system  of  transportation;  and, 
under  it,  there  were  frequently  instances 
of  men  holding  tickets  of  leave,  or  condi- 
tional pardons,  becoming  honest  and  indus- 
trious members  of  society;  many  liave  ac- 


cumulated large  fortunes,  their  fiunflias 
having  joined  them  in  the  colonies,  and 
they  have  become  respectable  members  of 
society.  In  one  respect,  the  advantages 
thus  obtained,  extended  to  such  a  degree 
as  to  operate  injuriously  on  transportation 
as  a  punishment;  because  I  perfectly  well 
remember  seeing  a  letter  written  by  a 
transported  convict,  in  which  the  writer 
said  to  the  party  whom  ho  was  addressing, 
"  You  remember  So-and-so:  he  was  trans- 
ported for  sheep-stealing,  he  now  lives  at 
So-and-so,  keeps  a  gig,  and  is  a  very  thriT- 
ing  gentleman."  Now,  a  letter  of  that 
kind  was  not  calculated  to  cause  transpor- 
tation to  be  regarded  at  home  as  a  verj 
formidable  punishment.  Nevertheless,  we 
may,  I  think,  retain  the  advantages  of  trans- 
portation, and  reject  the  evils  by  which  it 
has  been  too  often  accompanied.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  that  at  the 
expiration  of  their  period  of  imprisonment 
and  penal  labour,  all  convicts  should  be 
required  to  go  to  the  Australian  colonies^ 
not  strictly  speaking  as  a  part  of  their  pun- 
ishment, since  on  the  contrary,  we  hold  it 
to  be  really  an  advantage  that  the  criminal 
should,  at  the  end  of  the  period  for  which 
he  is  sentenced,  be  enabled  by  his  industiy 
and  good  conduct  to  raise  himself  in  one 
of  our  colonies  to  a  better  situation  of  life 
than  he  could  in  all  probability  reach  at 
home.  We,  therefore,  propose  that  during 
the  latter  period  of  his  punishment — ^his 
employment  on  public  works — ^the  conrict 
shall  receive  nearly  the  full  value  of  his 
labour — not  in  money  payments  at  the 
time  (except  in  small  sums,  to  keep  indus- 
try alive),  but  in  an  accumulated  sum  at 
the  expirotion  of  his  period  of  punishment, 
so  as  to  afford  him  the  means  of  emigrat- 
ing. It  is  further  proposed,  that  the  con- 
vict who  thus  earns  the  means  of  paying 
for  his  own  conveyance  to  the  colonics,  and 
who  has  conducteil  himself  for  the  required 
time  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  superintend- 
ing officers  in  England,  shall  receive  a  con- 
ditional pardon,  the  condition  being  that 
he  shall  not  remain  in  England.  Under 
this  system,  convicts  will  be  placed  in  the 
same  situation  as  if,  under  the  existing 
system,  they  had  incurred  the  preliminarj 
part  of  their  punishment  in  Van  Diemcn  s 
Land,  where  the  convicts  who  behave  well 
receive  conditi<mal  panlons,  by  which  thej 
are  enabled  to  go  to  any  part  of  Austra- 
lia, and  are  to  all  intent  free  men,  except 
that  tliey  must  not  return  to  this  country. 
I  may  say,  that  at  pn^sent  there  is  not  in 
general  any  strong  desiro  to  return  to  this 
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country,  as  they  find  it  far  more  advanta- 
geous to  remain  in  the  colony.  In  the 
same  manner  it  is  proposed  that  condi- 
tional pardons  should  be  given  to  offenders 
at  the  termination  of  their  period  of  em- 
ployment on  public  works  in  this  country. 
I  am  encouraged  to  hope  that  this  system 
may  bo  attended  with  beneficial  results, 
in  consequence  of  what  I  have  observed 
witli  respect  to  the  exiles  to  Port  Philip,  of 
whose  progress  satisfactory  accounts  have 
been  received.  The  accounts  relative  to 
the  exiles  sent  to  Van  Diemen*s  Land  are 
less  satisfactory  on  the  whole,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  unfortunate  state  of  things 
existing  there,  as  the  exiles  have  latterly 
found  in  that  place  as  much  difficulty  in 
getting  employment  aa  they  would  at  home. 
Owing  to  the  excessive  number  of  convicts 
who  have  been  sent  to  Van  Diemen's  Land, 
the  advantage  of  certain  employment  no 
longer  exists  :  there  is  now  difficulty  in  their 
getting  employment ;  a  great  many,  after 
being  promised  freedom,  are  obliged  to 
remain  in  the  **  hiring  gangs,'*  because 
they  are  unable  to  find  persons  to  employ 
them;  and,  according  to  the  last  accounts, 
above  3,000  persons  were  still  in  these 
**  hiring  gangs.*'  Consequently  the  exiles 
sent  to  Van  Diemen*s  Land  have  not  done 
so  well  as  might  have  otherwise  been  expect- 
ed; but  those  sent  to  Port  Philip,  where  the 
demand  for  labour  is  great,  have  done  ex- 
ceedingly well,  and  the  report  with  respect 
to  them  is  in  the  highest  degree  satisfac- 
tory. I  trust,  therefore,  that  when  these 
offenders,  who  shall  have  been  subject  at 
home  to  punishment,  and  to  the  system  of 
treatment  which  will  not  only  be  of  a  re- 
formatory kind,  but  which  will  be  directed 
with  the  view  of  teaching  them  those 
brunches  of  industry  most  valuable  in  the 
colonies — I  trust,  and  indeed  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt,  that  on  their  arrival  in  Aus- 
tralia they  will  be  welcome  to  the  inhabi- 
tants, and  that  their  emigration  will  be  at- 
tended with  great  advantages  both  to  the 
colony  and  themselves.  It  is  not  proposed 
that  these  men  should  go  out  without  their 
families.  With  respect  to  the  exiles  to 
l*ort  Philip,  after  so  short  an  imprisonment 
as  they  underwent,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  allow  their  families  to  accom- 
pany them  without  making  the  punish- 
ment nugatory — indeed,  something  like  a 
reward.  But  with  respect  to  offenders 
who  shall  be  employed  in  this  country  in 
penal  labour  on  public  works,  in  addition 
to  a  period  of  confinement,  and  who  subse- 
quently shall  be  sent  abroad  at  their  own 


expense,  the  cost  being  defrayed  ont  of 
their  own  earnings,  the  same  objection  will 
not  apply,  and  their  famihes  may  go  with 
them;  and  to  this  I  attach  great  impor- 
tance. To  go  on  with  any  system  which 
should  keep  up  that  frightful  inequality  of 
the  sexes  which  has  hitherto  existed  in 
Australia,  would  be  altogether  inexcusable 
in  the  British  Government  or  British  Par- 
liament. We  are  bound  not  to  allow  such 
a  state  of  things  to  go  on.  But  care  being 
taken  that  the  punishment  of  these  exiles 
shall  be  first  reformatory,  and  then  con- 
ducted according  to  a  system  which  shall 
secure  to  them  an  industrial  and  intellec- 
tual education;  care  being  taken  that  no 
man  shall  be  cast  out  from  these  places 
of  punishment  without  knowing  at  least 
how  to  read  and  write,  without  being  taught 
to  know  his  responsibility  to  his  Creator, 
as  well  as  those  particular  trades  which 
are  most  likely  to  be  of  use  in  the  colo- 
nies— ^pains  of  this  kind  being  taken  be- 
forehand in  preparing  these  men  for  the 
life  they  are  afterwards  te  lead,  I  am  per- 
suaded that  there  will  then  be  found  a  class 
of  persons  whose  going  to  the  colonies  will 
be  attended  with  no  disadvantage  whatever. 
This  will  be  more  likely  to  be  the  case  if, 
as  I  hope,  it  should  bo  found  possible  that 
they  may  be  sent  out  in  such  a  manner  as 
not  to  be  recognised  as  criminals  on  their 
arrival.  I  see  no  reason  why  arrange- 
ments should  not  be  made  by  which  their 
passage  may  be  made  in  emigrant  ships, 
so  that  they  would  go  out  among  other 
free  emigrants,  and  on  their  arrival  would 
bo  undistinguished  in  the  general  mass 
of  emigrants,  and  would  not  be  recog- 
nised as  criminals.  Of  course  many  of 
them  will  be  so  recognised;  but  if  their 
general  conduct  is  such  as  I  trust  it  will  be, 
they  will  have  no  difficulty  in  getting  over 
any  prejudices  which  may  arise  from  their 
former  life;  for  as  your  Lordships  are  aware 
a  public  meeting  has  been  held  at  Port 
Philip,  at  which  there  was  a  strong  ex- 
pression of  feeling  in  fiavour  of  a  larger 
nmnber  of  exiles  being  sent  there,  I  think 
it  is  of  great  importance  that  it  should  be 
made  perfectly  clear  that  this  emigra- 
tion was  not  a  part  of  what  might  be 
strictly  called  th«  penal  portion  of  the 
sentence.  This  emigration  is  not  part  of 
the  punishment  which  they  had  to  undergo, 
but  it  is  a  security  against  their  again 
falling  into  crime,  and  an  advantage  to 
themselves.  With  this  view  I  propose, 
with  respect  to  those  convicts  for  whose 
future  good  conduct  trustworthy  persons  in 
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this  eountrj  ihAll  consent  to  be  refponsble* 
that  thej  §hall  be  Kliered,  if  thej  lo  think 
proper,  from  the  necesMtj  of  emigration, 
and  their  sentence  irill  be  considered  com- 
plete when  thej  regularlr  quit  the  public 
works.  I  attach  great  importance  to  this 
point,  becatue  I  know  that  it  will  be  as- 
serted, that  to  revert  to  exile  as  a  punish- 
ment is  a  step  in  a  backward  direction, 
and  that  it  is  reriTing  a  barbarous  and  ex- 
ploded fijetem.  I  cannot  altogether  admit 
this  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  in  order  to 
maintain  the  efSciencr  of  the  sjstem,  it 
should  be  made  clear  that  this  emigration, 
which  is  an  advantage  to  the  individuals, 
is  not  to  be  considered  as  a  part  of  the 
punishment.  Thecriminals  should  be  taught 
to  regard  the  impn^inmont  and  employ- 
ment on  public  works  as  the  real  punish- 
ment, and  not  the  emigration  bv  which 
they  are  followed.  I  shall  now  point  out 
the  mofJe  in  which  it  is  intended  that  this 
system  hhould  V^  carried  into  effect.  On 
this  head  I  have  the  satisfaction  of  in- 
forming your  Lordships,  that  in  the  course 
of  the  present  year  it  is  calculated  that 
means  will  be  available  in  Great  Britain  by 
which  every  convict  sentenced  to  transpor- 
tation can  be  made  to  undergo  the  pro- 
posed preliminary  period  of  separate  con- 
finement. The  prison  accommr>dation  in 
Pentonville,  Parkhurst,  Millbank,  and 
some  of  the  county  prisons,  is  sufficient 
for  the  purpose.  Your  Lordships  are  aware 
that  since  the  chnnge  which  took  place  last 
year,  and  a/:cording  to  which  the  main- 
tenance of  the  convicts  in  the  county  prisons 
is  chargt.'d  on  the  public,  county  magis- 
trates have  no  objection  to  the  ppart*  ac- 
commodation of  county  prisons  being  made 
available  for  the  general  wants  of  the 
)>uhlic.  Therefore,  when  in  county  gaols 
there  are  certain  cells  not  inmiediately 
wantrd,  thc«e  cells  will  be  made  use  of  for 
convicts  «ent  from  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. With  H'spoct  to  the  convicts  sen- 
tenced in  Gp'at  Hritain,  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  thf*  present  year  in  carrying 
into  ex«*cution  thiri  part  of  their  sentence. 
In  In;land  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  same 
is  not  at  present  the  case.  There  is  not 
sufficient  accommodation  for  the  separate 
confinement  of  Irish  convicts;  but  no  time 
will  be  lost  in  providing  that  accommoda- 
tion ;  and  it  is  projioacd  that  a  prison  shall 
be  built  in  Ireland  for  the  reception  of  Irish 
convicts.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  disposal 
of  the  convicts  sfutenced  to  transportation 
after  passing  their  period  of  imprisonment 
in  separate  cells,  it  has  been  found  on  an 


'  ezaminatioii  into  the  arailaUe  in  mm  at 
the  command  of  Government,  and  OB  a 
calculation  of  the  probable  number  of  cqd- 
Ticts  to  be  disposed  of,  that  for  that  nnai- 
ber  we  shall  be  able  to  make  prorinaa ; 
I  bare  the  assurance  of  my  ri^t  boa. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, that  no  serious  difficulty  will 
be  encountered  as  to  this  part  of  IIm 
proposed  change.  Of  course  it  win  be 
necessary  for  the  present  to  make  use  of 
hulks;  but  every  effort  will  be  made  to  im* 
prove  the  system  of  discipline  on  board 
those  hulk  s.  Already  a  good  deal  has  bees 
done  in  appointing  additional  officer*  for 
the  management  of  prisoners,  and  in  taking 
all  the  precautions  in  our  power  for  Um 
maintenance  of  discipline.  But  after  aO, 
I  admit  that  hulks  are  but  imperfect  pri- 
sons, and  I  am  of  opinion  that  prisons  on 
shore  should  be  substituted  for  them  aa 
soon  as  possible.  It  is  intended  that  the 
convicts  should  be  employed  where  great 
public  works  are  in  progress,  and  removed 
when  these  are  completed.  In  Portland, 
there  are  now  public  works  in  progress, 
and  Portland  itself  possesses  great  adran- 
tages  for  a  permanent  convict  establish- 
ment. Being  a  peninsula,  it  admits  of 
arrangements  for  the  safe  custody  of  the 
convicts,  while  at  the  same  time  they  can 
labour  out  of  d<x>r8.  But,  further,  a  great 
quantity  of  stone  will  have  to  be  quar- 
ried for  various  public  works  in  progresa, 
at  which  labour  the  convicts  may  be  most 
advantageously  employed.  With  referenee 
to  harbours  of  refuire,  fortifications,  and 
such  works,  which  I  know  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  is  anxious  to  see 
completed  as  soon  as  possible,  the  labour 
of  convicts  will  be  of  great  value.  The 
engineer  officers  whom  I  have  consulted, 
are  of  opinion  that  the  convict  labour  on 
such  wurks  will  produce  to  the  country 
a  full  equivalent  for  the  cost  of  their 
maintenance,  including  superintendence 
and  every  other  charge.  My  own  opin- 
ion goes  that  length  also.  These  are 
the  measures  proposed  to  be  adopted  as  to 
male  convicts,  for  all  my  observations  hare 
been  made  with  reference  to  adult  male 
convicts  only.  With  respect  to  female 
convicts,  it  is  determined  they  shall  bo  sent 
to  Van  Diemen's  Land  for  the  present. 
Considerable  pains  have  been  taken  to  en- 
sure a  better  system  of  discipline  for  female 
convicts  in  Van  Diemen*s  Land ;  and  con- 
sidering the  difficulty  of  disposing  of  them 
at  home,  it  is  thought  best  to  send  them 
there  for  the  present.      Wich  respect  to 
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juvenile  offenders,  a  modification  of  the 
system  now  proposed  will  be  necessary. 
That  is  a  part  of  the  subject  which  will  be 
soon  brought  under  your  Lordships'  notice, 
and  for  the  present  I  postpone  all  reference 
to  it.  Such  are  the  grounds  on  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  a  change  of  policy  ought 
to  be  adopted;  and  without  further  obser- 
vations I  beg  to  move  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  Nothing  could  be 
more  satisfactory  to  him  than  to  express 
his  approval  of  the  distinct,  clear,  and 
candid  statement  which  had  just  been 
made  by  his  noble  Friend.  He  would 
not  then  enter  further  into  the  nature 
of  the  proposed  alterations,  than  simply 
to  state  that  considerable  doubt  remained 
upon  his  mind  as  to  the  propriety  of 
totally  abolishing  the  punishment  of  trans- 
portation. He  had  come  to  the  same 
result  as  the  Government,  with  respect  to 
a  great  diminution  of  the  punishment,  not 
only  from  the  evidence  contained  in  the 
books  on  the  Table,  but  from  a  long  ex- 
perience of  and  constant  attention  to  the 
subject;  and  after  examining  many  of  the 
highest  authorities  on  criminal  police,  he 
had  satisfied  his  mind  that  the  punishment 
of  transportation  must  cease  as  a  general 
infliction;  but  ho  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  it  ought  to  be  wholly  abandoned.  He 
remembored  that  in  1832  or  1833,  Arch- 
bishop Whately  addressed  a  letter  on  the 
punishment  of  transportation  to  the  revered 
and  lamented  father  of  the  noble  Earl. 
His  lamented  Friend  and  then  respected 
Colleague  and  himself  agreed  with  the 
Archbishop  in  all  but  one  thing:  they 
wore  unwilling  to  give  up  that  system  of 
}>unishnient  absolutely  in  all  cases.  He 
was  still  of  opinion  that  it  was  a  punish- 
ment which  would  be  good  for  certain 
cases ;  those  cases  to  form  the  exception, 
not  the  rule.  The  objection  to  trans- 
portation, besides  those  of  a  political  and  a 
moral  nature,  was  the  entire  and  incurable 
inequality  in  the  aspect  and  the  nature  of 
the  punishment,  inasmuch  as  to  some  it 
was  the  greatest  punishment  which  could 
be  inflicted  upon  them,  short  of  that  of 
death ;  while  to  others  it  was  only  a  mode- 
rate sort  of  punishment,  the  object  of  dis- 
like and  aversion;  and  to  a  third  class,  it  was 
little  or  no  punishment  at  all.  That  was  the 
great  objection  to  transportation  —  that 
must  never  be  lost  sight  of;  the  aspect  of 
the  punishment  was  various  to  the  different 
individuals  to  whom  it  was  addressed  as  an 


example.  But  he  still  doubted  whether  it 
was  safe  to  abandon  it  absolutely  and  alto- 
gether. We  ought  not  to  give  up,  rashly 
or  inconsiderately,  any  branch  of  our  pe- 
nal system.  Many  eminent  and  humane  in- 
dividuals were  strongly  against  all  capital 
punishments :  he  could  not  agree  with 
those  persons,  because,  although  they 
might  not  inflict  it  more  than  three  or 
four  times  in  the  year — although  it  might 
not  be  necessary  to  inflict  it  more  fre- 
quently— nevertheless  he  would  not  give 
up  the  punishment  of  death — ^he  would 
maintain  it  even  for  those  comparatively  few 
instances  to  which  it  might  be  pecuHarly 
applicable.  Precisely  for  the  same  reason, 
he  was  doubtful  whether  they  ought  to 
abandon — whether  they  ought  to  deprive 
themselves  of  the  power  of — ^punishing  some 
criminals  with  transportation.  If  that  pun- 
ishment were  confined  to  a  few  cases,  the 
main  objection  to  it  would  be  at  an  end — 
then  its  inequality  would  cease,  and  the 
penal  settlement  would  be  manageable. 
He  would  confine  that  punishment  to  per- 
sons who  had  moved  in  a  superior  rank  of 
life,  because  to  persons  of  that  description 
the  punishment  of  transportation  was  an 
awful  punishment  indeed — it  was  the  most 
awful  punishment  which  could  be  inflicted 
on  them  short  of  death.  A  few  years  ago  a 
malefactor  of  that  kind  was  so  punished 
for  a  gross  fraud;  he  would  say  no  more  of 
that  case,  because  the  punishment  was  still 
in  force,  than  that  for  such  a  case  transpor- 
tation was  the  proper  punishment.  An  indi- 
vidual had  been  tried  the  other  day  before 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Den- 
man);  if  he  was  in  a  state  in  which  punish- 
ment ought  to  be  inflicted  at  all,  he  ought 
to  be  subjected  to  a  punishment  of  that  de- 
scription— to  a  person  of  that  class  it  was 
a  punishment  oidy  short  of  death.  Agam, 
and  promptly,  those  curses  to  society,  the 
receivers  of  stolen  property — those  who 
carried  on  that  detestable  trade,  with  whom 
the  law  was  in  perpetual  conflict,  out  of 
which  the  law  rarely  came  victorious — those 
persons  carried  on  their  detestable  trade 
with  some  amount  of  capital — they  were  per- 
sons who  were  outwardlyreputable — ^persons 
who  in  the  eyes  of  the  world  had,  at  least, 
an  apparent  respectability — to  such  persons 
the  punishment  of  transportation  wonld  be 
almost  as  bad  as  the  infliction  of  capital 
punishment.  They  were  the  upholders  of 
all  offences  against  property — they  were 
at  the  Yery  root  of  crime — ^they  were  tlie 
cause  of  all  the  depredations  which  were 
oonunitted  bj  thieves  of  all  ages  and  de- 
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tcriptionSy  who  infested  societj  in  the  pro- 
sent  day.  It  was  melancholy  to  think  of 
the  misery  they  occasioned.  Those  in  the 
profession  to  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
belong,  would  recollect  cases  where  an  ho- 
nest man's  hopeless  bankruptcy  was  ac- 
tually traceable,  link  by  link,  to  the  facili- 
ties given  to  his  servants  or  others  for 
robbing  him  by  the  receivers  of  stolen  pro- 
perty. To  those  persons  transportation  was 
the  greatest  terror,  for  it  utterly  destroyed 
their  vile  trade;  and  therefore  he  would  be 
reluctant  that  that  punishment,  so  well  adapt- 
ed to  this  case,  should  be  abandoned.  The 
only  other  part  of  the  plan  of  his  noble  Friend 
upon  which  he  would  make  any  observa- 
tion, was  one  to  which  he  could  not  agree. 
He  entertained  some  doubt  as  to  the 
possibility  of  the  deportation  of  the  sup- 
posed reformed  criminals  being  so  easily 
effected  as  his  noble  Friend  seemed  to 
expect.  On  that  subject  he  entertained 
some  doubtr— he  entertained  none  whatever 
as  to  the  exile.  When  a  person  was  partly 
or  ncariy  reformed — when  he  had  obtained 
the  necessary  certificates,  he  was  to  be 
sent  to  Australia  in  an  emigrant  ship — not 
as  part  of  his  punishment,  oh,  no — not  as 
part  of  his  punishment,  only  he  must  go. 
Well,  whether  it  was  to  be  part  of  his  pun- 
ishment or  no,  still  he  was  to  go  out  as 
an  emigrant,  and,  as  his  noble  Friend  said, 
he  was  to  go  out  without  his  fellow-pas- 
sengers finding  out  that  he  had  been  a 
convict.  Unless  ho  and  his  family  had  lost 
their  powers  of  speech,  it  would  not  be  long 
before  a  line  would  be  drawn  upon  the 
deck,  to  one  side  of  which  the  emigrants 
would  adhere,  and  the  convict  and  his  j 
family  would  be  confined  to  the  other.  | 
But  as  to  the  exile,  he  had  no  doubt ' 
whatever.  That,  in  1847,  they  should 
be  restoring  the  old  abandoned  cases 
and  obsolete  punishment  of  the  Scotch  law  I 
of  banishment,  was  most  extraordinary — a  ; 
punishment  which  was  repn>batcd  and  ridi- ! 
culcd  by  Sir  George  Mackenzie,  ns  long  as 
180  years  a<jo,  who  denounced  it  as  a  bar- 
barous and  inhuman  jtractice — inhuman,  to 
send  your  convict  population  to  your  neigh- 1 
hours  ;  and  impolitic,  bocnuHO  it  was  a 
game  which  two  could  play  at;  for  your 
neighbours  could  send  you  their  convicts  in 
return.  Such  was  the  view  of  the  earliest 
writer  upon  the  subject;  and  Mr.  Alison,  , 
the  latej*t,  was  of  a  similar  opinion;  for  he 
said,  that  the  penalty  in  question  was  an 
exploded  punishment,  and  one  only  fit  for  an 
infant  state  of  society  and  legislation,  j 
Now,  ho  woi  fully  of  Mr.  Alison's  opim<m. 


For  let  us  consider  for  a  moment  how  the 
system  would  work.  As  soon  as  the  time 
of  penal  labour  was  over,  would  come  into 
operation  that  part  of  the  sentence  whieh 
would  send  the  convict  abroad.  But  it  wm 
said  that  this  was  not  to  be  made  a  part  of 
the  punishment.  Well,  but  was  he  to  be 
allowed  to  go  abroad  or  stay  at  home,  just 
as  he  pleased  ?  If  he  must  go  abroad,  that 
necessity  was  just  as  much  part  of  the 
punishnment  as  it  was  part  of  the  sentence. 
He  was  to  be  compelled  to  go.  He  may 
say,  "As  it  is  not  part  of  the  punishment, 
I  shall  not  go."  "Oh,  but,"  say  yon, 
"  although  it  is  not  part  of  the  punishment, 
you  must  go."  •*  Oh,  then,"  says  he,  "if 
I  must  go,  it  is  part  of  the  punishment." 
His  noble  Friend  said  it  was  necessary,  in 
order  that  he  might  not  fall  back  into  his 
course  of  crime — it  was  necessary,  in  order 
to  protect  society;  but  if  it  were  to  pre- 
vent him  from  sinning  again,  why  not  pat 
him  to  death?  They  might  say  to  the 
partly-reformed  criminal,  after  he  had 
served  his  proper  time  in  labouring  on  the 
public  works,  "  This  is  no  part  of  your 
punishment;  but,  in  order  to  prevent  you 
from  returning  to  your  bad  courses,  we 
are  only  going  to  remove  your  head — bnt, 
remember,  it  is  no  part  of  your  punish- 
ment; we  only  want  to  protect  society.*' 
It  was  just  as  a  surgeon  might  say  to  • 
patient  of  amputation.  It  was  aU  a  ques- 
tion of  removing.  In  the  latter  case  it 
was  of  removing  a  limb  ;  in  the  former,  of 
removing  a  head.  They  might  say,  "  We 
are  only  going  to  remove  your  head  ;  it  is 
no  punishment."  So  of  this  plan.  "It 
is  only  exile;  you  are  only  to  be  removed; 
it  is  no  punishment;  the  exile  is  only  com- 
pulsory." But,  after  all,  where  were  they 
to  go  to  ?  If  they  mav  go  where  they 
like,  they  may  go  to  Calais.  Well,  when 
they  got  there,  what  was  to  prevent  them 
from  coming  back  again  ?  How  could  that 
be  provided  against  <  No  means  existed  to 
do  so.  The  Liverpool  convict  would  come 
to  London,  and  the  London  one  would  go 
to  Liverpool ;  and  no  one  could  prevent 
them  from  doing  so.  He  certainly  should 
like  to  see  what  would  be  said  at  the 
French  custom-house  upon  the  arrival  of  a 
cargo  of  live  convicts.  The  officer  would 
inquire  of  the  captain  of  th«^  ship,  as  to  bis 
cargo,  "  Is  it  hams,  or  carcases,  or  food,  or 
manufacturetl  goods  ?  "  ••  Oh,  no,"  would 
the  captain  say,  *'oli,  no;  no  hams,  but 
convicts."  ••  Convicts  !  what  sort  of  goods 
are  they  ?  "  Then  the  captain,  mustering 
his  best  French,  would  explain,  that  tiMj 
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were  merely  tliieves,  highway  rohhers,  per- 
jured persons,  who  had,  hy  the  hreach 
of  all  sorts  of  duties  at  home,  become  liable 
to  an  importation  duty  abroad.  He  was 
afraid  the  French  would  soon  put  on  a  pro- 
hibitory duty  upon  the  importation  of  such 
cargoes;  most  undoubtedly  they  would  not 
like  them  to  come  into  their  country.  The 
authorities  would  say,  **  Oh,  you  can't 
come  here  without  passports,  and  we 
shan't  give  you  any."  Or,  at  all  events, 
were  they  to  be  admitted,  it  would  be  on 
the  reciprocity  principle.  If  we  send  our 
convicts  there,  we  must  expect  them  to 
send  their  convicts  here— a  process  which 
would  by  no  manner  of  means  increase  the 
benefits  and  advantages  of  the  entente  cor- 
diale.  lie  had  no  doubt  but  that  on  fur- 
ther consideration  this  part  of  the  plan 
would  not  be  adhered  to.  They  might 
preach  to  the  end  of  time  to  the  French 
— they  might  say,  **  These  men  have  cer- 
tainly been  tuffians,  but  they  have  as  cer- 
tainly ceased  to  be  so ;  "  and  you  will  still 
be  answered  thus :  **  How  do  you  know 
that  ?  They  are  probably  just  as  bad  as 
ever."  **  No,  no,"  you  will  rejoin,  **they 
come  with  excellent  certificates  from  the 
chaplain  of  Pentonville  vouching  for  their 
reformation  ,  they  have  earned  I  know 
not  how  many  of  Captain  Maconochie's 
marks.  You  may  safely  take  them; 
they  are  most  excellent  worthy  people." 
•*  But,"  says  the  mayor  of  Calais,  **  if  they 
are  such  excellent,  worthy  people,  why 
won't  you  keep  them  yourselves  ?  We 
don't  want  them.  We  have  plenty  of  ex- 
cellent, worthy  people,  of  the  same  de- 
scription. We  have  numbers  in  every  rank 
of  crime,  and  every  degree  of  reformation 
and  improvement ;  therefore,  keep  your 
good  people  on  your  side  of  the  water,  and 
we  will  keep  our  good  people  on  ours." 
The  plan  would  not  bear  serious  inves- 
tigation —  it  was  introducing  into  the 
English  law  the  punishment  of  banish- 
ment, certainly  not  for  the  first  time, 
because  it  was  enacted  as  a  punishment  by 
one  of  the  **  Six  Acts,"  against  the  enacts 
mont  of  which  he  and  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Denman)  had  fought  most 
strenuously,  although  unavailingly;  but  it 
was  never  once  put  in  force.  That  punish- 
ment, however,  was  attached  to  an  of- 
fence which  would  have  proved  no  stum- 
bling-block in  the  way  of  persons  suffering 
it  being  received  in  France  —  it  was 
enacted  against  poHtical  libellers.  Now,  the 
French  might  have  no  objection  to  receive 
a  few  political  libellers  from  the  Strand, 


although  thej  might  have  a  strong  objec- 
tion to  the  importation  of  a  few  highway- 
men from  St.  Giles's.  Some  other  parts  of 
the  statement  of  his  noble  Friend  were  ex- 
ceedingly satisfactory,  more  especially 
those  relating  to  the  improvement  of  prison 
discipline.  To  carry  into  effect  a  proper  sys- 
tem, would  require  a  very  considerable  ex- 
penditure of  the  public  money;  but  in  what 
way  could  it  be  spent  with  more  advantage 
to  the  country  ?  A  bad  and  vicious  system 
of  prison  discipline,  was  caused  by  the  want 
of  good  prisons;  and  he  trusted  much  time 
would  not  be  allowed  to  elapse  without  a 
large  number  of  gaols  being  provided,  each 
having  the  means  of  affording  industrial 
employment  to  their  inmates,  either  in  the 
field  or  the  workshop.  To  talk  of  the  ex- 
pense of  providing  these,  was  absurd  and 
grossly  inconsistent.  They  were  spending 
hundreds  of  thousands  on  matters  useless 
as  compared  with  this.  The  abolition  of 
the  system  of  transportation,  or  even  if  it 
were  maintained  within  the  bounds  which 
he  approved,  would  put  at  their  disposal  a 
revenue  of  4  or  500,000^.  a  year.  That  was 
the  cost  of  the  system,  besides  the  cost  of 
the  penal  settlement  itself;  and  that  sum 
would  provide  not  only  proper  gaols,  but 
also  provide  them  with  proper  workshops. 
He  was  exceedingly  happy  to  hear  the 
statement  of  his  noble  Friend  with  respect 
to  the  working  of  the  convict  system  at 
Gibraltar.  He  had  entertained  no  expec- 
tation that  the  clear  gain  from  the  labour 
of  a  convict  would  amount  to  12/.  per  year, 
and  that  after  paying  the  expense  of  carry- 
ing him  there,  his  maintenance,  and  in 
fact,  all  expenses  to  the  Government. 
[Earl  Grey  :  It  did  not  include  the  cost  of 
the  hulks.]  No;  but  still  it  was  gratifying 
to  find  that  his  labour  provided  the  convict 
with  food  and  clothing,  and  left  a  residue 
of  121.  a  year.  That  was  a  fair  encourage- 
ment to  extend  the  system  still  farther, 
and  make  all  confinement  be  accompanied 
by  industry. 

Lord  STANLEY  was  quite  aware  that 
there  were  few  of  their  Lordships  who  were 
not  more  competent  to  address  the  House 
on  this  question  than  himself;  but  he 
hoped  that  he  might  find  an  excuse  for 
making  a  few  observations  upon  it,  in  the 
circumstance  that  he  had  formerly  held  the 
ofiice  of  Colonial  Secretary,  and  during 
that  period  had  taken  and  still  continued 
to  take  a  deep  interest  in  the  subject  im- 
mediately under  consideration.  He  was 
anxious  to  take  this  opportunity,  because, 
if  he  rightly  understood  hb  noble  Friend 
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oppMite,  it  vmi  lijurlj  to  be  the  Lut  oppor- 
toikitr  their  I>E»ndth:p«  vo':;Id  hare  of  ex- 
preftsiiM?  their  opinior^s  upon  the  propoei- 
tifiQ  before  them — of  st&tisg  hu  rievs  with 
re*p€«t  t/j  that  proposition.  No  doabt  the 
meajore  vas  Lroazht  fonrand  in  a  lAadable 
defire  of  izujfr-jT^Ui^Zii;  ba:  he  cuit  no:, 
at  the  tazxie  tiz&e,  hesitate  to  saj  that  he 
thought  Her  yajeetj'e  GoTerzjnent  were 
rather  haitlij  a^optin^  sozmnazy  and  ez- 
ten^ire  ehaLze?,  and  d-j parting  from  a  sys- 
tem vhifrh  ir::gf.i  hare  be^^n,  and  no  doubt 
was.  at  the  pre&ent  moment ,  £  abject  to 
eoDftiderable  aba^s,  but  which  was  ret,  in 
hi«  opinion,  valuable  to  a  very  great  de- 
gree. The  subject  waa  one  of  verr  grare 
imp^^rtance;  and  he  muat  express  hi«  regret 
•hould  this  be  the  last  oppon unity  their 
Lordships  were  to  have  to  discuss  and  to 
consider  it,  and,  if  they  should  think  neces- 
sary, to  interfere  with  the  course  about  to 
be  pursued  with  regard  to  it.  Because  if 
it  were  competent  Uj  the  Go%'emment  and 
to  the  judges  of  the  land  to  commute  all 
past  sentences  of  transportation  to  im- 
piiionment,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  clearly 
not  to  be  applied  to  individual  cases,  but 
to  introduce  an  entire  change  in  our  system 
of  punishing  crime — a  change  which  he 
believed  would  be  most  doubtful  in  its 
effect!) ;  and  therefore  he  .«aid,  that  such 
an  important  btcp  ought  not  to  be  taken 
without  receiving  the  fullest  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  Parliament,  and  receiving 
also  its  sanction  by  an  act  of  it*  own.  He 
was  afraid  that  there  had  been  a  ;;r>od  deal 
of  haste,  not  only  on  this  occasion,  but  on 
former  ^iccasions,  in  dealing  with  the  que^iiun 
of  tranH|Hjrtatioii.  He,  for  one,  entertained 
very  great  doubts  as  to  the  policy  of  al>o- 
llithing  the  punishment  of  transportation; 
for  he  belie vf.*d  tliat  transportation,  bj«>king 
at  it  in  tlie  two  points  of  view  in  which  they 
ought  to  Iwjk  at  all  descriptions  of  sec- 
ondary punibhmentH — namely,  as  a  means 
of  d«'terring  persons  from  crime,  and  for 
the  rcfoniiation  of  the  individuals  whucom- 
inilted  crime — looking  at  it  in  these  points 
of  vi<*w,  liis  belief  was,  that  transportation 
was  the  punishment  moht  dreadiil  by  the 
hard^'ued  ;  the  one  which  produced  the 
groaii»»t  etf«jct  on  those  on  whom  it  was 
passed,  and  on  thor^e  who  heard  the  sentence 
pronounced.  Tho»e  persons  who  would, 
under  the  noble  Lord  s  measure,  be  sen- 
tenced to  thri'i-  and  a  half  years'  imprison- 
ment, untl  afterwards  to  hard  labour  upon 
public  Works,  would,  he  was  quite  sure, 
look  with  vfry  different  feelings  upon  a 
kentencu  of  transportation  for  twenty,  four- 


teen, or  ervB  ten  ycnrs.  He  wm 

of  ^Hni'»  that  the  system  of 
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well  as  the  punishment  oi  them.  The  < 


ion  of  the  Committee  which  sas  in  1821 
was  open,  in  his  opinion*  to  gmt  objeetioat. 
It  was  qizite  true,  as  the  noble  Eari  kn4 
observed,  that  the  systea  of  assignmeat  m 
a  punishment  was  very  nneqnaU  bccnie 
rery  much  dependeJ  on  the  temper  ami 
characier  of  tLe  masters  to  whom  the 
convicts  were  assigned.  To  some  con- 
victs it  was  a  heavy  panishment ;  to 
others,  a  trifling  one ;  and  to  ocken 
again,  it  was  no  punishment  at  alL  This 
ht:  would  concede :  bnt  etiiU  after  the 
convict  had  undergone  a  period  of  prnil 
labour  in  the  colony,  the  system  of  naogn- 
ing  him  for  a  period,  at  the  end  of  his 
punishment,  was  in  many  respects  a  good 
one.  If  facilities  and  checks,  which  might 
have  been  devised,  had  been  adopted, 
the  convict,  after  undergoing  a  more  se- 
vere punishment  under  the  sapeiintesd- 
ence  of  Government,  would  have  been,  on 
his  assignment,  again  introduced  into  pri- 
rate  life  and  unconuminated  sodetj;  an 
event  which  was  of  itself  capable  of  pro- 
ducing, and  did  produce,  the  most  signal 
advantage  to  the  character  and  disposition 
of  persons  sulijected  to  that  punishment.  He 
thought  that  a  hasty  step  had  been  taken 
in  1 84<  *.  when  the  Government  deiennined 
that  transportation  to  New  South  Wales 
should  altogether  cease,  and  that  Van 
Diemen*s  Land  ^houId  be  the  single  point 
to  which  the  flood  of  convict  emigration 
should  be  directed.  He  would  also  remark, 
that  the  al»olition  of  the  probation  gangs 
had  been  coincident  with  the  decline  in 
pro>perity  of  the  former  colony.  Nothing 
could  have  been  more  unfortunate  than  the 
adoption  of  the  now  system,  and  nothing 
could  have  been  mure  ditficult  than  the 
state  of  affairs  the  local  government  had  to 
contend  acrainst  in  consoquence.  He  re- 
peated, that  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  that 
transportation  had,  generally  speaking, 
acted,  ami  was  at  present  acting,  bene- 
iicially  on  the  jiersons  who  were  subjected 
to  it.  He  would  not  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  any  obscn-ations  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  horrors  which  were  described 

I  in  the  papers  before  the  House  as  having 
taken  place  in  our  penal  settlements;  they 
were  almost  too  dreadful  to  contemplate. 
<^ne  could  scarcely  believe  that  such  things 
could  have  occurr«*d;  and  he  had  no  donbt 

I  whatever  that  they  would  not  have  occur- 
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red  if  a  proper  system  of  superintendence 
and  watchfulness  had  heen  estahlished — if 
ordinary  precautions  had  been  adopted, 
the  disgusting  facts  which  were  describ- 
ed in  the  book  before  him  might,  in 
every  instance,  have  been  prevented.  But, 
let  their  Lordships  look  to  the  general 
picture  before  them  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  convict  under  the  system  the  Govern- 
ment were  about  to  abolish.  The  evidence 
all  showed  that  a  great  improvement  had 
taken  place  in  the  condition  of  the  con- 
victs. He  took  it  from  a  letter  which  had 
been  pubHshed  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
in  the  papers  laid  before  the  House,  from 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Fry,  who  was  not  an  advo- 
cate for  the  continuance  of  transportation, 
except  for  minor  offences.  He  (Lord 
Stanley)  would  first  however,  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  a  passage  from  a  peti- 
tion on  the  **  probation  system,"  which 
was  presented  to  the  Governor  in  August, 
1845  :— 

"  Wo  would  desire  to  cultivate  and  express 
gratitude  to  Divine  Providence  that  our  moral 
condition  is  so  good,  rather  than  aggravate  its 
evils  or  anticipate  its  deterioration.  Our  metro- 
polis does  not  yield  to  any  seaport  and  garrison 
town  of  Great  Britain,  of  equal  population,  for 
orderly  conduct  and  regularity  in  the  streets. 
The  convicts  present  no  appearance  shocking  to 
humanity.  The  clank  of  chains  is  now  seldom 
lieard  ;  and  the  deportment  of  free  labourers, 
grateful  and  respectful,  lias  succeeded  to  the 
scowl  of  malignity  with  which  the  assigned  white 
slaves  regarded  their  owners." 

Now,  ho  must  say,  that  it  was  a  scandal 
and  a  shame  to  this  country,  that  until  the 
year  1842  we  had  not  provided  a  minister 
of  religion  to  attend  to  the  spiritual  wants 
of  the  unfortunate  convicts  we  sent  out  to 
our  colonies;  and  it  was  a  matter  of  great 
satisfaction  to  him  that  during  the  period 
he  held  office,  he  had  sent  out  several 
Protestant  ministers  and  Roman  Catholic 
clergymen  to  give  spiritual  instruction  to 
those  persons,  and  he  believed  that  their 
efforts  had  been  productive  of  very  great 
good;  and  he  was  rejoiced,  moreover,  to 
hear  from  the  Roman  Catholic  bishop  who 
had  recently  left  this  country  on  his  return 
to  tlie  colony,  that  although  he  bore  wit- 
ness to  many  of  the  horrors  stated  in  these 
papers,  yet  he  was  convinced  that  the 
want  was  not  in  the  system  itsdlf,  but  in 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  administered. 
He  said  that  these  horrors  were  capable  of 
being  checked,  and  in  his  judgment  the 
continuance  of  transportation  as  a  sec- 
ondary punishment  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary. But  to  return  to  the  petition  from 
VOL.  XC.     {li'!!^} 


which  he  had  already  quoted.     It  went  on, 
in  another  part  to  state — 

"  Twelve  or  fifteen  ministers  of  religion  pursue 
their  holy  calling  to  congregations  very  numerous 
in  proportion  to  the  population ;  and  the  charity  of 
the  community  has  been  often  so  exemplified  as  to 
refiect  upon  it  the  highest  credit.  Ileligion  has 
taken  deep  hold  in  the  community,  and  every  Pro- 
testant family  have  their  Bible,  and  means  and 
opportunities  of  religious  service  and  instruction. 
Parents  in  every  condition  of  life  exhibit  a  strong 
desire  for  the  general  education  and  the  religious 
instruction  of  their  children  ;  and  in  proportion  to 
the  population  the  number  of  children  in  this 
colony  attending  school  is  vastly  greater  than 
that  in  England,  and  perhaps  exceeds  that  of  any 
other  community.  For  the  first  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  mankind,  reformation  has  been  adopted  as 
the  principle  of  penal  discipline.  In  the  prisons 
of  Great  Britain,  reformation  was  found  impracti- 
cable, for  the  discharge  of  the  offender  was  his  re- 
turn to  the  scenes  and  companions  of  his  crimes. 
The  treadmill  became  the  place  of  concerting  fu- 
ture robberies,  and  the  termination  of  sentence 
delivered  the  criminal  as  to  a  triumph  among  his 
accomplices  awaiting  his  discharge.  It  was  thus 
found  that  the  same  criminals  were  constantly  re- 
turning to  a  repetition  of  punishments,  amounting 
in  some  cases  to  an  almost  incredible  number. 
The  temptations  and  opportunities  for  crime  were 
as  great  as  the  motives  and  means  of  reformation 
were  small.  The  transportation  of  criminals  to  a 
distant  country,  where  honest  labour  was  well  re- 
munerated without  the  facilities  for  theft  which 
existed  in  the  great  towns  of  England,  seemed  to 
supply  the  desideratum,  and  was  carried  into 
effect  in  these  colonies.  For  forty  years  the  Go- 
vernment was  content  to  land  the  convicts  on  our 
shores,  and  to  distribute  them  among  the  settlers, 
without  providing  adequate  means  for  their  pro- 
tection or  instruction.  Representations  and  re- 
ports from  this  colony  stigmatizing  the  assign- 
ment of  convicts  as  a  "  white  slavery,"  and  de- 
scribing it  as  fiiU  of  horrors  and  iniquities,  led  the 
Government,  after  an  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  to  abolish  assignment  and 
adopt  the  probation  system.  Then,  for  the  first 
time,  an  attempt  was  made  to  Christianise  the 
convicts.  For  periods  exceeding  two  years,  the 
probation  men  are  taught  in  schools  the  princi- 
ples of  religion  and  to  read  the  Bible.  They  are 
instructed  in  religion  by  religious  teachers,  and 
join  in  daily  worship.  Their  habits  of  vice  ore 
broken  off,  and  regularity  of  life  is  practised. 
Drunkenness,  the  cause  of  calamity  to  most  of 
them,  is  stopped,  if  not  cured ;  habits  of  obe- 
dience, submission,  and  labour  are  acquired ;  and 
if  not  reformed  at  heart,  they  are  dismissed  to 
society  with  a  knowledge  of  religion  and  morality, 
and  the  practice  of  a  regular  and  orderly  life.  In 
the  probation  gangs,  the  men  receive  instruotion 
gladly,  and  repay  their  instructor,  if  he  be  kind 
and  attentive,  with  gratitude  and  respect.  The 
discipline  is  maintained  by  the  moral  influence  of 
the  system  ;  and  the  men  patiently  obey  its  di- 
rections from  a  sense  of  the  mercy  and  interest 
for  their  welfare  which  it  displays,  from  the  hope 
which  it  opens  of  honest  independence,  and  from. 
the  exact  impartiality  with  which  it  is  adminif- 
tored.  That  so  many  parties  composed  of  such 
materials,  and  almost  abandoned  to  self-disoipline, 
should  have  so  long  lived  tranquilly  in  remote 
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districts,  unawed  by  a  surrounding  force,  is  a 
subject  of  groat  thankfulness,  and  a  practical  evi- 
dence of  one  great  attribute  of  the  system — that 
it  can  exist  by  its  own  power  and  influence  upon 
the  men." 

In  the  month  of  August,  1846,  Mr.  Fry, 
in  letter  addressed  to  the  nohle  Lord  op- 
posite, referring  to  the  statements  in  the 
petition,  says — 

**  I  gladly  declare  that  the  statements  in  that 
paper,  of  the  wonderful  tranquillity,  security,  and 
good  order  of  the  colony,  are  completely  true,  and 
that  the  condition  of  the  emancipists,  ticket-of- 
leave,  and  probation  passholders,  is  not  inferior  to 
that  of  persons  in  the  same  stations  and  occupa- 
tions in  England  or  elsewhere ;  that  the  pre- 
sence of  convicts  has  not  a  seriously  demoral- 
ising eflfect  upon  the  habits  or  manners  of  the  free 
inhabitants,  male  or  female  ;  and  that  instances 
of  reformation  and  of  respectable  conduct  in  the 
conyicts  are  very  common,  and  delightful  to  wit- 
ness." 

And,  again,  he  adds,  in  the  same  letter — 

««  As  a  proof  of  the  benefits  of  transportation,  I 
may  mention  that  I  have  married  above  one 
hundred  discharged  convicts  within  the  past  year, 
and  that  I  believe  the  great  majority  of  them  are 
living  in  a  condition  equal  to  that  of  persons  in 
similar  stations  in  England.  Lord  Stanley's  re- 
mark that  this  colony  is  useful  as  affording  a  cen- 
tral station  for  the  dispersion  of  convicts  to  neigh- 
bouring colonies  as  free  men,  is  daily  borne  out  by 
fiict,  and  is  most  true  and  beneficial." 

With  regard  to  the  stages  of  punishment, 
he  hclieved  that  no  difference  of  opinion 
existed.  Ho  approved  of  the  system  of 
the  local  authorities  issuing  conditional 
pardons  in  Van  Dicmen*s  Land,  which 
were  available  for  all  the  Australian  colo- 
nies. Convicts  who  had  obtained  tickets  of 
leave  were  permitted  to  diffuse  themselves 
over  the  continent  without  a  violation  of 
the  engagements  of  the  Government  not  to 
send  convicts  to  those  other  colonics.  He 
believed  that  his  noble  Friend  admitted 
the  principle  of  the  infliction  of  severe 
punishment  in  the  first  instance  for  a  cer- 
tain definite  period  ;  from  thence  succes- 
sive stages  of  greater  or  less  restraint,  till 
gradually,  by  good  conduct,  the  convict 
should  be  suffered  to  emerge  among  the  free 
and  uncontaminatcd  population.  But  the 
question  was,  under  what  circumstances 
the  preliniinary  punishment  might  be  effec- 
tually curried  out ;  and  what  was  the  best 
manner  of  sending  the  convict  again  into 
society  ?  The  Government  could  not  es- 
cape from  this  difhculty:  after  the  sentence 
should  have  been  undergone,  the  convict 
population  mu^t  be  poured  forth  on  the 
conntrv;  and  what,  then,  was  to  become  of 
them?  The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey) 
thought  it  best  that  tho  preliminary  pun- 


ishment should  take  place  in  this  countiy, 
and  that  the  punishment  of  transportation^ 
in  name,  at  least,  should  be  abolished.  S^ 
it  was  necessary  that  the  convict  population 
should  be  poured  forth  from  this  coun- 
try; and  where  was  it  most  likely  the  Oo- 
vemment  would  find  the  means  of  coercionp 
and  secondly  the  means  of  seyere  penal 
employment — ^in  the  colonies  or  at  home  f 
Whatever  the  difficulty  might  be  of  finding 
the  means  of  coercion  and  seyere  penu 
employment  in  distant  colonies,  that  ^ffi- 
culty  would  be  much  increased  if  they 
endeavoured  to  find  them  at  home.  Con- 
sidering the  vast  scale  of  offences  subjected 
to  the  punishment  of  transportation,  he  waa 
afraid  there  would  not  be  that  distinction 
between  the  highest  and  lowest  grades  of 
punishment  which  ought  to  be  kept  up.  A 
man  would  not  much  care  whether  he  re- 
ceived six  months*  imprisonment,  which  waa 
to  be  the  minimum,  or  eighteen  months, 
which  was  to  be  the  maximum;  and  thus  the 
punishment  of  penal  emigration,  or  what- 
ever it  was  to  be  called,  would  cease  to  be 
a  terror  to  evil-doers.  The  question  of 
expense,  in  such  a  case,  was  a  minor  one. 
If  the  expense  of  such  a  system  proved 
greater,  but  if,  at  the  same  time,  it 
was  necessary,  then  this  country  would 
look  with  comparative  indifference  on 
an  additional  expenditure  of  100,00(K., 
200,0002.,  or  300,000Z.  a  year.  He 
thought,  however,  it  would  be  found  difli- 
cult  to  apply  the  system,  even  at  the  very 
outset.  lie  believed  the  proportion  of  the 
male  adult  population  annually  sentenced 
to  transportation,  was,  as  nearly  as  possible, 
4,000.  It  would  be  necessary,  therefore, 
to  begin  by  finding  accommodiation  in  pri- 
sons such  as  Pentonville  or  Parkhurst  for 
that  number  annually.  From  preliminary 
imprisonment,  you  were  to  pass  to  employ- 
ment on  the  public  works.  Assuming  the 
imprisonment  to  be  half  the  time  of  sentence 
to  transportation,  that  would  give  ^Ye 
years  employment  on  the  public  works  as 
the  average  time  of  the  convicts;  that  waa 
to  say.  setting  aside  calculations  for  casual- 
ties and  mortality,  they  would  hare  fire 
times  4,000.  or  20.000  male  adult  conricU 
not  in  one  year  or  five  years,  but  perma- 
nently employed  on  public  works.  Ho  ren- 
tured  to  say  that  that  was  a  system  which 
must  infallibly  break  down.  He  said  that 
it  was  a  system  which  would  revolt,  in  the 
first  place,  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
this  country;  which,  if  applied  extensively 
(and  if  not  so  applied  it  could  not  be  ap- 
plied at  all),  would  seriously  interfere  wiUi 
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the  demand  for  ordinary  labour;  would 
throw  the  whole  Government  employment 
for  important  works,  which  now  employed 
an  industrious  population,  into  the  hands  of 
a  convict  population,  who  would  labour  on 
these  works,  well  fed  and  well  kept,  and 
with  the  further  promise  that  at  the  ex- 
piration nf  their  sentence  they  and  their 
families  should  be  sent,  as  free  labourers, 
to  some  of  the  colonies.  It  would  operate 
as  a  gross  injustice  on  honest  industry,  on 
the  unconvicted  portion  of  the  population. 
They  had  hundreds  and  thousands  of  indus- 
trious people  begging  at  their  hands  for 
that  very  boon  which  they  were  going  to 
confer  on  the  convict  at  the  expiration  of 
his  sentence.  He  might  truly  say  that 
emigration  was  no  part  of  the  sentence, 
because  when  they  had  gone  through  the 
penalty  attached  to  the  crime,  they  would 
be  placed  in  a  situation  in  which  many  of 
their  industrious  countrymen  were  begging 
to  be  placed.  Let  the  House  look  further 
at  this  question  of  emigration,  as  it  was 
proposed  to  be  carried  out.  They  had  had 
some  little  experience  of  the  feelings  in 
which  the  different  colonies  of  the  empire 
regarded  the  presence  of  convicts.  He 
did  not  go  the  length  of  assuming,  as  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Brougham) 
had  done,  that  the  Government  would  send 
those  people  to  France,  or  to  any  other 
country  in  which  they  might  desire  to 
settle ;  but  the  only  evidence  they  had  of 
the  intention  of  the  Government  in  this 
respect  went  to  show  that  they  proposed 
to  furnish  these  convicts  and  their  families 
with  the  means  of  emigration,  and  to  compel 
them  to  emigrate.  To  whom  was  the 
choice  of  the  place  to  be  left  ?  Were  they 
to  be  allowed  to  choose,  out  of  the  whole 
range  of  our  colonies,  that  to  which  they 
would  prefer  to  be  transferred  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  State?  And  were  they  to 
be  there  under  no  surveillance,  and  to  be 
restored,  uncontrolled,  to  society?  His 
noble  Friend  must  not  deceive  himself  as 
to  the  result  of  such  an  arrangement. 
Every  emigrant  ship,  if  there  were  to  bo 
any  efficient  system  of  control,  would  be 
known  to  convey  in  her  a  considerable 
number  of  convicts.  If  not,  a  practical 
fraud  would  be  committed  on  the  honest 
emigrant,  who  would  suppose  that  he  and 
those  with  him  were  leaving  the  country 
in  honest  society.  Well,  then,  if  it  was 
known  what  was  the  character  of  such 
portion  of  those  on  board,  there  must  neces- 
sarily be  a  separation  between  them  and 
those  of  good   character,  so  that  there 
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would  be  a  brand  upon  every  man  who  had 
been  of  the  convict  class  from  the  moment 
he  arrived  on  shore.  He  would  be  regarded 
only  as  a  convict  sent  out  to  fulfil  his  sen- 
tence. He  would  mention  a  proof  of  this. 
When  he  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  he  felt  very  anxious  to  send  out 
a  very  limited  number  of  the  best  and  most 
reformed  of  those  who  were  in  Parkhurst 
and  Pentonville  prisons.  After  many  dif- 
ficulties the  authorities  of  Port  Philip  were 
induced  to  consent  to  allow  fifty  of  them 
to  be  sent  there.  What  was  the  re- 
sult? Why,  that  even  so  small  a  number 
gave  rise  to  complaints,  and  petitions 
poured  in  from  every  British  colony  that 
they  might  not  suffer  the  contamination  of 
being  made  a  penal  colony.  The  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  pledged  itself  that 
New  South  Wales  should  no  longer  be 
a  convict  colony.  Would  it  be  keeping 
faith  with  that  colony,  if,  in  the  teeth  of  that 
promise,  substituting  for  the  system  of 
transportation  punishment  here  instead  of 
at  Norfolk  Island,  we  said  that  at  the  end 
of  a  certain  number  of  years,  there  should 
be,  not  transportation,  but  compulsory  emi- 
gration, to  the  extent  of  3,000  or  4,000 
a  year  to  New  South  Wales?  That  might 
be  keeping  the  promise  to  the  ear,  but  it 
would  not  be  keeping  it  to  the  sense.  But 
you  might  say  that  these  persons  would  be 
dispersed  through  all  the  colonies.  The 
only  result  of  that  would  be  an  universal 
outcry  and  clamour  from  every  one  of  them. 
But  how  would  it  act  ?  The  expenses  of 
the  convicts,  it  seemed,  were  to  be  paid 
out  of  their  wages.  Of  course,  then  they 
would  wish  to  be  sent  to  the  nearest  or  the 
most  advantageous  place.  The  greatest 
portion  would  bo  glad  to  be  sent  to  Canada 
or  North  America.  Would  Canada  be  " 
satisfied  to  be  made  the  clocica  mwcima 
of  the  convict  population;  or  would  the 
State  of  New  York  be  satisfied  to  be  made 
one  of  the  deposits  for  the  comtamination  of 
this  convict  population?  By  this  system 
it  was  proposed  to  do  more  than  to  allow 
them  to  go ;  we  were  to  compel  them  to  go; 
we  were  to  pay  for  them  ;  we  were  to  find 
a  passage  for  them ;  we  were  to  send  out 
officers  to  see  that  thej  did  go ;  and  yet 
we  were  called  upon  to  suppose  that  foreign 
countries  and  our  own  colonies  would  be 
deluded  into  the  belief  that  this  was  not 
a  virtual  renewal  of  the  system  of  transpor- 
tation. He  was  convinced,  then,  that  tnej 
might  change  the  name  of  transportation 
by  this  system,  but  they  would  not  alter 
its  nature.  Although  you  might  say  that 
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Van  Diemen's  Land  was  no  longer  to  be  a 
penal  colony,  you  would  make  every  colony 
more  or  less  a  penal  colony.  Whilst  pur- 
porting to  keep  tho  colonies  uncontami- 
nated,  you  were  unduly  pouring  in  a  vast 
stream  of  convict  population.  Yet  the 
preliminary  system  would  involve  the  coun- 
try in  a  great  expense,  while  few,  if  any, 
greater  facilities  of  reformation  would  be 
afforded  than  might,  at  a  very  little  more 
expense,  by  the  employment  of  efficient 
officers,  be  had  in  the  colonics  themselves. 
The  public  works  system,  he  was  convinced, 
for  the  reasons  he  had  stated,  must  break 
down.  Now  he  must  say,  on  the  whole, 
that  he  conceived  it  would  be  more  advan- 
tageous to  limit,  if  it  was  desired,  the 
extent  to  which  transportation  should  be 
carried;  not  applying  it  indiscriminately, 
and,  above  all,  not  to  juvenile  offenders  to 
the  extent  it  had  been ;  making  the  sen- 
tence of  imprisonment  by  law  more  frequent, 
and  that  of  transportation  more  infrequent; 
but  when  imposed,  not  systematically  de- 
parting from  it,  and  substituting  something 
else  in  its  stead :  if  the  number  of  convicts 
sent  to  penal  colonies  being  thus  diminished, 
an  official  control,  watch,  and  discipline 
were  maintained,  and  a  proper  superin- 
tendence established,  under  a  system,  for 
the  reformation  of  those  convicts,  who 
might  be  subjected  to  a  disclplino  equally 
good  with  that  proposed  to  be  effected  by 
this  preliminary  system  at  home — who 
might  bo  employed  in  clearing  land,  in 
quarrying  stone,  and  building  public  works 
— in  every  way,  in  short,  that  would  not 
interfere  with  individual  labour  ;  so  that  at 
the  last,  as  their  terms  expired,  they  might 
bo  able  to  transfer  themselves  by  twos,  and 
and  threes,  and  fours,  to  neighbouring  co- 
lonies, not  being  sent  by  tho  Government, 
and  so  become  a  benefit  to,  say  Van  Die- 
men's  Land,  or  other  colonies  similarly 
situated ;  and  thus  all  the  advantages  ob- 
tained, with  n(me  of  the  disadvantages  that 
were  expected  by  the  noble  Lord  from  his 
system  of  primary  punishment.  He  doubted 
much,  too,  wlieth«T  the  immediate  chanp^e 
proposed  would  not  be  too  summary  and 
hasty  befon^  it  was  possible  to  get  into  full 
operation  that  by  wliich  it  was  proposed  to 
replace*  it ;  and  whether,  also,  it  wuuld  not 
in  fact  introduft;  greater  abuses  than  those 
which  they  sought  to  avoid.  He  had  taken 
the  liberty  of  fxj)ressin^  his  doubts  on  the 
subject;  and  he  mi;^lit  he  allowed  to  add 
the  expressitin  of  his  ho|H'  that  no  tinal  and 
irremediable  step  would  be  taken  by  the 
Government   without  the   Parliament  and 


the  country  being  afforded  a  full  opportu* 
nity — ^he  hoped  by  Act  of  Parliament — of 
expressing  their  opinions  on  the  detaib 
and  the  probable  practical  workings  of  the 
system  proposed — a  system  which  had  re- 
ference to  almost  the  most  important  ques- 
tion which  could  affect  the  social  happmess 
and  the  morality  of  this  country. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  it  was  highly  m- 
tifying  to  know  that  the  Government  had 
bestowed  so  much  attention  on  so  important 
a  subject,  and  that  it  had  been  discussed  in 
the  manner  it  had  been.  If,  in  the  short 
time  he  had  had  to  look  at  the  papers  on 
the  Table,  he  had  the  least  right  to  give 
an  opinion  on  the  details  of  this  proposed 
system,  he  should  beg  Icare  to  say  that  he 
was  extremely  rejoiced  that  the  Norfolk 
Island  establishment  was  to  be  broken  up, 
and  that,  in  the  present  state  of  the  au- 
thorities of  Van  Diemen*B  Land,  and  the 
circumstances  there  with  respect  to  trans- 
portation, the  system  there  should  he  for 
some  time  suspended.  But  when  he  heard 
it  proposed  that  that  great  power  which 
consisted  in  the  terror  of  transportation 
should  be  abolished;  that  that  great  terror 
should  be  withdrawn  from  the  minds  of 
those  who,  if  not  actually  criminals,  might 
be  contemplating  crime,  he  could  not  but 
regard  such  an  intention  with  the  greatest 
possible  dismay — he  could  use  no  lighter 
term.  Suppose  the  case — not  of  the  poor, 
the  ignorant,  or  the  sinning,  because  not 
better  instructed;  but  of  those  who  might 
be  leagued  together  for  the  purpose  of 
crime  or  of  stimidating  crime,  who,  with 
large  capital  and  well-constructed  and  con- 
trived association — suppose  those  men  were 
told,  as  they  would  be,  ••  whatever  crime 
you  commit,  you  shall  not  be  transported  for 
it,'*  he  (Lord  Dennian)  could  not  but  view 
with  some  alarm  the  consequences  which 
were  likely  to  ensue  from  such  a  course,  in 
the  extension  of  crime,  and  in  its  effect  on 
the  security  of  all  persons  in  this  country. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  punishment  of 
transportation  was  without  the  greatest 
terror  fur  otfendcrs.  Ho  could  state  from 
his  own  experience,  and,  he  believed,  he 
niicjht  say  from  that  of  all  the  judges  for 
some  years  past,  that  tliey  had  all  seen 
examples — not  constantly,  but  on  many 
oceanions — of  the  overwhelming  terror  of 
tran importation.  No  person  could  witness 
a  sentience  of  transportation  being  passed 
in  a  eourt  of  justice,  without  being  struck 
hy  it;  there  was  no  person  pausing  on  the 
ver;;e  of  erime.  who  would  not  be  deterred 
by  it.     He  did  not  wish  to  re|>eat  what  his 
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noble  Friend  had  so  forcibly  stated  as  to 
the  effect  of  transportation;  but  tbere  was 
one  fact  which  had  rather  been  lost  sight 
of,  and  that  was  the  great  importance  of 
removing  influential  persons,  whether  by 
their  talents,  wealth,  or  habits,  from  aU 
connexion  with  those  whom  they  probably 
were  paying,  employing,  and  instructing 
daily  in  the  commission  of  crime.     The 
receiver  of  stolen  goods  was  often  a  man  of 
perfect  respectability  as  to  his  general  ap- 
pearance and  conduct;  he  paid  his  trades- 
men regularly;  he  had  a  long  beadroll  of 
witnesses  as  to  character,  meaning  punc- 
tuality in  the  neighbourhood  in  which  he 
resided;  but  that  man  was  a  normal  teacher 
to  the  extent  of  thousands  of  young  con- 
victs, who  were  kept  in  fiill  jpay  and  em- 
ploy by  him.     If  he  was  convicted,  was  it 
no  terror  to  him,  surrounded  by  the  com- 
forts of  life,  to  be  told,  **  From  the  moment 
of  your  conviction  by  the  law,  you  are  no 
longer  a  subject  of  England,  except  that 
you  may  be  punished;  you  shall  no  longer 
corrupt  the  young;  you  shall  go  where  you 
can  commit  no  more  crime,  where  you  ean 
produce  no  more  criminals ;  and  the  sentence 
which  will  be  imposed  upon  you  will  be 
instantly  carried  into  effect !  '*     He  appre- 
hended that  no  greater  benefit  could  be 
conferred  on  society  than  the  removal  of 
such  a  person  from  the  sphere  in  which  he 
had  been  working;  and  assuredly  trans- 
portation would  at  once  be  a  great  terror 
to  him,  and  afford  a  benefioifd  example. 
The  infinite  multiplication  of  resident  cri- 
minals was  of  very  serious  consequence. 
All  these  persons  had  friends  and  con- 
nexions with  whom  they  might  be  in  daily 
communication  in  some  mode  or  other,  and 
they  might  endeavour  to  excite  the  com- 
passion of  the  public.     And,  as  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  had  very  truly  said, 
the  proposed  system  was  very  likely  not  to 
be  carried  out  at  all — that  the  pubUc  mind 
would  be  influenced  by  sentiments  of  com- 
passion for  those  who  might  be  exposed  to 
its  operation.     That  was  very  just.     All 
those  who  had  witnessed  the  working  of 
these  systems  of  public  punishment,  would 
admit  the  truth  of  the  remark.     He  did 
not  believe  that  it  would  be  possible  fully 
to  carry  out  the  system  among  a  free  peo- 
ple.    He  did  not  think  that  a  free  people 
like  the  English  would  endure,  for  instance, 
such  scenes  as  were  witnessed  at  Mar- 
seilles,  where   the   cannon  were  always 
planted  so  as  to  command  the  woikmen — 
where  the  fusillade  was  always  ready  in 
case  of  a  mutiny  among  them — and  yet 


crimes  of  the  blackest  die  were  oonstantlj 
committed  by  these  wretched  criminals* 
His  objection  was  not  confined  to  the  more 
severe  parts  of  the  plan.  It  seemed  a  part 
of  it  that  the  convicts  were  to  be  secloded 
for  eighteen  months  at  home  prior  to  their 
suffering  the  rest  of  theur  punishment, 
with  every  hope  of  proeurmff  pardon 
through  good  behaviour  and  the  nTOUwUe 
reports  of  officials.  Experience  showod 
that  the  worst  criminals  were  the  best  be- 
haved in  prison.  [The  Duke  of  Richmoiid: 
For  a  short  time.J  Eighteen  months  were 
all  that  was  reqmred.  That  was  no  very 
formidable  period  in  the  life  of  a  yoow 
man;  and  it  was  proposed  that  at  the  eol 


of  that  time  they  should  be  able  to 
wages  and  gun  the  right  to  beeome  pro- 
prietors, perhaps  in  France,  or  in  whatersr 
other  place  they  might  choose.  Uiidar 
the  old  system  the  terror  was  extreme,  be- 
cause the  suffering  was  vezy  great  to  lliosa 
who  were  subset  to  transportation,  from 
the  rupture  of  all  natural  ties  and  rf  all 
thenr  former  associations;  while,  at  the 
time,  there  was  always  a  ehaoee  of  their 
final  restoration  to  socie^  through  the  de** 
mand  for  labour  in  those  boondms  regions 
which  were  still  unexhausted  by  human  m^ 
terprise.  His  nobTe  Friend,  in  one  of  Ma 
despatches,  gave  a  plan  for  an  intended 
village,  to  be  raised  and  peopled  by  eipB- 
victs,  and  where  certainly  life  might  be 
enjoyed.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  thmwae 
the  punishment  of  lea^g  home,  and  after 
the  expiration  of  the  tenn  of  prniislimsBl 
a  man  was  to  be^  a  new  career  of  Bfcb 
and  perhaps,  from  the  natural  operation  of 
circumstances,  he  might  beeome  a  neir 
man,  and  ultimately  contrilmte  to  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  the  eomnranity  to 
which  he  belogned.  That  was  the  wormg 
of  the  system  of  transportation.     To  m 

Ct  extent  it  had  been  carried  out  la 
South  Wales.     What  had 
elsewhere  seemed  more  to  have 


from  the  supineness  of  some  of  theoffiriah, 
than  frcon  any  other  cause.    SuM)e  h^  had 


been  made  acquainted  with  the 
effects  of  a  sentenee  of  transportatioii,  he 
had  not  been  aUe  to  bring  hunsdf  to  pais 
it;  he  had  not  availed  hjnusif  of  the  powsr 
of  sending  eriminals  to  a  penal  setrtsuwti 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  qnite  of  opisiflB 
that  time  nu|^t  he  a  system  mider  wUeh 
eonviets  mif^t  he  snljeeted  to  labour  aal 
disrijdine  in  soeh  a  manner  tiiat  ihej 
might  erentaallT  he  reelored  to  a  state  off 
mbd in wUdi  Aer iroidd  heaUesni^ie 
their  ftanliea  and  to  those  <  -    — 
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ihem.  He  wished  before  he  sat  down  to 
point  out  one  or  two  matters  which  ap- 
peared to  him  not  unworthy  of  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  in  considering  the  Bill  then 
before  them.  In  the  present  state  of  the 
law  a  man  might  be  condemned  to  death 
for  an  offence  imder  circumstances  which 
made  it  doubtful  whether  such  a  sentence 
was  perfectly  legal  or  not;  and  when  there 
was  thus  a  doubt  that  death  could  be  law- 
fully inflicted,  the  convict  himself  was 
made  a  party  to  a  compromise.  If  he 
submitted  to  be  transported,  he  escaped 
the  infliction  of  death — if  he  returned  from 
transportation,  he  forfeited  his  life.  But 
if  they  made  the  change  now  proposed  to 
be  effected  in  the  law,  they  set  the  escaped 
convict  free  from  capital  punishment;  and, 
having  done  that,  how  did  they  propose  to 
deal  with  masses  of  men  leagued  together 
for  purposes  of  crime,  and  led  by  persons 
of  perverted  ingenuity  and  large  pecuniary 
means  ?  A  petition  had  been  intrusted  to 
him,  which,  as  it  was  respectfully  worded, 
he  was  bound  to  present.  The  petitioners 
demanded  a  total  abolition  of  capital  pun- 
ishment. The  suspension,  and,  still  more, 
the  discontinuance  of  transportation,  might 
lead  to  the  increase  of  capital  punishment. 
Now,  he  called  upon  their  Lordships  care- 
fully to  consider  the  resistance  which  they 
might  have  to  encounter  from  the  pressure 
of  public  opinion  upon  this  subject.  Any 
increase  of  capital  punishment  must  be 
attended  with  very  serious  difiiculties. 
Upon  these  grounds  he  confessed  he  did 
not  think  that  their  Lordships  ought  to 
pledge  themselves  to  an  important  system, 
or  an  extensive  change. 

The  D[:ke  of  RICHMOND  folt  that  he 
could  nut  add  anything  to  the  able  argu- 
ments which  their  Lordships  had  heard 
respecting  the  evil  of  abolishing  transpor- 
tation, and  he  should  thercforo  coniinc  him- 
self to  a  very  f(?w  obsorAations;  but  he 
could  not  help  saying  that  no  punishment 
had  proved  ni«)rL»  effective.  It  had  been 
announced  that  as  many  as  4,000  addi- 
tional convicts  were  to  bo  kept  in  the  gaols 
and  prisons  of  this  country.  To  that  plan 
he  saw  several  objections,  founded  on  the 
fact  that  the  gaols  were  not  fit  for  the  re- 
ception of  tlie.se  prisoners;  and  it  would  be 
inexpedient  to  try  the  ex{)eriment  until 
prisons  had  boon  constructed  expressly  for 
the  reception  of  this  class  of  convicts.  If 
they  worn  at  once  sent  to  the  gaols  in  tens 
or  twenties,  the  consequence  would  be  that 
th«iy  would  be  oblige*!  for  the  eighteen 
months,  tbe  term  of  their  continement,  to 


continue  in  colls,  deprived  of  either  ftir  or 
exercise— deprived  of  every  opportunity  for 
self-improvement  which  would  render  diem 
useful  afterwards.  That  would  be  a  pan*- 
ishment  which  would  be  altogether  too 
severe,  and  which  should  not  be  inflicted 
on  any  human  being.  From  his  own  per- 
sonal knowledge,  he  could  speak  of  the  ter- 
rors the  idea  of  transportationproduced  on 
the  minds  of  the  convicts.  Ue  had  often 
heard  them  say,  *  'If  3'ou  keep  me  here,  I  care 
not — do  all  you  can  to  prevent  mv  being 
sent  across  the  water.  In  England  I  maj 
receive  letters  from  my  friends — I  may 
have  interviews  with  my  father,  with  my 
mother,  my  wife  or  children;  but  if  sent  to 
Australia,  to  hear  or  to  see  them  there  is  no 
hope."  That  was  one  reason  why  they  so 
much  disliked  transportation,  becaufie  they 
never  hoped  again  to  see  those  whom  they 
loved  and  cherished.  Any  individual  who 
visited  the  cells  of  prisoners  must  know 
that  the  most  reckless  villain  had  as  deep 
and  as  sincere  an  affection  for  his  wife  and 
children  as  Uie  most  regular  or  moral  mem- 
ber of  society.  lie  hoped  the  noble  £arl 
(Earl  Grey)  would  consider  the  advice  that 
had  been  given  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  and,  instead  of  carrying  out  the 
whole  of  the  proposed  experiment,  that  he 
would  diminish  to  a  certain  and  safe  extent 
the  number  to  be  transported.  Ho  knew 
I  how  diflicult  it  was  to  define  that  amount 
-  of  punishment  which  would  act  beneficially 
on  the  offender:  much  depended  on  his 
habits  of  life,  much  depended  on  his  con- 
stitution; yet  he  was  sure  that  to  separate 
a  man,  even  for  a  short  time,  from  his  aa- 
sociutes,  would  be  of  use,  as  it  gave  him 
time  to  reflect — it  gave  him  time  to  look 
back  on  his  ])ast  life — so  that  he  might  be 
brought  to  admit,  if  not  to  others,  yet  to 
himself,  that  he  felt  the  errors  he  commit- 
ted; that  he  was  sorry  for  his  conduct;  and 
tliat  he  would  endeavour  to  avoid  them  in 
I  future.  In  his  opinion,  the  prison  at  Pen- 
tonville  had  not  yet  been  sufliciently  tested. 
I  The  period  when  the  first  ship  went  out 
was  most  unfavourable;  there  was  no  work 
to  be  had  when  the  convicts  lauded,  and, 
unfortunately,  some  of  them  got  drunkt 
and  some  went  astray;  but  many  of  them 
were  most  thankful  for  having  been  placed 
in  the  rentonville  prison.  The  hulk  sys- 
j  tern,  however,  was  by  no  means  to  be 
!  e(iual]y  commended.  Many  convicts  were 
;  made  worse,  rather  than  improved,  by  be- 
ing placed  in  the  hulks.  He  was  most 
happy  to  find  that  the  Government  was 
about  to  remove  the  prison  inspectors  from 
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haying  the  immediate  direction  of  the  Hill- 
hank  Penitentiary.  He  ohjected  to  that  ap- 
pointment when  ^e  Bill  was  hronght  hefore 
their  Lordships.  He  thought  the  appoint- 
ment would  do  mischief,  as  it  would  pre- 
vent the  valuahle  services  of  those  men 
from  bemg  extended  to  the  prisons  of  the 
country,  by  which  great  good  could  be  ef- 
fected in  introducing  one  uniform  system 
of  prison  discipline.  He  hoped  now  they 
would  diligently  apply  themselves  to  the 
duties  of  the  new  office  to  which  thev  were 
appointed,  and  bring  the  whole  of  the  pri- 
soners under  one  uniform  system. 

£  ABL  GRET  said,  that  after  the  speeches 
which  thehr  Lordships  had  heard  from  his 
noble  Friends  behind  him,  and  from  the 
noble  Lords  opposite,  it  was  necessary  that 
he  should  occupy  their  attention  for  a  short 
time  by  addressing  to  the  House  a  few 
words  of  explanation;  and  in  offering  that 
explanation  he  should  strictly  confine  him- 
self to  the  pomts  that  had  been  touched  on 
in  the  course  of  the  present  debate.  His 
noble  Friend  opposite  said  that  a  change 
so  important  should  not  be  carried  into 
effect  upon  any  less  authority  than  that  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  In  that  opinion  he 
fully  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord;  and  he 
never  for  a  moment  doubted  that  an  Act 
of  Parliament  would  ultimately  be  neces- 
sary. He  had  not  perhaps  on  the  first  oc- 
casion when  he  addressed  their  Lordships, 
stated  what  he  wished  to  say  with  the  nil* 
ness  and  clearness  that  the  occasion  re- 
quired; what  he  meant  to  say  was,  that 
under  the  existing  powers  which  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  possessed,  under  Acts 
of  Parliament  already  passed,  the  punish- 
ment of  transportation  might  be  commuted 
for  imprisonment.  It  was  well  known  that 
the  late  Government  had  adopted  the  reso- 
lution of  suspending  for  two  Tears  the 
punishment  of  transportation.  A^  the  law 
gave  that  power,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
advantage  might  not  be  taken  of  the  exist- 
ing law,  for  the  purpose  of  trying  a  use- 
ful and  promising  experiment.  As,  after 
all,  the  proposed  change  must  be  considered 
experimental,  there  seemed  to  be  much 
convenience  in  postponing  the  time  of  ap- 
plying to  Parliament  till  the  period  shonU 
have  arrived,  when,  being  enabled  to  judge 
by  the  practical  working  of  the  plaii,  how 
far  it  was  likely  to  answer,  and  wnat  modi^ 
fications  it  might  require.  Parliament  mu^t 
proceed  with  much  greater  confidenee  than 
it  now  could,  to  determme  upon  the  syttem 
of  punishment  which  should  be  pennanendjr 
adopted.    For  the  present,  il  was  inteiMka 


that  sentences  of  transportation  should  be 
recorded  in  conformity  with  the  existing 
practice;  and  the  House,  he  presume^ 
knew  perfectly  well  that  every  year  large 
numbmt  of  convicts  were  sent  to  Gibraltar, 
to  Bermuda,  to  the  hulks,  and  to  Penton- 
viUe;  so  that  when  he  spoke  of  suspending 
transportation,  he  mererjr  referred  to  a  sna- 
pension  of  it  so  far  as  Australia  was  eoor 
cemed.  Large  numbers  were  thus  sent  to 
those  places,  and  for  the  present  that  prao^ 
tice  would  be  continued ;  so  that,  in  Uuet, 
the  proposed  change  would  be,  for  the  pre- 
sent, more  apparent  than  reaL  He  need 
not  remind  his  noble  Friend  opposite,  bat 
he  might  as  well  inform  the  House,  lliat^ 
until  we  year  1843,  those  who  were  aea* 
tenced  to  seven  years'  transportation  were 
never,  or  very  rarely,  sent  abroad.  Ther 
were  almost  umformly  sent  to  the  hulks,  aaid 
thence  discharged  at  the  end  of  four  yeara,  tf 
they  obtained  a  certificate  of  sood  eondnek 
Since  that  time,  however,  the  great  ma- 
jority had  been  sent  abroad.  In  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  practice  of  punishing  Irr 
transportation  nught  be  suspended.  l£ 
hereafter,  it  was  thought  expedient  to 
abolish  it  altogether,  of  coarse  that 
change  ought  to  be  effected  by  the  ex- 
press authority  of  Parliament;  but  ho 
conceived  that  it  would  be  disadvantageoaa 
to  alter  the  nominal  sentence  until  after 
the  proposed  experimeni  should  hare  1 
tried.  His  noble  Friend  opposite  had  i 
that  within  five  years  there  w^uU  bo  aa 
accumulation  of  20,000  convicts,  who  woidd 
produce  an  evil  effect  upon  tiie  free  laboa|r 
of  this  country ;  but  if  tiie  {dan  now  pro- 
posed were  adopted,  such  a  result  coali 
not  possibly  ensue,  and  he  therefore  did 
now  call  upon  them  to  eonsider  whethepr 
saoh  a  plan  was  expedient.  They  oooU 
not  be  blind  to  this,  tnat  oonvicta  most  ko 
kept  to  penal  labour  somewhere;  and  ho 
desired  to  know  whetiier  it  was  eaaier  to 
keep  them  to  penal  labour  in  this  oooolqr 
or  m  Van  Diemen's  Land?  He  beliefod 
no  one  would  ventore  to  mj  thai  the  ol^ 
system  ought  to  be  ro  oataWished;  no  ons 
inio  looked  at  the  enonnoos  aboaes  of  di0 
ancient  ratem  ooold  poisiUy  wiah  to  aeo 
it  re-established;  moate(yeoially»ho  miAt 
say,  that  no  <»e  woa]4  denre  to  aoe  Hp 
qrstem  of  aaaqpuMBi  ro-eataUished  |  k 
was  a  system  no  less  iqorioaa  to  Him 
masters  ttiaa  it  waa  to  the  wavoi.  It  wm 
wdl  known  to  have  prodaeed  effsets  fiqn- 
hr  to  thoie  whieh  daveiy  had  pvodocod  Ip 
our  alavo  ooloma.  Theie  mig^  bo  < 
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tioDs;  but  the  general  role  was,  that  ala- 
Tery  inflicted  enormous  evils  upon  any  one 
who  came  within  the  sphere  of  its  per- 
nicious influence.  But,  after  all,  what  did 
transportation  mean?  It  meant  nothing 
more  than  penal  labour  in  a  colonj  instead 
of  penal  labour  in  England.  It  had  been 
said,  that  transportation  was  yiewed  bj 
convicts  with  infinite  terror;  and  it  was 
farther  said,  that  if  the  punishment  to  be 
inflicted  on  convicts  were  to  be  changed 
in  the  manner  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed, there  would  be  no  safety  for  so- 
ciety in  this  country;  and  the  case  of  a 
receiver  of  stolen  goiods  was  mentioned,  as 
one  in  which  the  proposed  punishment 
would  be  altogether  inadequate.  But  did 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Denham),  who  made 
this  objection,  know  what,  under  the  old 
system  of  transportation,  was  the  amount 
of  punishment  really  inflicted  on  such  an 
oflendcr  ?  He  had  heard  it  stated — and  he 
believed  the  statement  to  be  true — that  it 
had  actually  happened  that  a  man  who  was 
a  great  receiver  of  stolen  goods,  perhaps 
the  greatest  that  ever  existed  in  this  coun- 
try, had  been  some  years  ago  convicted  of 
this  offence,  and  was  transported.  He  had 
prcnously  accumulated  enormous  wealth, 
and  he  found  no  great  difficulty  in  evading 
the  law,  so  as  to  protect  his  moveable 
property  from  being  forfeited  to  the  Crown. 
He  contrived,  by  means  of  bribery,  to  get 
himself  assigned ;  he  bribed  the  party  to 
whom  he  was  assigned,  and  he  lived  as 
well  and  drove  as  large  a  trade  in  stolen 
goods  in  New  South  Wales,  as  he  had  ever 
carried  on  in  this  country. 

Lord  STANLEY :  Such  offences  can- 
not now  be  re})eatcd. 

Eakl  grey  resumed:  That  remark  of 
the  noble  Lord  might  be  perfectly  true; 
but  its  truth  did  not  invalidate  the  force  of 
the  argument  which  he  had  just  used  in 
favour  of  suspending,  for  a  short  time,  the 
practice  of  transportation.  It  had  been 
said,  that  transportation  had  far  more  ter- 
rors for  the  criminal  than  the  plan  now 
proposed  was  likely  to  have.  To  enable 
their  Lordships  to  judge  of  this,  he  would 
briefly  compare  the  two  systems.  Under 
the  existing  system,  a  man  was  sentenced 
to  transj)orttttion  for  fourteen  years;  he 
was  sent  to  Van  Diemen's  Land — he  was 
put  to  a  ponal  gang  to  labour  on  the  roads. 
At  the  end  of  ei^ht  years,  if  well  behaved, 
ho  obtained.  i>orliaj»s,  a  conditional  pardon, 
under  which  he  mii;ht  go  to  America,  or 
India,  or  China,  or  anywhere  he  pleased, 
provided  he  did  not  return   to   England. 


Under  the  system  now  propoaedt  the  cri- 
minal, instead  of  going  straight  to  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  was  to  be  sent  to  Pentoo- 
ville.  Instead  of  being  pot  to  a  penal 
gang,  with  no  real  system  of  ^aeipUiie  ia 
force,  he  would  be  placed  in  the  cell  of  a 
prison,  where  there  was  the  strictest  and 
severest  system  of  discipline  possible— so 
severe,  that  the  noble  Duke  oppoute  (tha 
Duke  of  Richmond)  thought  that  eiglitoe& 
months  of  it  was  more  than  haman  nature 
could  generally  bear.  He  (Earl  Grey)  be- 
lieved the  noble  Duke  was  right,  and  he 
certainly  thought  it  ought  never  to  be  pre- 
longed  beyond  that  tune.  After  that  le* 
vere  punishment,  the  criminal  would  be 
placed  on  public  works  in  this  country, 
where  he  would  be  subjected  to  preeiady 
the  same  regulations  as  be  wonld  be  ia 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  with  this  difference* 
that  the  system  of  penal  labour  to  whidi 
he  would  be  subjected,  would  be  under  the 
inmiediate  cognizance  of  Gorenunent.  Se 
that  if  anything  went  wrong,  thej  coold 
instantly  check  it;  and  thus  aU  the  abesea 
of  the  system  in  Van  Diemen's  Land  woold 
be  effectually  avoided.  If,  for  instance* 
they  had  an  inefficient  Governor  in  Yaa 
Diemen's  Land — a  circumstance  which  ne 
Government  could  always  guard  against^- 
it  would  be  two  or  three  years  before  thej 
could  know  it ;  and  then,  when  they  dUL 
know  it,  it  would  be  nearly  another  year 
before  they  could  make  a  change.  In  both 
cases,  then — in  the  present  as  well  as  the 
proposed  system — there  was  penal  labonr, 
and  for  the  same  period ;  but  the  GoTcrn-- 
ment  proposed  to  follow  it  out.  At  the 
end  of  eight  years,  the  criminal  would  r^ 
ceivc  a  conditional  panlon;  and  the  con* 
dition  would  be,  that  he  should  go  to  Van 
Diemen's  Land.  The  Government  woold 
keep  its  eye  upon  him  until  he  was  placed 
on  board  a  ship  for  Australia,  where  he 
would  bo  placed  in  the  same  situation  as 
the  criminal  who  at  present  got  a  con- 
ditional pardon  in  Australia.  When  his 
noble  Friend,  then,  said  that  the  system 
would  be  an  inefficient  one,  he  surdy  did 
not  consider  that  the  only  practical  differ* 
ence  between  it  and  the  present  system 
was,  that  it  inflicted  penal  labour  at  home 
instead  of  in  the  colonies ;  being  the  same 
sort  of  labour,  and  under  the  same  sort  of 
regulation,  with  the  advantage  that  we  had 
infinitely  greater  facilities  for  inflicting  it 
here  than  we  had  in  the  colonies;  and  that 
at  the  end  of  his  punishment  he  was  dis- 
charged, a  free  man  in  Van  Diemen's  Land* 
He  reminded  the  House  that  he  had  alwaya 
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admitted  to  tbe  fullest  extent  that  trans- 
portation, so  far  as  it  provided  a  refuge  for 
the  convict  at  the  end  of  his  punishment, 
was  of  great  use;  and  no  man  denied  that 
it  was  so.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  his  nohle  Friend  had  taken  an  unfair 
advantage  of  his  (Earl  Grey's)  saying  that 
he  did  not  consider  this  a  part  of  their 
punishment.  What  he  meant  was,  that 
he  did  not  consider  it  a  deterring  part  of 
the  punishment.  His  nohle  Friend  had 
said,  that  the  evils  of  the  system  in  Van 
Diemen*8  Land  were  owing  to  the  fact, 
that  the  most  common  precautions  had 
heen  neglected.  How  long  had  they  been 
so  neglected  ?  Certain  it  was,  that  a  state 
of  things  had  existed  in  Van  Diemen*B 
Land  for  six  or  seven  years  which  could 
not  have  existed  in  this  country  without 
public  opinion  being  loudly  declared  against 
It,  and  a  reform  inevitably  enforced.  And 
that  was  the  great  advantage  of  the  pro- 
posed change.  From  the  distance  at  wnich 
our  colonies  were  placed,  we  had  no  means 
of  information  respecting  it,  except  from 
the  reports  of  our  own  officers ;  so  that  it 
was  impossible  to  have  such  a  security  for 
a  due  examination  of  the  system  as  we 
could  have  in  this  countir.  He  begged  to 
remind  their  Lordships  that  it  was  not  the 
rules  on  paper,  but  the  rules  that  were  en- 
forced, that  were  of  importance.  His  noble 
Friend  opposite  (Lord  Stanley)  sent  out  to 
Van  Dicmen*s  Land  some  admirable  rules; 
but  the  misfortune  was,  that  there  were  no 
proper  means  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
rules  were  enforced  or  not,  or  of  applymg 
so  prompt  a  remedy  if  they  were  not  en- 
forced as  they  would  do  were  the  parties 
within  six  hours'  journey  by  railway  of 
London.  He  (Earl  Grey)  held  it  to  be  an 
inestimable  advantage  of  the  system,  that 
it  inflicted  punishment  at  home  instead  of 
abroad.  But  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  said  that  a  free  people  could  not  bear 
to  sec  penal  labour  inflicted.  Was  tlus 
the  language  to  be  held  when  they  talked 
of  continuing  transportation?  If  we,  in 
this  country,  where  the  crimes  were  com- 
mitted, could  not  bear  to  see  the  punish- 
ment inflicted,  were  the  people  of  Van 
Diemen*s  Land  to  be  compellea  to  witeess 
the  spectacle?  He  was  persuaded  that  the 
period  had  arrived  when  they  must  extend 
the  institutions  of  England  to  those  who 
lived  in  the  Australian  colonies;  and  be 
hoped,  in  the  course  of  the  Sesuon,  lo  bo 
able  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  that  purpose; 
and  when  once  the  colonists  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  a  representative  goTemneBt, 


did  their  Lordships  think  that  any  Oorem- 
ment  in  this  country  would  dare  to  say  thai 
the  people  here  could  not  bear  to  see  penal 
labour  mflicted  on  their  convicts,  and  that 
they  must  be  inflicted  in  Austndia?  It 
would  be  impossible.  To  attempt  to  do  so, 
would  be  to  strive  after  two  oontradietoiy 
things.  They  wanted,  in  the  first  place,  a 
certain  number  of  men  of  wealth,  intdOi- 
genoe,  and  capital  to  employ  the  connete 
when  they  were  sent  out  there ;  and  at  tiie 
same  ^e  they  wanted  these  men  to  submit 
to  whatthey  would  not  submit  to  themsdvea. 
This  was  impracticable.  If  they  insisted 
upon^  continuing  the  present  system  of 
transportation,  the  effect  would  be  that  the 
free  colonists  would  leave  the  eolony  in  a 
body :  that  was  stated  in  the  petition  from 
which  he  had  read  an  extract  to  their  Lord* 
ships ;  they,  at  whatever  pecuniary  saeri- 
fice  would  abandon  the  colony ;  thev  windd 
take  refuge  in  South  Australia,  m  Xew 
South  Wtdes,  or  some  of  the  ndghbourinr 
colonies,  and  Van  Piemen's  Land  would 
be  left  like  another  Norfolk  Idand — ^with 
no  inhabitants  but  a  vast  herd  of  criminals 
and  their  keepers.  There  would  be  no 
society  of  freemen  to  watch  over  the  eon- 
duct  of  the  officers;  and  the  consequenee 
would  be  that  every  abuse  that  was  seen  in 
Norfolk  Island  would  be  wrought  in  thai 
colouT.  But  the  noble  Duke  had  said  the 
punishment  of  transportation  was  infiniti^ 
effective,  because  he  had  heard  men  in 
PentonviUe  Prison  say  that  they  £d  not 
care  for  imprisonment,  but  that  tkej  ooold 
not  bear  the  idea  of  being  removed  aeroaa 
the  seas  away  from  their  parents,  their 
wives,  and  theur  cluldren.  He  (Earl  Qnj\ 
suspected  that  the  habitual  and  hardenea 
felon  had  very  little  feeling  of  diat  kind. 
The  professional  crimmal  had  few  tmSIr 
ties,  and  was  very  callous  to  those  vUek 
he  had  formed.  It  was  the  person  ute 
was  accidentally  betraved  into  crime,  vlio 
was  tortured  by  such  xeelings  as  the  aobla 
Duke  hadreferred  to.  But,  if  it  mm 
thought  advisable  to  eoione  a^  senamttA 
between  criminals  and  thdr  frienos— if  ft 
were  deemed  cS  importanee  that  eriminab 
should  be  deprived  of  the  advantMjea  Hi 
this  respect  wiudh  men  not  ginlty  oferfma 
enjoyed — thb  eooM  be  done  as  oompkldf 
at  PentonviDe  or  Portlaad  Isle  as  at  Tm 
Diemen*s  Land.  His  own  ofnnion  wai^ 
bowerer^  that  to  allow  that  intoeoone  16 
take  place  irfdiin  eertain  boonds,  was  a 
better  system.  In  ihe  dd  days  <^  ttaj^" 
portation,  it  was  Ae  invaiiaUe  praotioa^  |i 
aie  ease  of  men  whodbtmned  a  eomlitiaail 
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pardon  in  oar  penal  colonies,  to  send  out 
their  wives  and  families  to  them.  This 
system  had,  in  his  opinion,  been  injudi- 
ciously discontinued.  The  Government 
proposed  to  resume  that  system.  The 
idea  of  rendering  these  ties— of  separating 
a  man  for  ever  from  his  wife  and  family, 
was  too  horrible  to  contemplate.  He  (Earl 
Grey),  for  one,  would  be  no  party  to  such 
a  system.  When  the  criminars  punish- 
ment had  been  to  a  certain  extent  gone 
through,  it  was  proposed  that  his  wife  and 
family  should  be  sent  out  with  him  to  Aus- 
tralia. But,  his  noble  Friend  asked,  what 
means  had  the  Government  of  diffusing 
these  convicts  over  Australia?  AMiat 
means  had  his  noble  Friend  of  doing  this 
under  the  old  system  ?  Things  would  pro- 
ceed in  this  respect  very  much  the  same  as 
before.  In  the  former  case,  when  a  man 
got  a  conditional  pardon,  facilities  were 
given  to  him  to  proceed  to  any  part  of 
Australia  he  chose ;  and  the  same  course 
would  be  adopted  under  the  new  system. 
His  noble  Friend  had  also  said  that  there 
would  be  great  objections  on  the  part  of 
the  colonists  to  employ  the  convicts ;  and 
he  had  referred  to  what  had  taken  place  at 
Port  Philip  as  a  proof  of  this  feeling,  He 
(Earl  Grey)  was  happy  to  say,  however, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  success  of  the 
first  experiment,  tbat  feeling  had  undergone 
considerable  change ;  and  there  was  now 
80  great  a  demand  for  their  labour,  that, 
provided  care  was  taken  to  prepare  the 
convicts  by  a  proper  system  of  discipline, 
the  colonists  would  not  object  to  receive 
them.  On  the  contrary,  he  (Earl  Grey) 
was  persuaded  that  when  the  new  system 
came  into  operation,  there  would  in  many 
colonies  bo  a  great  desire  to  obtain  the 
supply  of  labourers  which  it  would  provide. 
At  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  great  anxiety 
had  been  expressed  to  have  convicts  em- 
ployed in  making  a  breakwater  in  that 
colony.  These  were  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  deemed  the  6y»tem  he  proposed 
to  be  an  advisable  one.  His  noble  Friend 
had  said  that  they  ought  to  postpone  the 
operation  of  the  new  system  till  the  prisons 
were  ready  to  receive  the  convicts;  but  it 
was  quite  clear  that  we  equally  wanted  the 
means  of  receiving  them  at  Van  Diemen's 
Land  os  we  did  here;  and,  as  we  muHt 
put  them  somewhere,  u  e  could  provide  for 
them  at  less  expense  hero  than  in  Van 
DicmenV  Land.  Even  if  we  should  return 
to  the  system  of  transportation,  it  would 
still  be  accessary  to  retain  a  large  number 
of  convicts  at  home,     lie  was  happy  to 


say,  that  in  the  course  of  a  few  montlit, 
arrangements  would  be  completed  for  re* 
ceiving  a  conuderable  number  at  Portland 
Isle.  In  conclusion,  he  trusted  that  their 
Lordships  would  remember  that  he  entirely 
concurred  with  his  noble  Friend  oppoeite, 
that  if  the  system  was  to  be  establiahed 
permanently,  it  would  require  to  be  dona 
by  the  authority  of  Parliament. 

After  a  few  words  of  explanation  from 
Lord  Dexmax,  Earl  Grey,  and  the  Mar- 
quess of  Sausdubt, 

Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 
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Reported.— y*  Consolidated  Fund  (8.000.000L) 
PniTioyb  Prbsk^ttbd.  By  Mr  R.  H.  Inglu,  from  GmMy 
<l1anU)  and  Quariey  (Southampton),  afaiml  tht  Roaaa 
Catholic  Relief  BiU.— By  the  Eari  of  Arundel  and  Snnvj. 
from  ChiUeri  Cotoo  and  Nuneaton  (Warwick),  in  Favour 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  BilL—By  Mr.  Enott  aad 
Sir  De  L.  Evans,  ttxxa  Wertmlnster,  and  Sfar  B.  HaO, 
from  Marylebone.  for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Ri^ahof 
Sattara.— By  Mr.  Sothcron,  fhxn  Bradford,  for  Repcd 
of  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Attomej-s*  Cefti6eatci.~By  Mr. 
Brotherton.  from  Oxford  and  OkehampCuo,  ^aimt  lb* 
Use  of  Grain  in  Breweries  and  Distiilcrica. — By  Mr.  For- 
ster,  from  Garliestuwn  and  Great  Grimsby,  and  Mr. 
Hume,  from  Arbroath,  for  the  Reduction  of  Ughthoaia 
Dues.— By  Mr.  Godson,  from  Kidderminster,  iii|ii<Hi^ 
Remuneration  to  Tax  AsMssofs  and  Collecton.— ^By  Mr. 
I^buuchere,  ttom.  Members  of  tlie  Athy  Relief  Com- 
mittee, respecting  Ventilation  of  Cottages  (IreUad)*— By 
Mr.  Walker,  from  Bury,  in  Farour  of  iht  Ten  Hooit 
Factories  BilL— By  Mr.  J.  Tollemache,  from  Middiewidk, 
for  a  Day  of  Humiliation  on  accinint  of  the  Famhie  la 
Ireland.— ny  Mr.  T.  Duncombc,  from  the  Isle  of  Wlgkt. 
for  Inquiry  into  the  Management  of  the  Roads  in  IbaK 
I»land.  — By  Mr.  Mitcslfv.  from  North  bhidds.  against 
the  Repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws. — By  Mr.  P.  i>cfnpe, 
frtrni  M>\'eral  places  in  IreiantI,  for  .Mteration  In  the  Poor 
Law  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Walker,  from  C'horley,  for  m 
Efficient  Poor  I.aw  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Bowles,  from  the 
Inhabiianu  of  the  ilamlet  of  St.  Thomas  the  AposClo 
((.'(imwall),  and  Ix>nl  Rendlnham,  from  Craiadd,  for 
IltiH'al  or  Alteration  in  the  l>oor  RemoTal  Act.— By  Mr. 
Maiiglos,  from  Guildford,  fur  the  Suppression  of  Promia- 
nioui  liitercourkc. — By  Mr.  Hume,  from  the  5ioehty  of 
Fn^hinking  Christians  (London),  for  the  Abolidon  of 
Punishment  of  Drath.— By  Mr.  Aldara  and  other  Hob. 
Members,  from  several  Railway  Companies,  against  the 
Railways  Dill.— By  Colonel  Murr,  fnim  the  Truilia  of 
the  Renfremshire  Turnpike  Road,  for  Alteration  of  tho 
Railways  BilL  -Hy  Mr.  P.  Carew  and  other  Hon.  Mn- 
bcrt.  from  several  placr*.  for  Alteration  of  the  Law 
.*<ettlcment.— By  Mr.  Hindley,  from  the  Pence  SoeilCy. 
fbr  referring  National  Dbputcs  to  Arbitration. 

QUAR.VNTINE. 
Dr.  BOWRING  asked  the  hon.  Vice- 
Prosidi'nt  of  the  Buard  of  Trade,  if  anj 
important  change  or  moilitication  had  lately 
taken  place  in  the  quarantine  regulations, 
or  whether  there  was  a  probability  of  any 
changes  being  made;  and,  al80»  wlielher 
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the  Goyenunent  was  willing  to  kj  before 
the  House  in  an  official  shape  any  docu- 
ments upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  said,  the  only  new 
regulations  he  was  aware  of  had  been  made 
during  the  past  month,  by  which  ships  from 
Turkey,  loaded  with  unenumerated  articles 
only,  having  clean  bills  of  health,  and  with 
every  person  on  board  free  from  the  sus- 
picion of  infection,  were  in  future  to  be  re- 
leased from  all  quarantine;  the  regulations 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (lEELAND). 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  drew  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Secretary  of  Ireland  to  six- 
teen proclamations  of  presentments  for 
public  works  in  Ireland  in  a  recent  number 
of  the  Dublin  Gazette;  these  presentments, 
he  apprehended,  were  made  under  the  Act 
of  last  Session.  He  wished  to  ask,  whe- 
ther it  was  intended  by  the  Government  to 
sanction  further  employment  of  the  people 
under  these  presentments,  after  the  mea- 
sures just  introduced  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  mea- 
sures which  were  intended  as  substitutes 
for  the  Act  of  last  Session,  had  only  just 
passed  the  Legislature,  and  had  not  yet 
come  into  operation.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  there  was  every  anxiety 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  reduce 
and  extinguish  the  system  of  public  works 
as  speedily  as  might  be  consistent  with  the 
peace  and  safety  of  the  country. 

Mb.  HUME  asked,  whether  any  exprets 
orders  had  yet  been  issued  on  the  subject? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  most  precise 
and  positive  directions  had  been  given  to 
the  Irish  Government  to  carry  this  inten- 
tion into  effect. 

THE  CASTLEBAR  UNION. 
Viscount  DUNCAN  begged  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment to  the  letter  circulated  that  morning 
from  Mr.  Otway  to  the  Poor  Law  C<Hnmis- 
sioners,  in  reference  to  the  CastlebAr 
union.  Mr.  Otway  stated  that,  on  an 
examination  of  the  rate-books  of  thai 
union,  he  had  found  that  rates  were  now 
due  from  solvent  parties,  and  that  ther 
were  recoverable.  The  letter  farther  al- 
luded to  a  belief  which  generally  prerailed» 
that  the  Government  would  see  the  expe- 
diency of  making  advances  on  the  seooritjof 
the  several  unions;  and  what  he  (Viaoonni 
Duncan)  now  wished  to  aak  waa»  was  U 
the  intention  of  the  Goyemment  to 


any  taoh  advancea  of  pnUie  money,  and 
also  what  steps  had  been  taken  to  enfbrae 
the  collection  of  rates  due  by  solTent  par* 
ties  in  the  GasUebar  union  f 

Sib  G.  GRET  :  Since  the  instnietkma, 
an  explanaticm  of  which  had  already  been 
given,  had  been  addressed  to  the  Lonl 
Lieutenant,  no  additional  instructions  had 
been  issued  on  this  subject.  With  r^guA 
to  the  latter  question  put  by  the  noUs 
Lord,  he  would  find,  on  referring  to  paoe 
20  of  the  correspondence  relating  lo  t£e 
union  workhouses  in  Ireland,  that  on  lbs 
29th  of  January  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sionen  wrote  to  the  board  of  guardians  of 
the  Castlebar  union  directing  that  there 
should  be  transmitted  to  them  as  soon  aa 
possible  a  list  of  all  defaulters  in  the  pay* 
ment  of  poor-rates  in  the  union;  and  uiat, 
on  the  same  day,  in  another  commnniea- 
tion,  they  desired  the  bou*d  to  eoUect  rates 
as  usual,  and  to  make  every  exertion  to 
enforce  the  payment  of  the  rates  cm  lA 
parties  in  arrear. 

Mb.  B.  ESCOTT  desired  to  know  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  could  state  whether 
or  not  Lord  Lucan  had  paid  his  share  of 
the  rates  of  that  union;  and  if  he  had  not» 
had  he  refused  on  the  ground  of  povertr  t 

Sm  G.  6RBT ;  It  had  been  stated  a 
very  strong  terms  b  that  House,  and  rs- 
pei^^d  dsewhere,  tiiat  Lord  Lucan  was 
not  the  person  fhnn  whom  the  rates,  Ibr 
which  he  was  assessed  and  whieh  he  had 
refused  to  pay,  were  due,  and 'he  had  oo 
further  information  to  give  on  tiiat  snUeek 
Lord  Luean  was  now  in  Irdand;  and  n,  ob 
more  minute  inquiry,  he  should  find  that 
he  was  liable,  it  was  to  be  hoped  he  wonU 
no  longer  refuse  to  pay  tiie  rates. 

Me.  p.  SCROPE  asked. if  tiie  ludrt 
hon.  Gentieman  was  aware  that  the  Oo* 
Temment  had  advanced  large  sums,  Ae 
rates  not  having  been  paid  up  r^^darfy,  b 
the  Cavan  union  ? 

Sm  G.  GBET :  If  tiie  hen.  ^rntliiia 
had  read  more  earefolly  the  eorremaA- 
ence  whieh  had  been  hud  cm  the  Tahis, -ho 
would  have  seen  that  there  was  no  ialsB* 
tion  of  relieving  the  ratepaTers  fnrtiier  b 
any  union  at  the  expense  of  the  Tieesuj, 
Directions  had  been  addressed  to  the  Peer 
Law  Commisdoners,  and  also  he  nMift 
say  to  tiie  Lord  Lteateuntof  IrelMii,i«t 
no  means  shoold  be  left  mtried  by  ^  ' 
the  edUeetioD  of  rales  r 
shoddbeeiifimed.  Aft  tiie  same  iiinett 
was  soggesfted  tiiai,iB 
to  prevni  tiMi 
distress  lAioh  would  resak  fimn  tihe 
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CANTEENS  IN  BARRACKS. 
On  the  Question  that  the  Honse  do  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Colonel  LINDSAY  rose  to  suDinit  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  H«r 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  gneiomlj 
pleased  to  direct  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  «f^ 


ing  of  a  workhouse,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  advance  relief,  at  certain  times,  and 
as  his  discretion  might  dictate.  The  Cavan 
union  was  not  the  only  union  entitled  hj 
an  order  from  the  Treasury  to  such  indul- 
gence; and  the  same  discretion  had  been  I 
exercised  towards  that  union  which  would  ' 
be  evinced  elsewhere.  I  >       ,       ,  7, 

Mil.  HUME  would  recommend  that  a  ^f '  ^^** '5«  ^r'-f •J^r^!^  ^  "?* 
V    .1        1  11  ^'  ^    ^      ,,,       Army;  and  whether  It  should  not  be  advantagWMW 

resolution  be  adopted  that  relief  should  be  !  to  discipline  and  to  the  moral  improTemfintof  Her 
forwarded  to  the  different  unions  only  in  !  Majesty's  troops,  to  prevent  the  sale  of  spirUufrai 
proportion  to  the  amount  of  rates  which  |  liquors  in  Canteens  within  the  precinoti  or  praic 
had  been  paid. 

Sir  G.  grey  apprehended  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  to  effect  that  object, 
would  have  to  submit  a  Motion  to,  and  ob- 


tlM 


tain  the  sanction  of,  the  House. 


THE  RUSSIAN-DUTCH  LOAN. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Foreign  Depart- 
ment, which  had  arisen  out  of  the  discus- 
sion of  the  previous  evening;  but  the  noble 
Lord,  he  perceived,  was  not  now  in  his 
place,  and  perhaps  therefore  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  have 
no  objection,  in  his  absence,  to  give  the 
answer.  In  the  record  of  the  Convention 
of  1831  it  was  stated  that  the  contracting 
parties  had  to  refer  to  the  Convention  of 
18 15;  and  the  noblo  Lord  was  understood 
in  the  course  of  last  night  to  say  that  those 
words  in  the  Convention  of  1831  referring 
to  the  adhesion  of  Russia  to  the  general 
arrangements  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  as 
one  of  the  considerations  of  the  renewed 
convention,  were  introduced  at  the  request 
of  tho  n^prosontative  of  Russia  in  this 
country.  Tlic  question  lie  desired  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  was,  whether  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  lay  before  the 
House  sufh  ])ortions  of  tho  engagements 
and  (loi-umcnts  respecting  this  Convention 
of  1831  as  would  be  donionstrative  of  that 
fact  ?  lie  Would  have  postponed  making 
the  in^juiry,  lia«l  it  not  been  that  the  de- 
bate would  be  resumed  on  Thursday,  and 
that  it  was  i)f  importance  to  have  every  in- 
formation (»n  the  subject  before  tho  House 
asearlvas  jxissibb*. 

L<mD  J.  UrSSKLL:  The  dij*eussion 
will  be  renewed  on  Thursday.  With  re- 
gard to  the  (juestion  which  is  asked,  I  am 
not  sure  if  that  to  whifh  I  alluded  is  stated 
in  any  protocol ;  but  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
speak  more  positively  on  iMonday.  If  any 
such  document  is  in  existence,  I  will  lay  it 
before  the  House. 


imity  of  barracks/ 

Upon  the  manner  in  which  the  House  wotdd 
deal  with  his  proposition,  depended,  he  was 
convinced,  much  of  the  comfort  of  ike 
great  body  of  the  members  of  that  pro- 
fession to  which  he  belonged.  The  House 
would  find,  on  looking  to  page  46  of  the 
Ordnance  Estimates,  that  the  sum  of 
65,7392.  was  derived  by  Govemment  firam 
canteens  and  sheet  washing;  and  that*  after 
deducting  about  1 1 ,986Z.  for  washing,  there 
remained,  as  the  annual  profit  on  canteens. 
53,7521.  He  would  explain  to  the  House 
the  manner  in  which  the  system  worked. 
A  canteen  was  rented  for  three  years;  at 
the  expiration  of  that  time  a  new  tenant 
was  obtained  by  calling  for  tenders.  The 
highest  tender  was  invariably  accepted,  if 
after  a  rigid  inquiry  into  the  person *b  cha- 
racter and  condition,  they  were  found  satis- 
factory. The  tenant  was  obliged  to  find 
sureties  to  a  large  amount  for  the  payment 
of  tho  yearly  and  fixed  rent;  and  this  rent 
was  a  specified  sum  for  the  buildings  and 
appurtenances;  and,  in  addition,  a  further 
sum,  fixed  by  tender,  for  every  ten  men 
(exclusive  of  sergeants)  who  occupied  the 
barracks;  and  besides  this,  if  the  barrack 
was  not  occupied  to  the  full  extent,  in  con- 
sequence of  married  soldiers  living  out  of 
barracks,  or  men  being  in  hospital,  the 
tenant  was  also  obliged  to  pay  for  them  at 
the  same  rate,  so  long  as  the  numbers  did 
not  exceed  what  the  barrack  was  calculated 
to  hold.  The  tenant  ]iaid  all  tho  taxes, 
assessments,  «kc.  Therefore  the  greater 
number  of  men  in  ban-acks,  the  greater 
the  profit  ta  tho  tenant.  The  rent  was 
always  strictly  exacted,  and  as  it  was  also 
high,  and  the  ])ri»Ht  dependent  upon  the 
numbers  who  frequented  the  canteen,  and 
upon  the  amount  consume<l,  the  etfect  was, 
that  the  tenant  was  obliged  to  make  exor- 
bitant charges  to  procure  him  a  profit,  and 
to  resort  to  adulteration  of  the  articles,  and 
to  gniss  extortion.  The  duty  of  regula- 
tion lay  with  the  Ordnance;  hut  it  was  hn- 
poasibie  to  prevent  this  frequent  and  groM 
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extortion  from  the  mode  in  which  the  can- 
teens were  let.  The  subject  which  he  par- 
ticularly wished  to  bring  under  the  notice 
of  Government  was,  that  in  these  canteens 
spirits  were  permitted  to  be  sold,  as  well  as 
other  articles ;  and  that,  consequently,  they 
very  greatly  tended,  if  unregulated,  to  pro- 
duce a  general  demoralisation  of  the  men. 
Such  a  demoralisation  did  not  result  from 
long  service.  Young  recruits,  with  money 
in  their  pockets,  were  early  seduced  by  the 
older  soldiers,  whose  funds  were  long  ago 
exhausted,  into  the  canteen,  and  that  which 
at  first  was  but  a  chance  visit  became  a 
habit.  It  was  his  object  to  forbid  the  sale 
of  spirits  in  these  places,  and  thus  to  re- 
move the  temptation.  He  did  not  suppose 
that  the  evil  to  which  he  called  attention, 
had  been  foreseen.  Regiments  could  not 
do  without  suttlers;  and  the  authorities 
had  thought  they  therefore  might  as  well 
establish  the  canteen;  and,  as  some  one 
would  profit  by  the  rule,  of  course  it  was 
as  acceptable  to  the  Government  as  to  any- 
body else.  He  did  not  deny  the  use  of  a 
canteen;  all  he  asked  was,  that  they  should 
forbid  the  consumption  of  spirits.  If  they 
did  not  do  so,  they  would  find  all  their  at- 
tempted reforms  ineffectual.  The  Secre- 
tary at  War  had  issued  diflerent  warrants 
for  the  establishment  of  normal  schools 
and  of  savings  banks,  and  for  accomplish- 
ing other  most  desirable  improvements  in 
the  social  state  of  the  Army ;  but  if  they 
still  granted  to  the  soldier  the  facilities 
which  now  existed  for  obtaining  ardent 
spirits,  they  would  in  vain  endeavour  to 
detach  him  from  the  canteen  and  its  temp- 
tations. With  the  discontinuance  of  the 
sale  of  spirits,  would  cease  that  attraction 
which  was  now  found  in  idleness.  He 
could  point  to  instances  in  which  men 
under  the  influence  of  spirits  had  knocked 
down  their  superiors,  and  that  in  circum- 
stances which  could  not  have  occurred  had 
beer  only  been  sold  in  the  canteens,  and 
had  it  been  necessary  to  go  out  of  the  bar- 
racks to  procure  spirits.  He  had  known 
tlie  case  of  a  man  who,  disgusted  with  the 
discipline  to  which  he  was  subjected,  went 
to  the  canteen,  got  drunk,  and  afterwards 
struck  the  non-commissioned  officer  by 
whom  he  was  drilled,  for  which,  of  course, 
he  was  sent  to  prison:  this  occurred  in  Ca- 
nada, not  in  England.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  same  things  occurred  among  the 
operatives  of  this  country;  but  it  should 
be  recollected  that  if  a  civilian  did  knock 
down  a  policeman  when  drunk,  it  involved 
no  more  than  punishment  by  fine;  but  it 


was  different  in  the  Army,  and  the  House 
ought  to  recoUect  the  frightful  conse- 
quences that  were  entailed  on  the  soldier 
when  he  was  guilty  of  drunkenness  and  in- 
subordination. It  appeared  from  a  return 
which  he  had  in  his  hand,  that  the  princi- 
pal crimes  committed  in  the  Army  were 
drunkenness  and  insubordination,  and  that 
the  latter  seldom  happened  without  being 
caused  by  the  former.  It  appeared  also 
that  the  greatest  number  of  men  guilty  of 
insubordination  committed  the  crime  in  bar- 
racks; and  that  the  acts  of  insubordination 
chiefly  took  place  on  parade,  or  at  the  even- 
ing roll-call;  and,  what  was  a  very  extraor- 
dinary thing  was,  that  the  regiments  which 
came  from  the  East  or  West  Indies,  or 
from  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  and  other 
places,  were  more  notorious  for  drunken- 
ness and  more  violent  than  those  at  home, 
and  that  among  them  the  number  of  capi- 
tal punishments  was  greater  than  in  other 
regiments.  It  was  notorious  that  in  the 
West  Indies  the  soldiers  had  been  known 
to  add  Cayenne  pepper  to  the  spirits 
which  they  drank,  because  they  were  not 
strong  enough.  It  had  come  under  his 
notice  that  the  spu-its  sold  in  canteens  had 
a  more  violent  effect  on  the  men  who 
drank  them  than  the  spirits  sold  out  of  the 
barracks.  He  believed  that  the  keepers  of 
canteens  often  mixed  their  spirits  with 
vitriol  and  other  injurious  ingredients,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  they  produced  a 
greater  amount  of  frenzy  when  drunk  than 
did  those  taken  out  of  the  canteen.  Such 
statements  as  these,  he  thought  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  seriously  to  con- 
sider, and,  even  at  the  loss  of  some  slight 
income,  to  alter  a  system  which  was  pro- 
ductive of  so  much  injury.  Supposing  his 
Motion  were  to  be  carried  out,  ne  dia  not 
by  any  means  expect  that  much  immediate 
good  would  result  from  it;  but  he  thought 
they  might  confidently  look  forward  to  a 
general  improvement  in  progress  of  time. 
They  would  to  a  great  extent  protect  the 
young  soldier,'  and  render  it  more  difficult 
for  the  confirmed  drunkard  to  get  opportu- 
nities of  seducing  him  into  habits  of  intoxi- 
cation. He  believed  it  would  be  found 
that  the  present  system  of  canteens  was 
the  cause  of  some  expense  to  the  coun- 
try ;  for  the  habitual  drunkard  before 
he  had  served  twenty-one  years,  gene- 
rally became  inefficient;  and,  according  to 
the  system  still  in  practice — ^for  the  new 
regulations  had  not  yet  come  into  opera- 
tion— ^the  invalided  man,  whether  he  was 
a  good  or  bad  character,  got  more  than 
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tiue  nun  wfa/)  wm  dlsclun^  at  hii 
rcqtKftt  00  A  j^tewi'vm  of  10</.  a  daj. 
eonftttoti/>iu  of  drsnkarlB  were 
wHmA  ;  ihhj  bec4une  a  burden  to  tke 
eoa&trr,  a&/1  mAnr  a  good  maa  waa  on- 
abl«  to  ^';t  hL>i  div:r.ar^e  in  cooseqaenee, 
thotii^h  lu;  mij^t  h&re  veil  de^^rred  h. 
II«  beliered  it  vould  cot  be  difficult  to 
abov,  tb&t  tboa;?b  an  habitual  dnznkard 
and  an  babitoal  drinker  vere  tvo  dlfFerem 
thingi,  the  one  v&a  as  great  an  expense 
to  the  countrr  as  the  other.     There  were 


SEr  C.  Smjth  eoBfidend  that  nnlfii  m 
shool*!  sell  malt  liquors  ocJt,  not  ^irita, 
and  stated,  that  '*  if  he  had  aodioriCT,  boI 
a  sinrle  glass  cf  mm  should  enter  tlis 
barra^k.jftrd."  Sir  Colin  CampbeD  thooc^ 
the  sale  of  spirits  shccld  be  prohibited  ia 
canteens.  Another  officer  strooglr  urged 
the  prohibition  of  the  sale  of  spinta  in  < 
teens;  and  stated  his  belief  that  i 
cases  oat  of  ten«  men  would  not  take  tlis 
trouble  to  ^i^&i  themselres  to  wtA  it  ovft 
I  of  barracks.     Another  witness  whoee  evi* 


men  who  nerer  got  drunk,  jet  who  were  j  deuce  he  wi 


alwajn  taking  their  ;(lass;  and  he  believed 
the  c/nnitutionnof  tbeM;  men  failed  sooner 
than  th/jM  of  habit >ial  drunkards.  Manj 
of  tbeM:  men  were  discharged  on  pen- 
tions,  and  in  this  war  cost  monej  to  the 
country.  It  ruight  >>e  urged  that  the  can- 
teen system  had  the  effect  of  keeping  men 
in  barracks;  but  he  thought,  if  thej  were 
to  \iftV  U}  the  moral  character  of  the  sol- 
dierr  as  the  p^/mt  to  be  attained,  the  evils 
produced  would  greatly  counterbalance  any 

?:o'id  that  was  derived  from  such  a  system, 
n  J8'5G  a  military  commisHion  was  ap- 
Y»^ui''A^  and  they  heard  a  go^id  deal  of 
evidence  with  regard  Ut  the  system  of  pun- 
jshmentH.  The  witnenses  examined  before 
that  c-ornrniusion,  were  generally  asked 
whether  tliey  were  able 
— "  to  NU^K«'iit  any  iru;ariii  of  reclaimini^  oreradi- 
catirif(  i\ii:  propensity  or<lninkr;nncit  so  prevalent 
aijjonjT  th«!  HoMuiry,  and  conf<'N<Hf(ily  the  parent  of 
tb«  uuijohty  of  iviilitary  crixnc-H  V' 

The  majority  of  the  answers  to  this  ques- 
tion ent<rred  int^i  the  firnt  part  of  it ;  and  a 
variety  of  propOHaU  were  made,  such  as  a 
reduction  of  pay,  confinement,  ^c;  but 
very  few  entered  on  the  subject  of  can- 
teens, though  one  or  two  certainly  did. 
Among  tli»'se  was  the  prcHcnt  Governor 
Ocn(;ru1  of  fiidia,  who  Kaid,  tliut  before  he 
left  the  f'loanl  of  On! nance 
-  '•  \\*'  lind  in  r/»rit<'niplAtion  a  minato  recom- 
infindiic  that  a  jK^rtion  of  tlio  cfint/M.-n  r«rnt,  which 
is  A  Hfforii's  fff  lux  hrviffj  ufKiH  tlie  KohlifT,  ihould 
Ix!  appln-d  to  liu  pTrcjition  in  the  barrai'k-yard." 
Now,  if,  urt  Lord  llar(lin;;e  remarked,  the 
canteen  rcntH  were  a  .Hpccics  of  tax  upon 
the  HoliliiT,  hi;  thought  that  the  tax  should 
bo  Uhcfl  for  hi^  improvement,  nut  for  his 
demonilisation.  The  present  Adjutant  Ge- 
neral (Sir  J.  Macdonaul)  certainly  took  an- 
other view  of  the  cane,  lie  tiiought  that 
the  H<jl(lif*r,  by  having  the  canteen  at  hand 
to  roHort  to,  even  wlien  he  was  in  the  very 
act  of  drinking,  was  in  bonic  n)ca.sure  in 
the  tranuneld  of  military  discipline.  Sir 
£.  Blakenuy  thought  canteens  should  l>e 
let  upon  lower  terms,  and  better  regulated. 


ould  refer  to,  was  one 
authority  the  House  would  respecL  He 
had  served  in  every  quarter  of  the  g^obe^ 
in  one  or  two  of  them  in  a  militaij  capa- 
city, but  in  all  of  them  in  a  eivfl  eapaeitj; 
and  he  had  served  both  under  the  lact  and 
the  present  Government — ^ho  meant  Sir 
George  Arthur.     That  officer  i 

*'  We  eDcoorage  a  loldicr  to  drink  a  i 
titj  of  rpiriif ,  and  we  ponifh  him  lor  drinknif  a 
large  qnancity,  though  we  know  that  a  bbsU  q«a^ 
tity  diunni  him  of  cautum  as  to  ihe  danger,  and 
that  the  daily  habit  creates  a  phyneal  oaeeiritj. 
vhicb  the  utmost  fortitude  cannot  ■iimaifiilly 
ttruggle  against." 

A  medical  officer  of  great  experience  and 
authority,  Dr.  Ferguson,  late  Inspector 
General  of  Military  Hospitals,  who  had 
served  both  at  home  and  abroad,  in  » 
work  published  by  him  some  jeara  ago, 
said — 

*'  A  ration  of  spirits,  as  an  article  of  daily  diet, 
ever  engenders  a  craTing  for  more,  so  imperkms 
and  irresibtible,  there  is  no  crime  the  soldier 
vould  not  commit,  no  abomination  he  woald  not 
practise,  for  it«  gratification.  Punishment,  when 
pot  in  competition,  has  then  no  terrors,  and  tha 
f«*ar  of  death  is  set  at  nought.  He  would  drink, 
though  the  king  of  terron  stared  him  in  the  free, 
and  rathor  than  go  without  it,  he  would  take  that 
drink  out  of  a  jakes,  or  from  the  most  diignstlaf 
Tpliiclcs  hnmau  imagination  can  conceive. 

If  the  system  of  canteens  excited  this  pro- 
pensity in  the  soldier,  and  if  spirits  tended 
thus  to  injure  his  constitution,  and  to  dia- 
qualify  him  for  the  service  upon  which  he 
had  entered,  it  ought  to  be  put  out  of  hia 
power  to  indulge  in  this  propensity,  instead 
of  his  being  tempted  to  give  way  to  it. 
Dr.  Ferguson  went  on : — 

"  The  army  canteens  hare  ever  been  inititntioas 
of  drunkcniivit.t ;  and  it  is  difficult  to  believe  how 
an  abuHc*  ko  monstrous,  and  a  nuisance  so  palpa- 
tilc,  could  have  )»cen  tolerated  so  long  and  to  sneh 
an  extent.  It  shows  the  difficulty,  in  oar  servioe, 
of  carrying  even  the  most  obrious  reforms  into 
effect,  when  anything  in  the  shape  of  improve- 
ment comes  to  be  prvpo»ed  tu  the  disturbance  of 
existing  interests,  or  even  liad  habits  of  any  kind. 
If  kept  up  at  all,  it  must  hare  been  from  tb«  high 
rent  tliat  was  paid  to  the  barrack 
but  how  thsso  authorities  could 
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Supported  by  tbese  great  auihoritieSy  he 
was  justified  in  saying  that  the  use  of 
spirits  in  canteens  was  not  only  a  nuisance 
and  injurious  to  discipline,  as  well  as  pre- 
judicial to  the  health  of  the  soldier,  but 
that  it  was  also  expensive  to  the  conntnr 
by  causing  the  early  annihilation  of  his 
constitution;  and  therefore  he  ihonffht  he 
did  right  in  bringing  the  matter  Defore 
the  House.  And  when  it  was  known  that 
much  power  had  been  taken  away  from 
commanding  officers,  and  that  corporal 
punishment  had  been  reduced,  and  when 
all  sorts  of  improvements  were  beinff  intro- 
duced into  the  Army,  he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  calling  upon  the  Board  of  Ord- 
nance and  the  Government  even  to  yield 
np  some  of  the  income  of  the  State  which 
was  derived  from  this  source,  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  this  evil,  whereby  they  would 
raise  the  character  of  the  service,  improve 
the  moral  condition  of  the  soldier,  ana  con- 
duce to  the  efficiency  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE  was  not  going  to  de- 
fend the  system  which  had  been  pursued 
in  canteens  to  a  great  extent,  or  to  enter 
into  the  details  which  had  been  referred 
to  at  BO  much  length  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Officer  who  had  just  sat  down ;  but  he 
must  say  that  the  remedy  he  proposed  by 
his  resolution,  although  founded  on  the 
best  of  principles,  might  not  be  very  easily 
carried  out  by  a  distinct  vote  of  the  House. 
But  it  would  not  be  perhaps  disagreeable 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  to  learn 
that  the  minds  of  the  authorities  had  been 
already  turned  to  this  question — and  that 
they  were  considering  at  this  moment  how 
the  canteens  could  be  put  on  a  better  foot- 
ing, 80  as  to  form  part  of  that  general  ame- 
lioration of  the  whole  state  of  the  soldier, 
which  both  the  authorities  at  the  Horse 
Guards  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  sincerely  at  heart.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  would  remember  that  the 
canteens,  though  attended  with  consider^ 
able  inconvenience  when  they  were  allowed 
to  be  put  to  improper  uses,  were  of  great 
advantage  to  the  soldiers  in  barracks. 
There  were  many  articles  to  be  obtained 
in  those  canteens,  which  it  would  be  in- 
convenient on  many  occasions  for  the  ad- 
dier  to  have  to  seek  without  the  walls  0r 
without  the  precincts  of  the  barraeks. 
And  even  with  reference  to  the  sale  of 
spirits  itself,  the  canteen  was  so 
diately  under  the  control  of  the 
mandmg  officer,  that  if  he  were  to 


,  ihere  eoidd  be  no 
latwith  vigilance— ^Mmimon  vigi- 
lance— ^many  of  those  evils  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  alluded  to,  would,  in 
ordinary  cases,  be  prevented.  But  he  waa 
free  to  confess  that  it  was  not  easy  fat » 
eommandmg  officer  to  exert  all  the  aniho* 
rity  he  possessed ;  there  were  diffihnlties  in 
his  way;  and  he  was  ready  to  admit,  thai 
a  commanding  officer  should  not  be  pot  in 
the  responsible  situation  of  either  oraering 
the  canteens  to  be  closed  altogeiher,  or 
else  to  submit  to  evils,  which,  under  tlia 
circumstances,  were  beyond  his  control 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  by  goiiup 
into  any  of  the  cases  which  tibe  hon.  vSl 
gallant  Officer  had  referred  to.  He  ad- 
mitted at  once,  that  under  many  ciremn- 
stances  the  sale  of  spirits  in  canteens  led 
to  evil;  but  in  answer  to  that,  he  begged 
also  to  state  that  the  total  absence  of 
the  sale  of  spirits  in  canteens  miffht  like* 
wise  lead  to  evils  in  another  Erection* 
The  hon.  and  gaOant  Officer  did  not  trace 
the  original  establishment  of  canteens. 
He  believed  they  were  originally  establidied 
for  the  sale  of  spirits  exclusively  in  bar- 
racks, and  were  afterwards  extended  to 
other  articles;  but  they  were  originaHy 
established  for  the  sale  of  spurits  excfai- 
sively,  for  this  reason,  that  an  order  in' 
that  day  existed  that  no  spirits  shonid  btf 
introduced  into  barracks,  and  the  sfdriCi 
introduced  there  were  aU  smuggled  in,  voA 
in  such  a  wajr  that  it  was  impossible  M 
the  utmost  vigilance  to  prevent  it;  tixA  It 
was  thought  tetter  to  estabHsh  the  sale  of 
spirits  by  a  recognised  authority  in  a  place 
within  tiie  barracks,  over  which  the  com- 
manding officer  would  have  entire  contrd^ 
and  to  do  away  with  that  practice  whidi 
formed  a  serious  military  crime,  namely, 
connivance  in  smugfflinff  spirits  for  the  nae 
of  the  soldiers  in  we  barracks.  He  had 
no  doubt  it  might  be  possible,  by  a  strict 
regulation,  so  to  restrain  the  side  of  q^rile 
in  canteens,  without  the  necessitT  of  lea- 
ishinff  it  altogether,  that  it  shonid  not  lead 
to  evds  such  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oflbo^ 
had  described  as  niplicaUe  to  it  He  jm^ 
foctiy  agreed  witn  the  hen.  and  aaiAuii 
OfficNcr,  Acre  was  nothing  from  whiA  Oqf 
oufffat  to  protect  tlie  soldier  to  modi  aa  tbe 
sedoction  of  tiie  conilnned— 4ie  iTooId  not 
say  dmnkard,  hut— liavd-drinldttg  man;  A 
man  so  accustomed  to  qiirita  aa  to  eairr 
off,withonteflbcconlum,  that  which  woaA 
make  ten  recmita  utterly  mifit  to  i^peaf 
on  d^y.  Thoae  were  the  aort  of  mei 
yAo  led  cwirftLs  yom^gw  troopad  dift 
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Army;  and  by  placiDg  the  canteens  nnder 
proper  regulations,  so  that  those  men 
should  not  have  the  means  of  seducing  the 
young  recruits  into  them,  they  would  do  a 
great  deal  to  put  an  end  to  the  evil.  He 
eould  inform  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer, 
that  the  whole  system  of  canteens  was 
about  to  undergo  careful  consideration, 
and  would  be  put  on  that  footing  that, 
while  the  canteens  afforded  the  soldier  in 
barracks  all  the  convenience  they  were  in- 
tended to  give,  it  would  be  next  to  impos- 
sible they  .should  in  any  way  whatever  con- 
duce to  the  deterioration  of  the  soldier's 
morals,  or  in  any  way  render  him  unfit  to 
jKirform  the  duties  which  he  engaged  to  do 
when  he  enlisted  in  the  senice.  With 
these  observations  he  should  conclude,  and 
he  trusted  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
would  not  press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Sir  HOWARD  DOUGLAS  was  re- 
joiced to  learn  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Government  were  disposed  to 
take  up  this  question,  and  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  of  the  canteen  system  with  a 
view  to  put  it  on  a  better  footing.  Much 
of  the  canteen  system  of  the  present  day 
was  the  remains  of  ancient  abuses.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  great  profits  accruing 
from  the  consumption  of  liquor  by  soldiers 
in  canteens,  were  applied  to  make  messes 
cheaper  to  the  officer.  In  a  command  held 
by  himself  not  a  long  time  ago,  he  found 
that  the  mess  allowance  of  wine  allowed  to 
the  officers,  was  paid  out  of  a  fund  which 
was  created  by  advancing  the  price  of 
liquor  on  the  subalterns.  lie  immedi- 
ately put  an  end  to  it.  That  fund  was 
now  appropriated  less  objectionably ;  but 
he  would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  canteen  system  could  never  be 
put  on  a  wholesome  or  on  a  moral  footing 
adapted  to  the  improvement  of  the  soldier, 
until  the  Government  and  the  canteener 
ceased  to  receive  a  profit  from  the  tax 
payable  on  what  the  soldiers  consumed.  He 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  into  his  consideration  whether  the 
canteen  might  not  be  made  a  most  conve- 
nient and  desirable  and  moral  adjunct  to 
the  barracks,  to  be  resorted  to  by  the  84>1- 
dier  for  other  purposes  than  those  of  in- 
temperance; and  if  any  profit  should  be 
allowed  to  accrue  from  the  sale  of  beer — 
for  certainly  ho  would  exclude  spirits  alto- 
gether— he  should  propose  that  that  profit, 
instead  of  going  to  the  cn'dit  of  the  Go- 
veniincnt,  or  into  the  pocket  of  the  can- 
teener,  should  be  applied  to  the  benefit 
of  the  soldier;  and  if  to  the  canteen,  to 


induce  the  loldier  to  resort  to  thoM  es- 
tablishments for  moral  and  intelleetnal  pur- 
poses, as  well  as  for  refreshment.  He  would 
propose  that  there  should  be  attached  to 
every  regiment  a  canteener,  on  the  terms 
that  he  should  derive  no  profit  from  the 
consumption  of  liquor;  that  a  sufficient  sa- 
lary should  be  given  to  him ;  that  he  be 
induced  to  take  an  interest  in  the  morel 
advancement  of  the  soldier,  and  endeenmr 
to  put  an  end  to  those  pemicions  infle- 
ences  which,  to  his  (Sir  H.  Douglas's)  own 
knowledge,  and  to  his  regret,  he  had  long 
seen  and  deeply  lamented. 

Mb.  GOULBURX  congratulated  hia 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  who  had  brought 
forward  the  Motion,  on  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  at  War.  Hia 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  bad  oply  in  riew 
that  the  subject  should  be  thorongfalj  in- 
quired into,  and  had  atfurded  to  the  Hoaae 
the  benefit  of  his  long  experience  in  the 
discipline  of  re£;iments;  and  as  the  Secre- 
tary at  War  had  distinctly  stated  that  the 
whole  subject  of  canteens  was  at  present 
under  the  consideration  of  Government, 
and  that  they  were  prepared  to  make  snch 
arrangements  with  respect  to  them  ea 
would  not  impiKle.  but  rather  assist  to 
prou](;te.  the  di$ci]>line  of  the  Army,  and 
tend  to  improve  the  morals  and  comforts 
of  the  men,  he  thou^:ht  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  cordially  acquiesce  in  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Motion  that  had  been 
recommended  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man.  With  regard  to  the  lax  system  that 
prevailed  in  some  of  those  canteens,  he 
thouirht.  howvver  difficult  it  would  be  to 
impose  restraints  on  the  sale  of  spirituous 
liquors,  the  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment should  make  a  profit  on  this  liquor^ 
was  one  of  a  ditierent  character.  lie  was 
of  opinion  that  canteens  might  be  con- 
verted into  plaei's  where  the  soldier  could 
enjoy  himself  by  the  fireside,  without  in- 
dulging to  the  extent  that  would  cause 
intoxication. 

Coi^.vEL  ANSON  did  not  think  the 
subject  was  properly  understood,  and 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  with  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  these  canteens  were 
generally  supposed  to  be  managed.  He 
begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  <.>fiicer  who  brought  forward 
the  Motion,  to  the  rep^ilations  of  the  war- 
rant of  1^:^38;  and  when  they  recollected 
that  the  regulations  at  the  present  i 


were  so  extremely  stringent,  that  it  entirdr 
rested  with  the  commanding  officer  himacu 
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whether  those  canteens  were  well  conducted 
or  not,  he  thought  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  had  extended  his  observations  fur- 
ther than  was  necessary.  He  (Colonel 
Anson)  would,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  read  the  regulation  with  respect 
to  canteens  :  and  he  thought  every  hon. 
Member  would  agree  with  him  that  suffi- 
cient powers  were  vested  by  it  in  the  com- 
manding officer  to  see  that  the  very  strict- 
est regularity  was  observed  in  these  places. 
By  that  order  the  canteen  keeper  was 
bound  to  keep  regular  hours;  not  to  allow 
persons  to  become  intoxicated;  to  obey  all 
orders  of  the  Board  of  Ordnance  and  com- 
manding officer;  and  he  must  obey  the  in- 
structions given  to  him  on  pain  of  ejection 
from  the  canteen.  He  believed  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Colonel  was  in  the  full  pay  of 
the  service,  and  where  he  was  in  command 
he  had  control  over  the  canteens;  and  he 
must  also  add,  that  if  there  were  any  irre- 
gularities reported  to  the  Board  of  Ord- 
nance, they  had  the  power  of  ejecting  the 
tenant  on  a  week's  notice.  He  would  say 
one  word  with  respect  to  the  way  in  which 
canteens  were  let :  they  were  let  by  tender, 
and  no  person  was  accepted  as  tenant  un- 
less he  could  produce  sufficient  sureties 
for  the  amount  of  rent  he  had  undertaken 
to  pay,  and  also  for  his  character.  He 
thought  it  necessary  to  say  thus  much 
upon  this  subject,  as  he  was  afraid  it  might 
go  forth  to  the  country  that  there  was  no 
regulation  with  respect  to  these  canteens, 
and  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  can- 
teener  to  do  what  he  pleased. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  said,  it  ap- 
poared  that  a  great  number  of  command- 
ing officers  felt  a  deep  objection  to  the 
present  system  ;  and  if  they  felt  tliey  had 
such  unlimited  powers  as  it  would  seem 
they  had  by  this  regulation,  which  had 
been  quoted  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Colo- 
nel, why  did  they  come  forward  and  give 
this  evidence  in  the  face  of  the  military 
authorities,  unless  they  felt  there  were  dif- 
fiulties  in  the  case  ?  It  was  quite  certain 
that  if  the  commanding  officers  conceived 
they  had  the  power  given  by  that  regula- 
tion, they  need  not  look  to  any  higher  au- 
thority; but  it  seemed  that  some  regulation 
was  necessary  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  was  glad  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at  War, 
that  the  Government  had  directed  their 
attention  to  the  subject,  in  connexion  with 
other  arrangements  that  were  now  carrying 
on  for  the  improvement  of  the  condition  of 
the  soldier.     He  regretted   to  see   there 
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was  some  little  bias  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  inexpedi- 
ency of  prohibiting  spirituous  liquors  in 
these  canteens.  He  (Sir  de  Lacy  Evans) 
would  not  venture  to  oflfer  any  positive 
opinion  upon  the  subject ;  but  he  should 
wish  the  Government  to  try  the  experi- 
ment, for  some  time,  of  prohioiting  spiritu- 
ous liquors  altogether.  He  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  opposite,  as  to  the  necessity 
of  appointing  a  canteener ;  he  thought  it 
would  tend  both  to  the  good  of  the  Army, 
and  the  profit  of  %he  Excise,  if  a  suitable 
salary  was  given  to  an  officer  of  trust  to 
conduct  those  establishments,  and  that  no 
profit  whatever  should  be  derived  from 
them. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  from  the  official  experience 
he  had,  short  as  it  was,  that  nine-tenths 
at  least  of  military  offences  had  their 
source  in  intoxication,  and  that  a  large 
portion  of  those  nine-tenths  arose  from 
offences  springing  from  the  abuse  of  can- 
teens. 

Colonel  LINDSAY  expressed  his  sa- 
tisfaction at  the  announcement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  the  Secretary  at  War,  and 
begged  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Question  again  put. 

CULTIVATION  OF  TUE  LAND  (IRELAND). 
Mu.  JOHN  O'CONNELL,  pursuant  to 
notice,  begged  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  advisability  of  employing  the 
labouring  population,  now  engaged  on  pub- 
lic works  in  Ireland,  in  the  tillage  of  the 
land.  He  was  very  desirous  to  call  the 
attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  this  sub- 
ject; but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  anx- 
ious to  bring  it  forward  with  as  little  in- 
convenience to  the  progress  of  public  busi- 
ness as  possible.  He  was  well  aware  the 
present  was  not  the  best  opportunity  to 
select  for  the  purpose;  but  he  was  induced 
to  bring  the  subject  forward  by  a  circum- 
stance which  had  occurred  on  the  prece- 
ding evening.  He  alluded  to  the  announce- 
ment then  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  with 
respect  to  the  number  of  persons  employed 
on  public  works  in  Ireland,  and  which 
induced  him  to  intrude  upon  the  House  for 
a  very  short  period.  The  announcement 
of  the  right  non.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
have  struck  the  House  very  much,  and  to 
have  produced  a  considerable  effect.  It 
appeared  from  it,  that  a  number  of  per- 
21 
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•oiu,  fiolflr;i^eas  60?/.iOC»— [AnHon.M£3i-!miadisg  them  thAt  the  month  of  Hweh 
BER :  700/.W] — or  as  7Cr'//X',  for  that  |  was  approaching,  and  that  no  time  was  to 
wu  the  number  of  per^n.^,  which  appeared  be  kst  :n  takinz  measures  to  promre  aa 
bj  the  last  weekly  return,  was  employed  ■  eiion^ive  culilration  thrcrcgfaont  the  two 
on  public  work?  in  Ireland.  Hitherto,  ■  countries.  AVhether  that  would  be  te- 
he  believed,  instead  of  any  blame  being  stricte*!  to  merely  the  ^reen  crops*  or 
attached  to  the  Government,  they  were  ^  should  extend  to  wheat,  or  other  such 
entitled  to  the  thank?  of  every  humane ;  grain,  i:  was  not  for  him  to  say:  bat  thst 
person,  for  endea^-ouring  to  provide  em-  ■  seed  should  W  supplied  to  Ireland,  sod  the 
ploynient  for  the  people.  But  the  question  "  people  set  to  work  in  cultivating  the  land, 
now  was,  while  this  Fry  stem  was  to  be  *  was  the  prvposi:ion  which  he  deemed  it  hb 
carried  on,  whether  it  would  not  be  better;  duty  to  bring  befcre  the  House,  snd  to 
to  employ  the  people  in  th'^r  culiivaiion  of  pre**  on  the  atteaiicn  of  Her  Majesty's 
the  land,  which  wt!*  neglected  to  a  serious  Government.  The  grand  jury  of  the  coontj 
extent  in  mxkuy  parti  of  Ireland.  It  was  of  Longf-^rd  had  passed  a  resolution  on 
not  necessary,  he  conceived,  to  impress  the  subject,  which  he  would  read  to  Ae 
upon   the  House  the  imj^'^rtance  hf  this    House : — 

subject.      Every   hon.   Member  had   seen       ••  Wo  call '-n  i -lo  «Ji:.T<^rmi«Tit  and  the  Co 
in  the  public  a'ccounts  that   anticipations  ;  "'^f*^»"».  f*  a-iow  th^  nik-f  c«ninuM«  i«  « 

^  •  'f     •  M.       *     '  on  ih"  la*id  iho*<  i\f*^  v'^Ktioff  labour  and  Aoaar 

of  scarcity  were  nfe  m  everv  countrv  in  ^"  "  ^  J^/  Z,  \\.  w,  -  o  1  Th^T^RTtiZTZl 
„  •'_,  111*      1  *,..    .on  the  road*,  reukui'lixi;  cbvm  toat  ue  tune  Mr 

Europe.  They  were  told  by  the  public  ;  ,u^.jj  ,.„,j.i.,yiiit.ix:  wili  Lave  pa^rtd,  and  ow  prat- 
prehs  that  in  France  the  nuiount  of  food  ;  pr^c;^  for  th*.*  L«rxt  vear  be  left  more  dreaiy  thaa 
required  was  far  beyond  what  was  antici- ;  at  prvs^n." 

pa  ted ;  and  that  not  only  in  that  country,  |  He  believed  it  was  the  intention  in  Tsrioos 
out  in  the  other  countries  on  the  Conti- 1  parts  of  Iri.*I.in<l  tu  follow  up  this  reaolation 
nent,  the  scarcity  of  next  autumn  was .  by  n  -roiution*  from  other  bodies  to  the 
likely  to  be  beyond  anythinij  yet  conceived  ;  sanu-  etftut.  There  was  a  j^erfect  unani- 
by  those  who  considered  the  .-ubJL-ct.  At  J  mity  amongst  all  classes,  that  the  eultira- 
home,  they  had  in  the  Agrkultural  Ga-  j  tion  of  the  land  bhould  be  taken  in  hand 
zette  a  warnin;;  held  out  to  th'-iu  that  |  by  Govcrnmeut,  otht-rwisc  the  scarciCT  of 
wron;^  and  mistaken  opiuioris  were  enter-  j  next  -t-a.-oii  would  be  worse  than  anything 
tained  a=*  to  tlje  urn o nut  of  com  in  the '.  they  had  yet  exjit-rienced.  Ho  called  the 
hands  of  farmers  and  food  meivhaiii';  and  i  attention  of  the  House  to  a  letter  writ- 
dependence  upon  a  jjn-at  ^juantity  in  their  I  ten  by  the  roctor  of  Cong,  the  Rer. 
hands,  would  prove  to  he  i'iilhkeiou.<;.  and  a  |  Mr.  Moore,  wlii)  stated  that  the  people 
fatal  mij'luke.  Under  thesi*  tirfuii:.*ti;nc';.s  !  there  5;\y,  "  We  >liuuld  not  fear  anything 
and  conj-idering  the  Mowm-ss  of  euhivation  i  if  we  had  >fud.'*  He  also  called  the  At- 
in  Ireland,  lie  t)iou/nt  it  iTnprrative  tiiut  ■  tentiiiTi  of  th«.-  llou-e  to  a  communicstion 
the  attention  of  tin*  House  should  ur*  ealh  -1  received  from  a  «'atholir  clergyman  in  the 
to  the  matter.  lie  thou;:lil  it  well,  how- 1  county  of  Roscniumnn.  with  reference  to 
ever,  that  the  subject  should  not  l»e  bruaelii-il ;  tiic  wjint  of  seed.  In  some  districts,  how- 
WHywar  than  at  the  present  uhiment;  for  if '  ever,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  pot  the 
there  was  any  public  notice  that  a  su;:::*'^- 1  >yr»triii  wjiiuh  ho  pripnsed  the  Government 
tion  had  Ihmmi  made  that  tlic  (invrrnnient  '  .sitould  miojit  in  operation.  In  mime,  snd 
should  und<-rtak(*  in  uny  way.  luiwevt-r  in- ;  he  believcil  in  many  di^tricts,  private  ex- 
directly,  tin*  business  of  culti.atini;  the  ,  «Ttiuns  would  bo  available  for  the  purpose, 
land,  it  nii;^lit  b(>  expected  that  private  He  cnuld  nun  tion  one  ease  whore  that  hsd 
exertions  for  that  piirpni*»- would  ho  p;ira- ;  alroiidy  oecurrMl.  ;»::d  whi«h  he  had  seen 
lysed  where  private  exertion  would  other-  I  noticed  in  an  Irish  paper  ow  the  preceding 
wise  be  used.  I5ut  nt  the  preseiit  moment,  \  day.  He  thou^rut  it  riirht  to  mention  the 
he  thou;;ht  tlif>re  ^\iis  no  time  to  lose  in  I  name  of  the  iiiilividual  who  had  set  so 
havin:;  th*;  suhjei-t  tlion.ui^hly  considered.  |  laiidahle  an  example.  He  residcil  in  the 
He  believed  that  private  ext-rtion  was  now  ]  rounty  of  Mea;u:  his  name  was  Brenan,  he 
made  to  the  fuile.-t  extent;  they  had  every  j  h'ld  the  lands  of  Rahane  and  ClonsillSv 
reasonable  hopi-  r»f  j-iM-ifiir  it  nmdo  for  the  |  n:Ml  he  had  announced  that  ho  would  give 
proper  cultivatinii  of  thf  land  fir  the  next !  priiniums  fur  the  best  and  second  best 
crop.  In  tlie  <j''tnhiU'r's  Chmttirft^  i!iero  cultivation  of  every  acre  of  oats  that  his 
apiK'ared  an  article  fnini  th4>  pen  of  Pro- j  tenants  >hiiuld  undertake.  In  some  psrti 
feasor  LindU-y,  which  stronijly  uri^ed  the  j  of  Ireland  tlio  su^iresti<»ns  which  he  sought 
necessity  of  considering  the  bubjcct,  re-  j  to  press  un  thu  Ministrj  snd  the  HoQM 
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would  be  inapplicable,  for  the  people  in 
distress  at  Slubbereen  were  too  mucb  re- 
duced by  famine  to  be  fitted  for  labour; 
but  in  other  parts  of  the  country,  where  aa 
yet  they  were  only  on  the  road  to  the 
frightful  state  of  things  that  existed  in 
Skibbereen,  they  had  not  fallen  so  low  as 
to  be  unable  to  work.  Several  of  those 
persons  were  now  working  on  roads,  which 
in  the  absence  of  any  other  occupation  waa 
useful  as  affordmg  the  means  of  living;  but 
it  would  be  desirable  if,  instead  of  being 
engaged  in  cutting  up  the  roads,  they  could 
be  sent  to  cultivate  the  land,  and  thus 
afford  them  some  chance  of  having  a  sup- 
ply of  food.  He  thought  that  some  assu- 
rance should  be  given  by  the  Government 
that  when  men  were  taken  off  the  works  to 
cultivate  their  holdings,  that  they  should 
be  ensured  the  possession  of  the  crops.  In 
some  parts  of  Ireland  the  people  made  it  a 
pretext  for  the  non-cultivation  of  their  land, 
that  if  they  did  so  the  landlords  would  seize 
upon  the  whole  of  the  produce,  and  leave 
them  as  poor  as  ever.  He  thought  that 
Government  could  provide  for  this  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Labour-rate  Act,  so 
that  the  tenants  could  be  ensured  the  en- 
joyment of  their  crops.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen might  think  that  his  proposition 
was  too  large  a  scheme  for  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  it  would  ensure  a  much 
larger  expenditure  than  any  yet  spoken  of. 
That  such  a  course  would  be  advantageous 
was  the  opinion  of  many  well  acquainted 
with  Ireland,  and  that  the  money  now  ex- 
pended would  be  less  thrown  away  in  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil  than  in  the  present 
mode  of  expenditure.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested in  another  place  by  a  noble  Loid, 
who  was  entitled  to  respect,  as  well  from 
his  own  character  as  from  his  high  station^ 
that  the  tendency  of  the  relief  ought  to  be 
such  as  to  make  Ireland  rely  on  herself 
for  the  future.  Such  observations  might 
induce  the  House  to  abstain  from  givmff 
further  aid,  for  the  destitution,  he  feare^ 
was  much  greater  than  was  anticipated. 
The  people  of  Ireland  had  nothing  to  look 
to  as  a  resource,  for  their  whole  cuutal 
liad  been  destroyed  by  the  failure  of  th« 
crops.  The  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  estimated  the  amount  of  loss  by 
the  calamity  at  I7,000,000L;  but  this  waa 
not  the  only  loss,  for  the  seed  for  tiie  pre- 
sent season  had  also  in  a  great  meainre 
been  destroyed,  or  been  consumed  and 
dispersed.  To  such  an  extent  alao  had 
the  resources  of  the  people  been  waitedf 
that  they  had  parted  with  thenuunmftff 


the  onltiTation  of  the  aoil.  He  would  not 
venture  to  estimate  in  money  the  amomit 
to  be  added  to  the  17,000,(K)0{.  of  Iom; 
but  he  would  ask  the  House  to  reeoDeeft 
that  all  that  bad  been  done  to  meet  tbia 
was  the  10,000,0001.  proposed  to  be  gim 
by  the  Government.  To  meet  bo  lam  • 
gap  there  was  nothing  to  be  dependeA  n 
in  Ireland.  If  they  loobdd  to  the  landlordiii 
they  would  find  that  the  employment  given 
by  ihem  in  ordinary  years  would  not  h% 
sufficient  to  employ  any  ffreat  number  oC 
labourers  so  aa  to  afford  aensibla  relief. 
He  believed  also  that  not  one-half  of  th^ 
rents  of  Ireland  had  been  paid  this  year; 
and  with  such  diminished  funds  would  they 
throw  the  charge  on  the  landlords  to  nip* 

a  the  deficiency  beyond  the  ten  ailEoiiit 
ere  had  been  a  ^reat  deal  of  talk  in  tlM 
news^pers  respectmg  an  increase  in  tiM 
deposits  in  the  savmgs  banks;  but  it  would 
be  found  that  the  chief  part  of  tfiia  had 
been  placed  there  by  peraonB  nreparing  to 
emigrate.  He  must  exjjress  ma  neartfdl 
satisiiEu^tion  and  gratification  at  tiie  munifl- 
cent  charity  whidi  had  been  diiplayed  In 
this  country  for  the  relief  of  ihe  destitsto 
people  of  Irehmd ;  but  it  waa  imposiiMe  to 
suppose  that  private  charitj  could  aupply 
the  vacuum  that  existed  m  the  amount 
that  would  be  required.  But  when  ho 
looked  with  satisfaction  at  the  private  oh%* 
rity  which  had  taken  place  in  Eni^aod,  ho 
could  not  allude  without  a  feeling  of  prido 
to  the  subseriptiona  which  had  Mon  mado 
b^  the  poor  emigrant  Irish  in  Norih  Amo* 
nca,  and  which  amounted  to  ihe  large  aiim 
of  200,0001.  The  question,  however,  waa» 
how  was  ihekrgeddieieneTtobeaiippIiedt 
He  would  suggest  a  mode  by  which  two  or 
tiiree  miUions  more  a  year  nu^t  be  apeat 
in  Ireland  without  iigury  to  any  one.  Ho 
alluded  to  the  abaentee  Umdownerff  who 
hj  iheur  present  eonduct  aoted  aa  amiovs 
did  who  run  away  from  an  anny  wfaOo  en* 
gaged  in  ihe  face  of  the  enemy,  HoooaU 
ngt  understand  why  the  Ooveiiiinont»  or 
the  Houae,  who  natnrally  wofo  aomiio  f0 
^vide  means  for  the  reuef  of  Iho  doitto- 
ism  with  as  fittle  hozdaa  on  the  poUio 
funds  aa  poasiUe*  did  not  resort  to  Wat 
meaanre  widi  xmfect  to  the  absJBteeo. 
There  were  five  or  sis  adDiaiia  going  out 
of  IreUmd  ereiT  year,  the  OjqpeodHiiro  of 
which,  he  ihouipit,  oonU  ho  onrared  in  dial 
eonntiy,  if  the  House  passed  e  stnmf  re- 
sobtion,  ealliQg  upon  the  proprietors  of 
land,  at  least  fir  ttiepressnt  jeer,  to  i»- 
tom  to  iheir  eoimtij  end  do  their  iatf. 
He  wished  to  iiavir  oet  llMt  wtt««  fe 
2iS 
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the  consideration  of  the    House  and  the  I  not  be  allowed  to  come  down  upon  tbem 
GoTernmcnt ;  and  he  trusted  that,  before  '  and  take  away  everything  for  rent.     The 


they  passed  the  BiUs  on  the  Table,  they 
would  see  whether  they  could  not  embody 
some  of  them  in  these  measures.  With 
respect  to  the  state  of  the  absentee  pro- 
perty, he  would  refer  the  House  to  a  state- 
ment which  had  appeared  in  the  most  re- 
cent Irish  papers: — 

"  The  Upper  Leyney  Committee  (county  Sligo), 
the  Dean  of  Achonry,  chairman,  have  antici- 
pated the  relief  Bills.  The  district  contains 
97,000  acres,  with  30,000  inhabitants,  of  whom 
two-thirds  are  destitute.    Five  hundred  families 


next  suggestion  he  would  make  was,  that 
something  should  be  done  for  the  seenritj 
of  the  tenant  in  the  case  of  imnrovemente. 
The  last  suggestion  which  he  snould  make 
was  one  of  great  importance,  namelj»  that 
the  landed  proprietors  should  be  compelled 
to  go  to  the  place  of  danger,  and  be  made 
I  to  share  in  the  general  sufferings  of  the 
j  country,  and  they  thus  would  hare  ^re  or 
'  j  six  millions  more  expended  in  the  coantrj, 
!  and  that  without  any  charge  to  ihe  State. 
get  soup  daily,  and  1,000  families  meal  gratuitously  I  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Sir,  I  will  saT 
weekly.  In  all  cases  of  destitutes  having  land,  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  am  not  at  JtL 
and  employed  in  cultivating  it,  an  aUowance  is  '  disposed  to  express  any  surprise,  maeh 
made  oAwo  pounds  of  meal  and  two  quarts  of  soup  .  j^^g  censure,  that  he  and  other  Irish 
daily,  so  long  as  they  are  at  the  loss  of  their  wages    ,-.      ,   "^      ,      u   x  i       ^i.  •  -"»- 

on  the  pubUc  works,  if  occupied  in  sowing  the  Members  should  take  the  occasion,  when- 
land.  Only  on  the  estate  of  Mrs.  Armstrong,  of  ever  the  forms  of  tlie  House  allow  it,  to 
Chafljpool,  has  seed  been  provided  from  the  com-  bring  the  subject  of  the  condition  of  Ireland 
missariat  depOt,  and  therefore  there  are  active  before  the  House.  That  condition,  Sir,  is 
preparations  made    for    cropping.      Proprietors  i  I'x  ±\.   a  r  ^-j 

wor^  from  3.000/.  to  8.00o£  a  year  have  not ,  l^  ^'^7  calamitous,  that  I  am  not  surprued 
given  a  shilling,  and  it  is  only  the  resident  pro- i  that  those  Gentlemen  take  every  opportunity 
prietors  who  are  doing  their  duty  nobly  in  other  of  impressing  it  on  the  House  and  the  pub* 
parts  of  their  estates,  who  have  contributed  at  all.  |  He.  But  I  tnist  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
The  Urgest  proprietor  in  the  district  (an  absentee)  .  ^^^  j^j  j  M,.„,i,^rs  will  do  me  the  jostiee 
has,  within  the  year,  contributed  one  iarthmg  m     .        ,     .       ,         ,   ,  j •«■■■«« 

the  pound  of  his  rental  in  the  district;  and  the  j  ^  »«""<'  that  I  have  never  attempted  to 
smallest  proprietor  (a  resident)  has  given  IBs.  in  ■  underrate  the  importance  of  the  crisb;  and 
the  pound."  I  will  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  if  any  eir- 

Such  a  state  of  things  ought  not  to  be  al-  \  cunistanee  was  necessary  at  the  present 
lowed  to  continue.     He  wished  to  suggest,  !  juncture  to  stimulate  the  Government  or 


in  the  first  place,  to  the  Government  that 
they  should  furnish  seed  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  enable  the  tenantry  to  proceed  with 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil;  and,  secondly, 
that  without  changing  any  of  the  machi- 
nery now  in  existence  for  the  employment 
of  the  people,  that  they  should  draw  the 
people  off  the  public  works  gradually,  and 


the  Legislature  to  do  everything  in  their 
power  for  the  benefit  of  their  Irish  fellow. 
country-men,  it  would  be  found  in  the  pa- 
tient endurance  of  calamities  almost  beyond 
human  power  to  sustain  which  the  suffer- 
ing people  of  Ireland  have  manifested.  I 
make  this  remark  with  reference  to  the 
general  body  of  the  Irish  people;  bat  I 


put  them  on  the  land  for  the  purpose  of   also   refer   jmrticularly  to   the  people  of 


tillage.  They  had  that  night  heard  of 
new  presentments  having  been  made  for 
public  works ;  now  instead  of  employing 
the  people  on  them,  and  breaking  up  the 
land  for  roads,  they  should  put  them  at 
once  on  the  land.  If  tbc  principle  laid 
down  in  Mr.  Labouchere*s  letter,  and  on 
which  they  had  lately  legislated,  was  ap- 
plied more  extensively,  it  would  be  attend- 
ed with  the  most  beneficial  result**.  Under 
that  Act  it  would  be  competent  for  the 
Government  now  to  act,  and  employ  the 
peoph.'  in  tillage  instead  of  on  the  new  pre- 
sentments. The  nt'Xt  suggestion  which 
he  would  make  was,  tliat  something  should 
bo  done  to  make  some  provision  between 
the  landlord  and  tenant,  so  as  to  give  some 
security  to  the  tenants,  by  telling  them  that 
if  they  cultivated  the  land,  they  should 
have  some  security  that  the  landlord  should  i  vinccd  that  it  is  not  merely  not  the  dntj 


Connaught  and  the  west  coast  of  Ireland* 
where  the  distress  has  been  almost  incon- 
ceivably great.  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  to  the  House  certain  distinct 
proposals,  adapted  as  he  considers  for  the 
amelioration  of  the  present  fate  of  the  Irish 
people.  Now,  1  feel  that  it  is  the  dnty  of 
a  Government,  when  proposals  of  this  kind 
are  made  to  them,  to  state  distinctly  what 
is  their  opinion  upon  those  proposals. 
Doubtful,  ambiguous  language  whicn  may 
lead  to  misconceptions  of  the  intention  oJF 
Government,  is  not  true  humanity  on  sueh 
nn  occasion,  hut  it  is  most  likely  to  lead  to 
deplorable  results.  I  trust,  therefore,  that 
it  will  not  be  thought  inconsistent  with 
true  humanity  an  the  part  of  the  Gorem- 
n  I  cut.  or  with  an  anxious  desire  to  do  good 
to  Ireland,  that  I  am  every  day  more  < 
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of  the  Government  to  do  for  Ireland  that 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  pointed  out 
as  the  proper  course  for  us  to  pursue,  hut 
that  it  is  not  possihle  or  practicahle  if  we 
wished  it.  Under  the  circumstances  of 
this  peculiar  case,  the  Government  and  this 
country  have  taken  an  unusual  and  extra- 
ordinary course,  that  it  would  have  been 
totally  unjustifiable  for  any  Government  to 
have  taken  under  other  circumstances. 
Following  in  the  steps  of  our  predecessors, 
we  have  attempted  to  employ  the  people 
of  Ireland — a  task  which  is  beyond  and 
not  belonging  to  the  functions  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  which  no  Government  could 
carry  into  eifect  without  an  abundance  of 
abuses  and  many  evils  arising.  For  my 
own  part,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  entered  on 
that  course  not  blind  to  the  inevitable  rise 
of  those  abuses  and  evils,  and  I  ventured 
to  point  out  what  those  abuses  and  evils 
would  be;  but,  nevertheless,  I  thought  it 
was  best  upon  the  whole  to  adopt  that 
course  for  the  relief  of  those  miseries  of 
Ireland  which  I  thought  it  was  impossible 
for  any  Government  of  this  country,  in  the 
nineteenth  century,  to  sit  by  and  see  in- 
creasing without  some  attempt  at  relieving. 
Sir,  I  do  not  regret  that  we  did  so.  I 
know  now  that  the  attention  of  the  House 
and  of  the  public  has  been  aroused  to  the 
state  of  Ireland;  that  if  we  had  allowed 
pestilence  aud  famine  to  walk  unchecked 
and  without  any  attempt  to  impede  them, 
in  my  opinion  there  would  have  been  a  cry 
of  indignation  and  horror  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other,  condemning  the 
Government  for  having  pursued  that  course. 
But  circumstances  have  occurred  that  have 
rendered  it  impracticable  to  go  on  with  the 
present  system  of  public  works.  The  first 
consideration  is,  that  they  have  grown  to 
such  a  magnitude  as  to  have  become  wholly 
uncontrollable  and  unmanageable.  My 
noble  Friend  told  you  the  other  night  that 
we  were  now  doing  what  I  believe  is  un- 
precedented in  the  history  of  the  world, 
cniploving  no  fewer  than  700,000  persons 
on  pul)lic  works,  controlled  and  paid  by  a 
central  body;  and  here  let  me  stop  for  a 
moment  to  do  that  justice  which  has  not  yet 
boon  fully  done  to  a  most  deserving  public 
body — the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland.  I 
believe  that  nothing  but  the  unwearied  di- 
ligence, the  spirit,  energy,  and  activity  of 
the  officers  of  that  board  would  have  en- 
abled them  to  discharge  the  duties  set  bo- 
fore  them ;  they  have  managed  by  inces- 
sant exertions  and  the  most  anxious  care 
to  keep  the  system  in  good  order  without 
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any  general  or  manifest  abuse;  but  it  has 
not  been  possible  wholly  to  accomplish 
that  object.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny has  adverted  to  a  most  moment- 
ous subject.  Wo  have  arrived  at  a  time 
when  labour  must  be  applied  to  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  soil  in  Ireland,  if  we  do 
not  mean  to  sec  the  same  events  as  at  pre- 
sent occurring  next  year.  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  the  employment  of 
this  great  body  of  people  on  the  public 
works  is  inconsistent  with  cultivating  the 
soil.  Every  account  from  Ireland  convinces 
me  that  there  would  have  been  no  possi- 
bility of  getting  the  pe(^le  to  apply  them- 
selves to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  if  the 
system  of  public  works  were  continued. 
Have  we  then  attempted  to  do  that?  Not 
at  all;  we  have  substituted  another  system 
for  the  system  of  public  works,  which  we 
believe  is  more  calculated  to  meet  the  evils 
of  the  present  time;  and  we  have  asked 
the  House  to  agree  to  a  system,  not  of 
supplying  labour,  but  of  supplying  food  to 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  The  Irish 
Government  are  now  employed  in  arrang- 
ing those  complicated  measures  which  are 
necessary  to  carry  out  that  altered  system. 
Do  I  say  that  the  new  system  is  not  liable 
to  abuse  ?  I  do  not.  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  Government  will  find  some  evils  to 
arise  out  of  their  attempt  to  supply  food, 
as  they  found  some  to  arise  out  of  their 
attempt  to  supply  labour  to  the  people.  It 
cannot  be  otherwise,  because  it  is  not 
within  the  functions  of  a  Government  to 
supply  food  any  more  than  employment  to 
its  subjects.  There  will  bo  great  abuse, 
I  am  convinced;  but  it  is  no  reason  because 
there  will  be  abuse  that  we  are  not  to  do 
what  we  can  for  the  relief  of  the  evib  of 
Ireland;  and  I  believe  that  from  the 
system  last  adopted,  there  will,  on  the 
whole,  bo  found  to  arise  the  least  amount 
of  evil  with  the  greatest  amount  of  bene- 
fit. The  House  may  depend  upon  it 
we  shall  do  all  we  can  to  prevent  abuse; 
and,  in  doing  that,  we  shall  be  assisted  bj 
the  relief  commiteee,  at  the  head  of  which 
is  Sir  J.  Burgoyne,  who  with  such  devotion 
tendered  his  services  to  the  Government 
— we  shall  do  all  we  can  to  check  abuse; 
but  I  should  not  deal  fairly  with  the  House 
if  I  said  that  I  expected  we  shall  be  able 
to  feed  the  great  mass  of  the  people  with- 
out abuses,  any  more  than  we  were  able  to 
employ  the  people  without  abuses.  My  ex- 
cuse is  this,  that  it  is  not  fit  for  a  Chris- 
tian Government  or  a  Christian  Legisla- 
ture to  see  their  fellow-creatnres  swept 
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from  the  land  by  famine  and  pestilence 
without  doing  what  they  could  to  check 
and  control  the  progress  of  the  calamity. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  oulti- 
rate  the  soil  of  Ireland  by  the  direct  inter- 
ference of  the  Government.  I  will  deal 
frankly  with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  tell 
him  that  would  be  impossible.  I  believe 
the  attempt — for  it  would  be  only  an  at- 
tempt— ^to  do  it  would  lead  to  failure,  and 
would  paralyse  the  energies  of  Ireland.  In- 
deed,  it  would  be  nothing  but  a  failure.  I 
think,  therefore,  it  most  fair  to  him  and 
other  Irish  Gentlemen  to  say  at  once,  that 
I  altogether  declincf,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  undertake  that  which  is  alto- 
gether beyond  the  functions  of  a  Govern- 
ment, and  could  only  lead  to  mischief.  I 
say  the  same  with  respect  to  the  supply  of 
seed.  To  supply  seed  to  a  whole  people,  is 
that  which  no  Government  can  undertake 
to  do.  I  say  that  the  provision  of  seed  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  would  cripple 
private  enterprise,  and  lead  to  irreparable 
mischief.  I  have  had  remonstrances  and 
letters  from  all  parts  of  Ireland  from  seeds- 
men, in  respect  to  the  seeds  for  green 
crops,  of  which  they  have  laid  in  great 
stocks;  large  quantities  of  seeds  of  this 
kind  have  been  accumulated  in  the  principal 
towns  of  Ireland  to  meet  the  spring  de- 
mand; and  that  I  regard  as  a  most  striking 
instance  of  what  can  be  done  by  indivi- 
dual exertions,  as  contrasted  with  what  a 
Government  can  do  in  a  question  of  this 
kind.  With  regard  to  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil,  it  is  impossible  to  overrate  the  im- 
portance of  making  every  effort  for  pre- 
paring the  soil  for  the  crops.  I  believe 
that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  every  exer- 
tion is  made  by  the  landlords  in  order  to 
encourage  their  tenants  to  cultivate  and 
sow  the  land;  but  I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged 
to  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
that  there  are  parts  of  Ireland  where,  I 
fear,  that  duty  will  be  neglected.  I  know 
very  well  what  is  the  crippled  condition 
of  many  Irish  proprietors  just  at  present; 
I  know  that  it  is  unjust  to  nsk  them  to  do 
that  which  it  is  impossible  they  should  do 
at  the  j)resent  moment;  but  I  hoj)e  that 
both  from  motives  of  present  interest  and 
of  patriotism  they  will  bo  willing  to  do 
that  which  irt  in  their  power  for  the  encour- 
ac^ement  of  their  tenants  in  this  respect. 
When  we  consider  how  much  of  Ireland  is 
held  in  small  holdinc^s,  nntl  how  many  there 
are  who  have  lost  the  whole  of  their  small 
stock  of  potatoes,  and  how  incapable  they 
are  of  obtaining  seed,  I  do  hope  that  every 


exertion  will  be  made  in  their  favour  \tj  the 
Irish  proprietors.  I  do  not,  howerer,  rdj 
entirely  on  that;  but  I  hope  that  what  the 
Government  has  already  done  with  the 
sanction  of  the  House,  will  produce  a  reiy 
considerable  effect.  The  principle  of  tbal 
measure  is,  that  relief  shall  no  loiter  be 
given  in  wages,  but  in  food ;  and  I  hope 
that  the  result  of  it  will  be,  that  men  wno 
have  received  that  food  which  ia  to  Boatain 
them,  will  go  either  on  to  their  own  land*  or 
on  to  the  land  of  the  fanner,  and  there  en- 
deavour, for  wages,  to  earn  iheir  fnture 
subsistence;  and  I  do  assure  the  House. 
that  it  will  be  the  business  of  the  Oorem- 
ment  to  endeavour  to  ascertain  tiie  real 
circumstances  of  those  who  apply  to  them 
for  relief  in  food,  and  to  take  care,  aa  far 
as  they  can,  that  the  population  shall  not 
neglect  the  cultivation  of  the  land  fat  an 
attendance  upon  the  soup-kitchen.  I  think 
it  would  be  most  dangerous  that  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  should  be  encouraged  to 
live  in  idleness;  but  I  think  ther  will  feel 
they  ought  to  labour  when  at  the  paUie 
charge  they  have  been  receiving  food  in 
order  to  enable  them  to  subsist  in  the 
meantime.  I  will  read  to  the  House  an 
extract  from  a  letter  which  happened  to  he 
put  into  my  hands  just  before  I  came  down, 
as  I  think  it  will  illustrate  the  manner  in 
which  checking  the  public  works  will  ope- 
rate. Major  Fitzgerald,  inspecting  oflfieer 
of  relief  in  the  county  of  Clare,  says,  in 
his  report  of  the  week  ending  Saturday. 
February  27,  1847,  with  respect  to  the 
baronies  of  Upper  Tulla  and  Upper  Bun- 
ralty: — 

'*  For  the  first  time  I  havo  the  pleatare  of  le- 
portin«;  that  thin  week  I  Hato  seen  tillage  in  pn^ 
fnrsn  in  niT  district.  Some  of  the  workmoi  iMiTe 
left  the  roadn  to  now  their  wheat  and  oatt.  I  wm 
aiding  this  salutary  movement  in  every  way  I  can. 
I  liavc  Htniek  off  from  the  relief  lists,  this  week, 
iipwnnln  of  1.200  names,  and  shall  prohablj  get 
rid  of  more  next  week.  Two  of  the  eomniitteet 
hav(>  eomplained  to  me,  that,  in  consequence  of  tki 
public;  works,  theru  is  a  difficulty  in  getting  bonM 
for  iann  labour.  I  have  requested  the  enginecn 
to  dispense  as  much  as  possible  with  hmt  li^ 
liour." 

Sir,  I  do  not  know  that  I  need  treepaia 
further  on  the  patience  of  the  House;  Imt 
the  hon.  Gentleman  reminds  me  that  I 
have  not  referred  yet  to  what  he  said  on 
th(>  subject  of  absenteeism.  1  assure  him 
that  I  am  not  more  in  love  vith  absenteeiam 
than  he  i.s.  There  are  many  absentee!* 
however,  some  of  whom  1  have  the  hononr 
of  knowing,  that  mo»t  honourably  bave 
done  their  duty;  but  I  will  not  compare 
anything  that  can  be  done  by  an  i ' 
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with  that  which  it  is  in  the  power  of  a  re- 
sident Irish  landlord  to  do,  for  he  is  ahle 
to  encourage  and  support  those  around  him 
both  by  his  example  and  his  advice.  Some 
absentee  landlords,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
sadly  and  shamefully  neglect  their  duty; 
and  I  know  many  instances,  like  those 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  where 
the  resident  proprietors  have  come  forward 
with  their  time  and  their  money  to  assist 
their  distressed  neighbours,  and  where  they 
have  owners  of  a  very  considerable  property 
held  in  the  disti*ict  who  refuse  to  come  for- 
ward with  anything  whatever  to  relieve  the 
destitute  of  the  place.  I  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  I  agree  with  him  in  thinking  that 
the  proper  place  for  an  Irish  landlord,  under 
the  present  circumstances  of  that  country, 
is  in  Ireland ;  but  I  must  say,  that  if  a 
sense  of  their  duty  to  their  dependents  and 
of  their  public  duty  to  their  country  does  not 
operate  with  them  to  produce  that  effect,  I 
am  afraid  that  a  resolution  of  this  House 
would  have  very  little  efficacy  to  bring 
about  that  result.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  landlord  and  tenant,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Government  has  attended  to 
the  subject  of  the  improvement  of  the 
relations  between  lancUord  and  tenant; 
and  though  I  do  not  adopt  the  notions 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  fully  aware 
that  it  is  a  subject  of  vast  importance,  and 
I  can  assure  him  that  it  is  one  that  has  not 
escaped  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
Before  I  sit  down  I  may  say  that  I  have 
very  great  satisfaction  in  finding  that 
many  proprietors  in  Ireland  are  entering 
into  engagements  with  their  tenants  for 
advancing  them  seed,  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  cultivate  their  small  holdings,  the 
tenants  being  bound  to  give  them  a  Hen  on 
the  next  crop.  I  think  that  is  an  admi- 
rable arrangement,  and  I  hope  the  land- 
lords will  adopt  it  extensively.  I  think  it 
will  not  be  prudent  to  touch  such  a  sub- 
ject by  means  of  a  legal  enactment,  for  I 
am  convinced  it  will  be  much  better  to 
leave  it  to  be  arranged  between  the  land* 
lord  and  tenant;  and  I  certainly  hope  that 
the  arrangements  I  have  mentioned  will 
be  extensively  adopted  in  Ireland.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  tjentleman  that  the  sub- 
jects to  which  he  has  referred  have  deeply 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  Government ; 
and  if  I  do  not  adopt  his  suggestions  it  is 
because  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  for  tiie 
interests  of  Ireland  that  the  Government 
should  do  so,  these  not  being  questiona  in 
which  a  Government  can  profitably  inter- 
fere. 


Mb.  SHAW  Baid,  that  h»  shoiild  htm 
concurred  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  (ICr. 
J.  O'Connell),  who  had  introduced  the  X0 
eussion,  on  the  advisability  of  employing 
the  labouring  population,  now  oigi^ged  <» 
the  public  works  in  Ireland,  in  the  tillajKe 
of  the  land,  were  it  only  practicable.  Be 
must,  however,  frankly  say  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  practicable;  but  that,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
had  stated,  if  the  Government  made  anj 
such  attempt,  it  could  only  lead  to  disin- 

S ointment,  and  result  in  failure.  The 
uties  of  the  present  board  had  been  suffi- 
ciently onerous  and  complicated  in  admi- 
nistering the  public  works  of  Ireland ;  but 
what  would  these  difficultiee  be,  if  a  boazd 
were  appointed  for  the  puUio  £uminff  of 
the  entire  eountry  ?  So  with  regara  to 
seed,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Labouchere),  ih^  to  give  seed 
com  on  a  scale  oommensurato  with  the 
wants  of  Ireland  would  be  impossiUe;  and 
to  hold  out  the  hope  could  <mly  imise  ex- 
pectations which  eould  not  be  realized,  and 
would  tend  to  paralyse  individual  exertions. 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  must  advert  to  a 
subject  which  had  been  uiged  upon  iiie 
Government  in  the  eariy  part  of  the  even- 
ing, in  the  shape  of  not  very  r^p^ular  qoea- 
tions — ^he  meant  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  and  otter  hon. 
Members — ^that  the  Government  dKmld 
name  an  early  day  simultaneously  and 
peremptorily  to  put  a  stop  to  the  pnblie 
works  throughout  Ireland.  Sneh  a  step 
would  be  fraught  with  the  utoiost  enuHkf 
and  danger.  Did  those  hon.  Mcmben 
oonnder,  that  if ,  as  the  noUe  Lord  (Lofd 
J.  RusseU)  had  steted  that  night,  them 
were  700,000  men  emptoved  upon  thoea 
works,  that  made  about  tnree  mUfioDS  rf 
persons  dependiiu^  upon  the  wages  earned 
at  those  works  for  tneir  subsistenee;  and 
if  that  was  suddenly  stopped,  what  was  to 
beeomeof  that  mass  of  persons?  He  had 
lately  reoeiTed  a  letter  from  a  very  aetive 
chairman  of  a  relief  committee  an  ex- 
traet  from  which,  bearing  on  the  point  ef 
that  difficulty  of  tranntion  from  the  pafaBo 
works  to  the  ordinary  ooei^petions  ef  the 
people,  and  also  as  to  the  mereadng  dia- 
tress  amongst  them,  was  as  IbDowa : — 

"  I  do  not  believe  tbm  is  ua  Isbonr  nUsf 
eommittoe  hi  IMsad  wUsh  Imb  imd  ths  ria^ 


iMt  diAoiiltf  hi  amlyiog  ths  flnsNfs  with  la. 
boaran  firam  Ommo  ttki7  had  not  ceomftreaths 
vnbUo  works.  We  ooiiU  mrtaMj  hafe  done  so 
here,  even  wfasie  bo  eottitrtsneakt  exist.  Eviij 
ons  who  knows  the  stete  of  tUms  latlib  I 
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Mr.  M.  BELLEW  said,  that  when  fha 
Poor  Law  was  passed  it  would  do  more 
than  anything  else  for  the  improrement  of 
Ireland ;  and  he  could  not  concur  in  the 
suggestions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kfl- 
kennj,  believing  that  his  proposals  were  im- 
practicable, and  that  if  they  were  practicable 
they  were  not  desirable.  The  difficultj  of 
any  arrangement  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant would  be  a  great  obstacle  to  any  such 
works  as  were  now  proposed  from  being 
carried  on.  He  was  not  one  who  tboaght 
that  the  public  works  had  been  altogether 
unserviceable ;  and  if  they  were,  all  were 
responsible  for  them,  and  not  the  Gorem- 
mcnt  alone.  The  present  calamity  was 
like  a  fire  or  an  inundation ;  and  therefore 
it  was  fair  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  reliere 
it :  this,  in  his  opinion,  had  been  done 
by  tho  10,000,000Z.,  and  he  did  hope 
that,  though  they  did  not  accede  to  tliia 
suggestion,  the  quantity  of  land  which 
would  remain  untilled  would  be  very  imalL 

Mr.  FITZGERALD  thought  that  the 
people  employed  should  be  changed  from 
the  public  works  and  turned  upon  the  land. 
It  must  be  three  weeks  or  a  month  before 
the  Bills  now  before  the  House  would  he- 
come  law;  and  in  the  interval  he  asked 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  employ 
the  people  in  tilling  the  land  than  in  unpro- 
ductive works  ?  Every  one  who  had  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  was  convinced  that  the  Gorem- 
ment  had  done  their  utmost  to  benefit  the 
people  of  Ireland;  but  it  would  be  impos- 
sible fur  the  greatest  exertions  of  tho 
landlords  to  make  up  for  what  was  lost ; 
and  he  thought  that  the  Relief  Commia- 
sioiiors  should  have  power  to  select  worka 
on  the  land,  and  he  did  not  see  any  diffi- 
culty in  taking  a  certain  number  of  handa 
from  the  public  works  and  securing  the 
crops  for  the  present  year.  In  a  letter, 
dated  the  1st  of  March,  it  was  stated  that 
tho  land  for  ton  miles  round  Limerick,  on 
both  sides  of  the  road,  was  uncultiTatcd; 
and  it  was  not  too  late  now  to  supply  the 
dcficiencv,  though  it  would  \te  if  they 
waited  till  all  the  Bills  passed.  Then, 
with  respect  to  a  supply  of  seed,  he 
thought  that  desirable,  because  the  farmers 
had  been  living  on  their  seed  com,  on  tho 
faith  that  the  GoviTument  would  render 
assistance.  The  resident  landlords  had 
(lone  all  in  thoir  ]M)wer,  and  more  than 
they  could  woll  afford,  to  relieve  the  dis- 
tress. He  re<;retted  that  the  non-resident 
had  not  equally  as>iHted,  for  he  agreed  with 
tiic  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  no  turn  thej 


labour  population  is  to  find  employment.  Occa- 
sional days  will  not  do :  a  man  cannot  even  half 
live,  which  is  all  they  are  able  to  do  now,  without 
weekly  wages.  The  distress  has  greatly  increased 
— tho  people  have  used  every  means  to  keep 
afloat ;  pawned  every  article  they  possessed, 
almost  to  their  clothes.  They  then  went  in  debt — 
now  all  &ils  them — every  saleable  article  is  gone— 
80  is  their  credit,  and  this  while  tho  public  works 
are  going  on." 

Again — 

"  Any  one  who  has  had  practical  experience  of 
relief  committees,  knows  the  almost  insurmount- 
able diflSculty  of  selecting  proper  objects  for  re- 
commendation to  the  public  works  ;  but  now  that 
the  temptation  to  fraud  will  bo  so  muoh  greater, 
that  diflSculty  will  be  considerably  increased,  and 
I  believe  almost  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in 
the  district  will  apply  for  relief— and  not  consider 
it  a  disgrace  to  exist  upon  charity." 

The  whole  case  was  indeed  truly  difficult 
of  solution.  It  would  be  ungracious  to 
blame  the  Goyemment,  who,  he  believed, 
had  done  their  utmost  to  meet  the  emer- 
gency. Ho  cordially  joined  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell) 
in  acknowledging  the  munificent  liberality 
of  the  people  of  England.  He  was  glad 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the 
proceedings  of  a  committee  in  Sligo,  pre- 
sided over  by  tho  Dean  of  Achonry,  in 
which  ample  justice  was  done  to  the  exer- 
tions of  the  resident  gentry  of  Ireland, 
where  it  was  stated — and  he  was  per- 
suaded it  was  but  a  fair  sample  of  tho 
country  generally — that  not  less  than  fif- 
teen shillings  in  the  pound  of  their  in- 
comes had,  one  way  or  other,  been  lately 
spent  in  alleviating  the  suflferings  by  which 
they  were  surrounded.  It  was  true  that 
the  Labour-rate  Act  on  which  they  had 
been  acting,  and  the  Temporary  Relief  Act 
that  was  then  substituted  for  it,  had  been 
open  to  many  theoretical  objections,  and 
were  necessarily  exj)osed  to  many  practical 
abuses  ;  but  it  had  not  been  a  matter  of 
choice :  dire  necessity  was  their  justifi- 
cation; and  if  that  was  said  to  be  the 
tyrant's  plea,  famine  had  been  the  tyrant, 
and  it  had  driven  them  to  the  alternative 
of  adopting  some  such  measures  to  satisfy 
the  exigency  of  the  moment,  or  of  suffering 
thousands — it  might  be  millions — of  the 
people  to  perish  of  want.  lie  could  only 
again  say,  in  conclusion,  that  he  could  not 
in  fairness  attempt  to  fix  upon  the  (Jovem- 
ment  the  responsibility  of  tilling  or  sowing 
i]u\  Innd  in  Irohind  :  he  couhl  only  hope 
that  the  relief  conimittoes  might  be  Mo 
to  fitimulato  th(»  peo])l(»  to  the  cultivation 
of  the  soil,  and  to  adopt  such  means  as 
might  best  help  thcni  tlirough  the  present 
calamitous  crisis. 
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could  send  to  Ireland  could  compensate  the 
Irish  tenantry  for  their  non-residence;  and 
he  would  compel  all  the  landlords  to  re- 
side during  the  next  six  months  on  their 
estates,  and  not  leave  those  who  were  resi- 
dent alone  to  contend  with  the  distress. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  statement  made  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend;  but  the  argument  used  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
for  the  purpose  of  inducing  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  reconsider  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  induces  me 
to  rise,  not  so  much  to  attempt  to  argue 
the  question,  but  to  declare  what  is  the 
opinion  and  determination  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  this  subject.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  expressed  a  hope  that  we  should 
interfere,  and  should  undertake  the  tillage 
and  sowing  of  the  land.  He  says  that  this 
is  the  time,  and  that  very  soon  the  oppor- 
tunity will  be  lost.  At  the  same  time  the 
hon.  Gentleman  gives  us  what  I  should 
think  was  a  very  strong  warning  against 
taking  such  a  course,  by  stating  what  has 
been  the  effect  of  the  determination  I  some 
time  ago  declared,  that  50,0002.  should  be 
given  for  seed.  I  had  hoped  that  the 
small  amount  of  that  sum  would  obviously 
only  be  applied  to  particular  cases;  and,  as 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  said  it  would  not 
buy  25,000  quarters  of  oats,  that  it  would 
prevent  any  extravagant  hopes  being  raised. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  num- 
bers of  farmers  have  consumed  their  seed 
com,  beUeving  that  they  might  obtain  seed 
from  the  Government.  If  such  were  the 
result  of  that  declaration,  what  would  be 
the  effect  if  the  Gpvemment  were  to  say 
that  the  tillage  and  sowing  of  the  land  of 
Ireland  should  be  undertaken  by  the  Go- 
vernment ?  Would  it  not  put  an  immediate 
stop  to  all  the  ordinary  means  of  tillage  at 
this  moment  ?  Woidd  not  every  farmer  and 
labourer  wait,  expecting  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  undertake  the  whole  ?  and  the 
number  of  1,100  officers,  even  if  they  were 
multiplied  ton  times,  would  be  found  unable 
to  imdertake  so  gigantic  an  operation. 
And  what  would  be  the  end  of  our  pro- 
posing to  do  so?  I  think  it  is  therefore 
necessary  that  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  understood.  We  lament 
very  much  that  in  certain  instances,  in  cer- 
tain districts,  tillage  has  not  proceeded; 
but  I  have  still  a  great  hope  that  that  til- 
lage will  be  found  much  more  general  than 
hitherto  expected;  but  the  only  gronnd 
upon  which  I  rest  that  opinion  is  tiie  well- 
understood  intention  of  the  QoTeramenl 


not  to  interfere,  expecting  the  landlordi, 
fanners,  and  labourers,  wiu  undertake  the 
tillage  and  sowing  of  the  land  for  ihein- 
selves.  I  win  not  now  enter  into  the  quee- 
tion  of  absentees,  and  other  subjects,  thiiik- 
ing  it  better  to  discuss  them  when  they 
come  more  inmiediately  before  the  House. 

Mb.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  he  had 
no  intention  of  detuning  the  House ;  but 
he  felt  bound  to  say,  he  conenrred  fidlj  in 
one  sentiment  which  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  namely,  tibat  suffi^ant 
justice  had  not  been  done  to  the  gentlemea 
who  composed  the  Board  of  Works.  BeaHj» 
when  the  House  considered  the  immeaae» 
and  complicated,  and  onerous  duties  iheie 
gentlemen  had  to  perform — when  it  oon- 
sidered  the  enormous  responsibilitj  oon^ 
nected  with  the  superintendence  of  nM«e 
than  700,000  labourers— 4he  tendencr  to 
abuse,  and,  on  the  whole  the  quiet  and  oiv 
derly  conduct  of  so  large  a  masa,  it  WM 
impossible  not  to  feel  that  the  highest 
praise  was  due  to  these  gentlemen  for  their 
abiUty  and  conduct  on  such  an  emergeoqf. 
He  was  anxious  also  to  state,  that  he  eon- 
curred  fully  in  the  opinions  expressed  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 
the  right  hon.  Secretuy  for  Ireland,  in  re- 
spect of  the  inexpediency  of  Oorenunent 
widertaking  to  emj^oy  people  to  tiU  the 
land  in  Ireland,  ne  knew  there  waa  % 
strong  feeling  on  this  subject  m  that  eoon- 
try;  but  when  the  Goyemmont  eame  for- 
ward and  declared  their  intention  of  taking 
a  eoorse  which  might  be  nnpopolar  in  re* 
fusing  to  till  the  land,  beeanse  diey  thooght 
that  an  opposite  course  would  really  ag- 
giavate  the  evils  of  the  cpuntrfi  he,  enter- 
tainmg  the  same  opinion^  felt  bound  to  gal 
up  and  say  so,  aim  take  his  share  of  tlie 
unpopularity  of  such  a  statement.  He  had 
no  doubt,  in  his  own  mind,  that  if  Qorem- 
ment  was  to  announce  an  intention  of  «a- 
dertaking  works  of  tillage,  the  eCeot  wonld 
be  to  paralyse  and  suspend  the  tilhge  of 
the  country,  instead  of  promoting  it  The 
rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  had  reeon 
arrangements  being  made  hefeween 
lords  and  tenants,  by  whieh  the  kndkvl 
might  tin  the  tenant's  land  lor  ldm«  aad 
repay  himself  in  harrest.  He  believed  tliflv# 
was  a  disposition  on  the  part,  both  rf  had- 
lords  and  tenants,  in  many  parte  of  Im- 
land,  to'  make  soeh  arrangements.  Bm 
was  afinaid,  howerer,  the  modB  were  n»- 


tiUed  to  a  modli  greater  extent  than  some 
lemedtA  imagine.  He  hud 


hon.  Members  i 

himself  a  great  many  letlsn..oniiw  iob^ 
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jeot;  but  he  would  not  dotain  the  House 
by  reading  thorn.  But  where  tenants  would 
not  conscut  to  make  arrangements  with 
their  landlords,  there  were  great  difficulties 
in  the  way;  and  there  was  also  another 
class  of  cases  which  he  feared  would  be 
found  numerous  in  the  west  of  Ireland,  he 
meant  cases  in  which  cottier  tenants  or 
small  farmers  abandoned  their  land  alto- 
gether. In  none  of  these  cases  had  the 
landlord  or  any  parties  the  power  of  enter- 
ing upon  the  lands  so  abandoned.  The 
law  did  not  afford  the  moans  of  doing  so 
by  any  easy  process.  Now,  he  thought 
something  might  be  doue  to  meet  those 
cases.  lie  knew  it  was  a  difficult  matter, 
and  he  would  be  sorry  to  give  any  advan- 
tage as  against  the  poor  cottier  at  a  time 
like  the  present;  but  he  thought  a  power 
should  rest  somewhere,  either  in  the  land- 
lord or  in  the  relief  committee,  or  in  the 
petty  sessions,  to  let  the  land  so  abandoned 
for  the  next  crop,  perhaps  to  the  adjoining 
farmer,  as  conacre  for  the  tenant;  and  that 
after  next  harvest  a  certain  portion  of  the 
crop  should  be  apportioned  to  him  as  a 
payment  for  the  use  of  the  land. 

Mr.  B.  E SCOTT  was  quite  sure,  that 
all  those  hen.  Members  who  had  listened 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  would 
give  him  credit  for  his  anxiety  to  do  every- 
thing that  was  iu  his  power  to  mitigate 
the  distressing  evils  which  at  present 
pressed  upon  the  people  of  Ireland.  He 
must,  however,  say  that  the  longer  he  had 
been  listening  to  these  painful  details,  the 
more  was  he  inclined  to  make  up  his  mind 
to  the  conclusion,  that,  instead  of  any  ex- 
traordinary measures  of  this  kind  being 
calculated  to  confer  any  real  or  permanent 
benelit  upon  Ireland,  they  were  more  likely 
to  do  harm  than  good.  He  was  inclined 
to  believe,  from  all  that  he  had  lieanl,  that 
the  only  true  measure  to  which  they  could 
trust,  was  that  of  giving  every  facility  to 
the  importation  of  food  from  all  parts  of 
the  world.  They  should  also  inculcate  the 
uh8«)luto  necessity  of  observing  the  strictest 
economy  upon  nil  classes  of  the  <'ommunity 
in  the  consumption  of  food.  That  part  of 
the  suhjeet  was,  he  lM»lieve«l.  not  considered 
with  that  care  whieh  it  deserved.  The 
hon.  Member  f«)r  Kilkenny  saiil,  with  the 
utmost  apparent  Rine«»rity,  that  they  could 
nut  economise  in  Ireland.  |Mr.  J.  ()*('nN- 
NKLI. :  I  said  w«»  have  ncjthing  to  eeon<i- 
mise.]  Yes;  but  they  had  something  to 
economise.  Did  they  not  know  that  every 
bushel  of  wheat  made  into  whcaten  bread 


might  be  extended  to  doable  the  quantity 
if  it  were  made  into  a  much  more  whole- 
some and  nutritious  article  of  BubBistence  ? 
Would  not  that  be  economy  ?  ThoBe  who 
had  examined  this  subject,  stated  that  they 
could  make  from  two  bushels  of  wheat,  by 
economical  management,  as  much  and 
more  nutritious  broad,  than  was  generally 
made  by  the  ordinary  mode  out  of  three 
bushels.  They  would  be  thus  saving  at 
least  one-third  of  the  wheat  that  was  at 
present  generally  consumed  in  bread.  The 
House  must  acknowledge  that  a  saving  by 
this  means  of  one-third  of  this  farinaoeouB 
food  would  be  the  greatest  blessing  that 
could  possibly  be  conferred  upon  the  inha- 
bitants of  Ireland.  It  was  one  of  the  moat 
admirable  dispensations  of  Nature,  that  the 
most  wholesome  food  from  wheat  was  made 
by  the  waste  known  by  the  namo  of  whoat- 
bran  when  brought  into  the  manufacture  of 
bread.  The  coarsest  of  bran  with  the 
finest  of  flour  made  the  best  and  most 
wholesome  bread  that  man  conld  conBumo. 
When  they  considered  that  last  Monday 
wheat  was  76«.  a  quarter  in  Mark-lane, 
tho  necessity  for  adopting  this  courao  was 
the  greater,  so  that  the  present  scarcity 
might  not  be  still  further  aggravated. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

lIARBOrilS  OF  REFUGE. 
Mr.  rice  took  the  opportunity  of  re- 
minding the  Government  of  the  propriety 
of  improving  their  harbours,  particularly 
upon  the  southern  coast  of  England.  The 
French  Government  had  proved  themsclTeB 
very  active  in  this  respect,  in  the  improve- 
ments that  had  been  recently  effected  in 
Calais  and  other  harbours.  He  trusted  that 
that  feeling  of  pride  for  their  naval  supe- 
riority would  induce  the  Government  to 
devote  their  immediate  attention  to  this 
subject.  He  knew  he  would  be  told  that 
this  was  not  the  time  for  entertaining  Buch 
a  subject,  because  of  the  vast  expenditure 
that  they  were  obliged  to  encounter  under 
tho  present  disastrous  state  of  Ireland; 
hut  he  still  did  not  think  that  this  subject 
eould  bi'  with  safety  nuieh  longer  delayed, 
and  he  ecmld  only  express  his  surprise  that 
it  had  not  been  before  attended  to. 

.sriM'I.Y— ORUNA.NCE   KSTIMATES. 

House  in  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Colon KL  ANSON  said,  that  in  moTing 
the  Onlnance  Estimates  for  the  service  of 
the  ensuing  year,  he  wished  it  had  been  in 
his  power  to  propose  estimates  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  viewB  of  the  hon.  Oon- 
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tleman  tlio  Member  for  Coventry,  than 
those  before  the  House ;  but  he  hoped  that 
that  hon.  Member  would  not  give  an  un- 
willing assent  to  them,  provided  he  could 
show  that  they  were  both  necessary  and 
unavoidable.  He  was  a  strong  advocate  for 
economy;  and  however  blameable  it  might 
bo  at  any  time  to  disregard  that  principle, 
it  would  be  peculiarly  so  at  the  present 
moment,  when  there  were  so  many  demands 
upon  the  country.  He  believed,  however, 
that  there  was  as  much  economy  in  the 
application  of  means  as  in  providing  them. 
On  a  former  occasion,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  had  said,  that  he  would  allow 
these  estimates  to  pass  without  objection ; 
he  taking  it  as  a  matter  of  course  that 
they  must  follow  the  Navy  and  Army  Es- 
timates ;  and  that  he  would  content  himself 
with  entering  a  protest  against  them :  he 
would,  however,  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Williams),  who  represented  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  that  he  had  no  wish 
to  avail  himself  of  that  forbearance ;  but 
that  if  any  hon.  Member  objected  to  any 
one  of  the  items,  he  hoped  to  be  able  sa- 
tisfactorily to  prove,  that  these  estimates 
had  not  been  prepared  without  due  con- 
sideration and  every  regard  to  economy, 
and  the  efficiency  of  the  service.  The 
gross  estimate  for  the  ensuing  year  for  the 
ordnance  service,  was  2,679,157^. ;  for 
1846-7,  it  was  2,543,569Z.— the  increase, 
therefore,  was  135,588Z.  It  would  be 
seen,  on  reference  to  the  notes  in  the  ab- 
stract of  the  votes,  that  with  regard  to 
three  items  a  considerable  reduction  had 
been  made  last  year,  in  order  to  have  a  bet- 
ter arrangement,  by  only  voting  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  year  a  sum  of  money  actually  to 
be  paid  within  the  year.  The  reduction 
so  made,  amounted  to  67,299?.  ;  and  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  deduct  that  sum 
from  the  apparent  increase  over  the  last 
year,  and  that  would  leave  only  68,289?. 
as  the  actual  increase.  The  first  vote  he 
should  ask  from  the  House  was  for  the 
pay,  allowances,  and  contingencies  of  the 
ordnance  military  corps.  That  vote  was 
617,239?.  For  1846-7,  it  was  575,675?.; 
being  an  increase  of  41 ,564?.  Under  that 
head  were  three  services — the  engineers, 
the  sappers  and  miners,  and  the  corps  of 
royal  artillery.  Upon  the  first  of  these, 
there  appeared  to  be  an  increase  of  5,928?. 
That  did  not  arise  from  any  increase  in  the 
establishment,  but  from  the  additional  em- 
ployment of  the  engineer  officers ;  and  it 
was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say,  that  when 
those  officers  were  employed  or  called  upon 


to  undertake  public  duties,  their  efficiency 
was  such  that  he  believed,  notwithstanding 
the  expense,  the  public  were  fully  compen- 
sated by  the  great  utility  of  their  Bervice, 
and  the  knowledge  and  experience  they 
displayed  in  it.  It  being  a  matter  of  no- 
toriety, that  whether  in  peace  or  in  war 
the  corps  of  engineers  were  pre-eminent 
for  all  those  qualities  which  could  be  ap- 
plied to  useful  purposes,  he  was  confident 
that  there  was  no  Member  of  that  House, 
nor  any  person  out  of  it,  who  would  grudge 
them  the  remuneration  which  was  due  to 
their  merits.  He  might  say  as  much  for 
the  sappers  and  miners  ;  or,  perhaps,  more. 
This  body  was  composed  of  most  intelli- 
gent men,  who  applied  themselves  most 
assiduously  to  the  discharge  of  their  duties, 
and  were  equal  to  any  service  which  they 
might  be  called  upon  to  perform.  There 
was  only  a  trifling  increase  in  the  present 
estimate  under  this  head.  The  sum  re- 
quired for  the  artillery  exceeded  that  voted 
last  year  by  between  30,000/.  and  40,000?. 
The  increase  had  been  caused  in  this  way: 
his  noble  Friend  the  Master  General  of  the 
Ordnance  thought  it  advisable  that  the 
number  of  the  artillery  force  should  be  in- 
creased; and  the  Government,  acting  on  his 
recommendation,  had  not  hesitated  to  sanc- 
tion-the  addition  of  1,200  men  for  that  pur- 
pose. The  arrangement  was  now  in  pro- 
gress. The  recruiting  was  going  on,  and  he 
was  happy  to  state  that  no  difficulty  was  ex- 
perienced in  getting  men  fit  for  the  service; 
on  the  contrary,  recruits  of  a  better  de- 
scription were  being  raised  than  had  ever 
before  entered  the  service.  In  order  to 
carry  out  the  arrangement  as  economically 
as  possible,  it  had  been  determined  that 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  men  should 
be  unaccompanied  by  any  increase  in  the 
number  of  officers.  The  number  of  men 
provided  for  by  the  vote  of  last  year,  was 
8,222 ;  that  to  be  provided  for  this  year, 
was  9,432.  It  was  not  probable  that  this 
number  of  men  for  the  artillery  would  be 
deemed  to  bear  an  extravagant  proportion 
to  the  whole  military  force  of  the  country. 
Indeed,  taking  into  consideration  the  va- 
rious duties  which  the  artillery  corps  were 
called  upon  to  perform  at  home,  as  well  as 
in  our  numerous  and  extensive  colonies,  it 
was  a  matter  of  astonishment  that  so  small 
a  body  was  able  to  meet  the  exigencies  of 
the  service.  Still  they  had  done  so,  and, 
it  would  be  admitted,  most  efficiently.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind,  that  there  was  no 

S respect  of  the  services  of  this  corps  being 
iminisbed  in  severity.    The  Oorenunefit 
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had  found  it  necessaiy  to  direct  their  atten- 
tion to  tho  improvement  of  our  home  de- 
fences, bj  adding  to  the  efficiency  of  our 
internal  and  seaport  fortifications.  He 
trusted  that  no  circumstances  would  arise 
to  make  manifest  the  necessity  of  having 
recourse  to  these  measures;  but,  never- 
theless, as  tho  increase  of  fortifications  had 
been  determined  on,  there  must  be  a  corre- 
sponding augmentation  in  the  number  of 
men  to  man  them.  If,  as  he  hoped;  no 
occasion  should  arise  to  test  tho  wisdom  of 
tho  measure,  with  reference  to  the  circum- 
stance at  which  he  had  merely  glanced, 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  the  artillery 
corps  would,  nevertheless,  be  productive  of 
advantage,  by  the  facilities  it  would  afford 
of  extending  the  system  of  reliefs  to  foreign 
stations,  which  was  essential  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  service.  The  second  vote 
was  for  commissariat  and  barrack  supplies 
for  the  land  forces,  and  great  coats  and 
clothing  for  the  army.  The  sum  required 
under  this  head,  was  370,464/. ;  that  voted 
last  year,  was  340,881  Z.,  making  an  in- 
crease this  year  of  29,4837.  This  increase 
was  susceptible  of  easy  explanation.  It 
was  attributable  to  the  increased  charge 
for  commissariat  supplies,  and  also  to  the 
great  advance  wliich  had  taken  place  in 
the  price  of  forage  for  cavalry  horses.  The 
price  of  rations  was  3d,  a  head  more  in 
Ireland,  and  l|cZ.  more  in  England,  than 
it  was  last  year.  The  excess  of  charge  on 
the  commissariat  supplies,  as  compared 
with  last  year,  amounted  to  33,6522.,  and 
on  barrack  furniture,  2,000/.,  making  a 
total  excess  of  3o,652Z.  Under  the  head 
of  great  coats  and  colonial  clothing,  a  con- 
siderable diminution  of  charge  appeared  in 
tho  present  estimates;  amounting  to  no 
less  than  25,142/.,  as  compared  with  the 
charge  for  that  item  last  year.  Deducting 
that  doercase  from  tlie  sum  previously 
mentioned,  namely,  35,652/.,  an  actual  in- 
crease remained  of  10,507/.  But  one- 
twelfth  of  the  sum  required  for  commis- 
sariat supplies  not  having  been  voted  last 
year,  an  excess  was  occasioned  this  year 
of  18,976/.,  which  caused  a  total  increa»o 
on  the  estimate  for  1847-8  of  29,483/. 
In  point  of  fact,  however,  had  it  not  been 
for  the  unavoidable  excess  this  year  of 
33,652/.  for  connnissariat  supplies,  occa- 
sioned by  the  extraordinary  rise  in  the 
price  of  provisions,  there  would  have  been  a 
considerable  diminution  in  this  vote.  There 
was  alno  an  incn>as<o  in  this  vote  of  7,000/. 
for  increased  issue  of  fuel  to  the  troops, 
which  hud  been  last  year  the  subject  of 


some  remarks  in  that  House;  and  it  would 
also  be  seen  that  there  was  a  larger  sum  re- 
quired by  4,150/.  for  the  actual  quantity  of 
coals,  4^0.  for  barracks  in  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  arising  from  the  increase  of 
price  in  that  article  beyond  that  of  last  year. 
The  third  vote  was  96,447/.  for  salaries  in 
the  ordnance  offices  in  the  Tower  and  Pall 
Mall.  It  was  unnecessary  to  trouble  the 
Committee  with  many  observations  upon  this 
vote.  Objections  had  sometimes  been 
made  to  the  establishments,  on  the  ground 
of  their  being  more  extensive  than  was  re- 
quisite; but,  speaking  from  his  own  expe- 
rience,  he  could  say  that  the  objection  was 
not  well  founded.  The  clerks  employed 
in  the  offices  were  most  efficient,  and  de> 
voted  the  whole  of  their  time  to  the  sendee 
of  the  pubUc.  There  was  a  small  increase 
in  this  vote,  amounting  to  1,544/.,  whieh 
was  accounted  for  chiefly  by  the  introduc- 
tion into  the  Tower  of  the  metropolitan  po- 
lice force,  to  supersede  the  old  system  of 
watching.  Any  person  who  was  acquaint- 
ed with  that  locality,  must  be  aware  that 
the  alteration  which  had  been  made  in  this 
respect  was  a  considerable  improvement. 
Vote  4  was  228, 1 30/.  for  the  estabhshmenU 
at  home  and  abroad.  There  was  an  actual 
decrease  on  this  vote,  as  compared  with  last 
year,  of  2,035/. ;  but  to  show  this,  it  was 
necessary  to  take  into  account  7,129/.  for 
one-fourth  of  the  ordnance  salaries  at  foreign 
stations  not  voted  last  year,  which  caused 
an  apparent  increase  in  the  total  vote  for 
1847-8  of  5,105/.  The  sum  called  for  in 
Vote  5  was  137,852/.  for  the  wages  of  ar- 
tificers and  labourers  employed  at  the  se- 
veral establishments  in  the  United  King- 
dom and  colonies.  The  sum  required  un- 
der this  head  last  year  was  125,3921., 
which  was  less  than  the  present  vote  by 
1 2,460/.  The  augmentation  this  year  was 
caused  by  the  increased  number  of  arti- 
ficers oni])loycd  at  Woolwich  on  naval  and 
other  equipments,  and  likewise  by  an  in- 
creased expenditure  at  tlie  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  arising  out  of  the  Caffro  war.  The 
increase  which  had  taken  place  in  other 
branches  of  the  public  service  necessarily 
occasioned  an  increase  in  this  department. 
It  had  been  found  necessary  to  augment 
the  numerical  strength  of  the  laboratory 
and  the  carriage  department  at  Woolwich. 
This  department  had  been  reduced  too  low 
before,  and  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stance of  the  time,  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  get  up  arrears.  Vote  6  was  for 
ordnance  stores.  The  sum  required  for  this 
item  last  year  was  390,184/.;  that  for  this 
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year  was  368,712Z.,  showing  a  decrease  of 
21,472/.  It  might  appear  contradictory 
of  the  ohservations  which  he  had  made 
with  reference  to  the  last  vote,  that  a 
smaller  sum  was  required  for  ordnance 
stores  this  year,  than  was  called  for  last 
year.  The  fact,  however,  was,  that  very 
large  suras  had  heen  voted  of  late  years 
for  ordnance  stores.  In  1847  no  less  than 
225,493/.  was  appropriated  to  that  pur- 
pose. He  helieved  that  those  votes  were 
necessary,  hut  still  the  ample  provision 
made  for  the  public  service  under  this 
head,  in  former  years,  gave  the  Govern- 
ment an  opportunity  of  calling  for  a  much 
smaller  amount  on  the  present  occasion; 
and  that  circumstance  explained  the  dimi- 
nution in  the  charge  for  stores  in  the  pre- 
sent estimate.  The  vote  referred  to  a 
most  important  branch  of  the  service.  No- 
body could  suppose  that  the  sum  taken  for 
the  supply  of  small  arms,  namely,  120,000/., 
was  larger  than  was  required,  on  account 
of  the  great  change  which  had  taken  place 
in  their  structure.  It  was  satisfactory  to 
know  that,  with  the  exception  of  two  or 
three  regiments  coming  from  abroad,  the 
Army  was  now  supplied  with  arms  con- 
structed on  the  new  principle.  A  gradually 
increasing  supply  of  arms  would  be  kept 
up  every  year,  but  the  stock  would  not  be 
permitted  to  accumulate  to  the  extent 
whicli  was  apparent  at  the  close  of  the  late 
war,  when  there  were  700,000  or  800,000 
muskets  in  store.  For  the  supply  of  iron 
ordnance,  shot,  and  shells,  for  land  and 
sea  service,  the  sum  of  57,431/.  was  re- 
quired, being  7,431/.  more  than  was  voted 
last  year.  Considerable  changes  were  al- 
ways taking  place,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  opposite  knew,  in  the  construction 
of  ship  guns.  The  authorities  on  this 
point  never  seem  to  have  been  agreed  as 
to  the  description  of  guns  which  ought  to 
be  supplied  to  the  Navy.  He  hoped  that 
the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  would  take 
this  into  their  serious  consideration,  and 
only  sanction  those  alterations  which  were 
manifest  improvements;  and  by  acting  upon 
this  principle,  the  country  would  be  saved 
a  large,  and,  in  some  instances,  perfectly 
useless  expenditure  of  money.  The  next  vote 
was  No.  7,  632,765/.  for  works,  buildings, 
and  repairs;  the  sum  required  under  this 
head  last  year  was  611,986/.,  showing  an 
increase  in  the  present  estimate  of  620,779/. 
The  circumstances  of  the  time  had  imposed 
upon  the  Government  the  necessity  of  consi- 
dering the  propriety  of  improving  the  defen- 
ces and  fortifications  of  the  country.  It  must 


be  apparent  that  the  substitution  of  steam 
for  sailing  vessels  in  the  marine  of  foreign 
countries  had  placed  England  in  a  different 
position  from  that  in  which  she  formerly 
stood;  and  it  was  necessary  we  should  be 
prepared  to  meet  any  emergency  which 
might  arise.  The  Government,  being 
deeply  impressed  with  the  importance  of 
these  considerations,  had  exercised  a  wise 
discretion  in  the  way  in  which  they  had 
appropriated  the  sum  voted  for  the  esti- 
mate at  which  he  had  now  arrived.  For- 
merly, it  was  the  practice  to  expend  lai^ 
sums  in  colonial  works;  at  present  the  money 
voted  was  to  be  principally  expended  on 
works  at  home.  He  would  enumerate  some 
of  the  items  which  were  comprised  in  the 
present  estimate  :  Purchase  of  land  for 
defences  for  the  dockyard  at  Pembroke, 
20,000/. ;  improvement  of  fortifications  at 
Plymouth  harbour,  9,805/.;  battery  at 
Picklecombe  Point,  9,000/. ;  improvement 
of  fortifications  at  Guernsey,  Aldemey, 
and  Sark,  8,909/. ;  Liverpool  new  batteir, 
and  site  for  new  north  battery,  4,000f.; 
fortifications  at  Portsmouth,  11,638/.;  for- 
tifications at  Shecmess,  14,217/.;  about 
5,000/.  for  Bermuda,  a  most  important 
position  for  the  protection  of  our  com- 
merce, and  as  a  naval  station;  6,000/.  for 
rebuilding  the  sea  wall  at  Demerara ; 
20,000/.  for  works  at  Gibraltar;  8,700/. 
for  a  new  hospital  at  Grenada,  which  might 
appear  a  large  sum,  but  was,  in  fact,  the 
general  hospital  for  the  islands  in  those 
seas;  12,000/.  for  the  Ionian  Islands; 
12,000/.  for  improving  the  fortifications 
at  Malta;  5,0006.  for  the  Mauritius,  also 
one  of  our  most  important  colonial  posses- 
sions; and  9,000/.  for  completing  the  cita- 
del at  Halifax.  A  considerable  sum  had 
also  been  taken  for  barracks — 30,000/.  for 
Preston,  and  10,000/.  for  a  new  barrack  at 
Sheffield,  which  was  most  urgently  required ; 
and  when  they  considered  the  demands 
that  had  been  made  upon  the  Government 
to  improve  the  comforts  and  conveniences 
of  barracks  generally,  and  which  had  been 
attended  to  and  followed  out  wherever  the 
want  was  most  apparent,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  not  disapprove  of  the  vote 
which  was  now  submitted  to  them.  He 
must  also  mention  the  sum  of  40,000/.  for 
the  conversion  of  buildings  to  be  used 
solely  for  the  reception  of  soldiers  con- 
victed of  military  offences;  and  5,0001. 
for  washing  places  in  the  barracks.  The 
next  vote  to  which  he  came  was  58,9881. 
for  the  expense  of  the  scientific  hranoh 
of   the    sunreying   department,  being  a 
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decrease  of  2,0001.  from  the  vote  of 
last  year.  The  question  of  the  surveys 
of  Ireland  and  Scotland  had  often  heen 
mooted  in  the  House,  and  complaints 
were  made  from  both  countries.  From 
Scotland  the  complaint  was,  that  the  whole 
amount  voted  for  the  survey  was  not  ex- 

? ended  there.  This  was  true.  Out  of  the 
0,000  voted  for  Scotland,  on  an  average 
not  more  than  3,0002.  had  been  appropri- 
ated. But  the  money  was  not  spent  in 
any  other  way;  it  was  returned  into  the 
Treasury  and  was  still  available.  There 
were  good  reasons  why  it  had  not  been 
used;  the  fact  was,  the  whole  strength  of 
the  survey  establishment  was  required  in 
Ireland,  it  being  deemed  most  necessary  to 
carry  out  and  complete  the  survey  of  that 
country;  thus  all  their  strength  had  been 
directed  to  Ireland  instead  of  Scotland. 
The  scale  of  the  map  of  Ireland  had  given 
rise  to  much  discussion ;  it  had  been  pro- 
posed to  give  them  a  1-inch  map  as  well  as 
the  6-inch  one,  which  was  now  nearly  com- 
pleted. The  smaller  scale  would  be  more 
convenient;  but  there  was  no  doubt  the 
larger  one  was  superior  in  the  degree  of 
information  it  afforded.  The  opinions  of 
scientific  societies  had  been  taken,  and 
were  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  large  maj); 
but  whether  it  should  be  left  to  the  trade 
to  reduce  the  maps  to  the  scale  of  three, 
two,  or  one  inch,  according  to  convenience, 
or  that  the  Government  should  undertake 
it,  had  only  lately  been  decided  in  favour 
of  the  former  course ;  and  considering  the 
large  expense  of  the  latter  map,  taking  it 
upon  themselves — namely,  60,000/.  at  the 
lowest  ]>robable  estimate — the  House  would 
probably  concur  in  the  propriety  of  their 
decision.  In  the  vote  lor  the  scientific 
branch  were  included  the  expenses  of 
the  Koyal  Military  Academy  at  Woolwich, 
in  which  there  wan  no  increase  over  last 
year.  The  next  vote  was  for  the  non- 
ctfective  services,  military  and  civil, 
168,532/..  Hhowing  an  increase  under  this 
head  of  48,073/.  in  the  present  year.  The 
civil  non-otteetive  ser^'ico  had  exhibited 
a  hirge  diminution  during  the  last  ten  i 
years;  but  it  had  been  accompanied  by 
a  correspondin*^  addition  to  the  mili- ' 
tary  branch.  He  believed  ho  had  now 
stated  all  the  cj^timates  in  the  order 
in  which  they  had  been  presented  to  the 
House.  The  increase*  in  some  of  the  items  , 
arose  from  unavtiiduble  cireumstances,  such  \ 
as  the  high  price  of  provisions  and  forage,  j 
He  knew  that  the  expen.^es  of  this  depart-  i 
mcnt  had  always  excited  obser\'ation ;  the  i 


total  now  was  2,679.1271,,  while  ten  jmn 
ago  it  was  1,500,000?.  Ho  thou^^t  it 
right,  therefore,  that  the  House  show  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  different  ler- 
vices  which  had  been  thrown  upon  the  ord« 
nance  department  within  the  last  few  yean. 
The  board  itself  did  not  originate  these 
expenses ;  it  was  called  on  to  supply  ser- 
vices transferred  to  them  from  oUier  de- 
partments. In  1834,  the  whole  sum  de- 
manded was  1,604,000^;  in  the  present 
year,  it  was  1,000,0002.  more  than  that 
amount.  Persons  were  naturally  aston- 
ished at  this  large  increase  of  expense; 
but  it  was  entirely  caused  by  expenditure 
thrown  upon  the  board  from  other  defNUi* 
ments.  Thus,  in  1835-36,  the  eommis* 
sariat  was  thrown  upon  it,  involving  an 
expense  of  261,3672.;  in  1839-40,  for 
works  and  repairs  in  the  Ionian  Islands, 
24,000/.;  in  1842-43,  for  colonial  barraeks 
in  Jamaica,  7,757/.,  and  barraeks  in  Mau- 
ritius, 7,000/. ;  at  different  periods  variona 
new  establishments  had  been  placed  under 
the  board,  with  an  expense  of  130,6231.; 
in  1844-5,  for  black  servants  allowed  to 
civil  officers,  2,928/.;  in  1843-4,  for  hire 
of  buildings  and  barrack  accommodation 
in  the  colonies,  43,157/.  These  two  items 
were  previously  charged  to  the  Treasury. 
In  1845-6,  for  clothing,  Alc,  for  colonial 
corps,  19,397/.;  pay  of  military  librarians, 
892/.;  lodging  money  to  regimental  offi- 
cers at  home,  3,000/,;  an  item  for  great 
coats  for  men  added  to  the  line  and  artil- 
lery, in  1833-4,  for  surveys  of  counties, 
15,000/.;  for  providing  buildings  for  sol- 
diers convicted  of  military' offence8,40,000(. ; 
for  wash-houses  for  soldiers  in  barracka, 
5,000/. ;  for  additions  to  military  corps  in 
1843-4,  beyond  the  number  in  1833-4, 
171,108/.;  the  amount  expended  in  fortifi- 
cations, works,  and  repairs  in  the  present 
year,  above  the  sum  required  for  the  same 
purpose  in  183.1-4,  was  393,293/.  Taken 
with  these  additions,  the  vote  for  1833-4 
would  amount  to  .S,026,348/. ;  for  this  year, 
also  including  the  charge  for  these  addi- 
tioiuil  services,  the  vote  was  2,862,4841.; 
the  same  services  were,  therefore,  actuallr 
less  this  year  than  in  1834  by  163,8641. 
The  new  stations  that  had  been  placed 
under  the  board  since  1834  were  the  fol- 
lowing: Sydney,  Hobart  Town,  Toronto, 
Rideau  Canal,  Carillon,  Graham's  Town, 
St.  Helena,  Honduras.  New  Zealand,  Hong 
Kong.  Pembroke,  Birmingham.  Weedon* 
and  Fort  Garry  ;  thci^c  created  the  before- 
mentioned  item  of  130.623/.  He  wished 
to  make  one  remark  as  to  the  ^»propiia- 
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tions  in  aid,  contained  in  these  ettimateB. 
He  confessed  he  wonld  much  rather  see 
none;  he  thought  the  produce  of  the  sales 
of  Ordnance  property,  instead  of  heing  ap- 
propriated to  their  current  expenses,  had 
far  hetter  .he  carried  to  the  credit  of  the 
Treasury.  He  could  not  see  any  ohjection 
to  this  course ;  it  would  simplifjr  the  esti- 
mates, and,  as  the  country  would  get  the 
money,  it  would  come  to  the  same  thing. 
He  was  sorry  to  haye  detamed  the  House 
BO  long  with  details  which  might  appear  to 
many  extremely  dry ;  hut  they  could  not 
he  uninteresting  to  those  who  watched  the 
course  of  events  both  at  home  and  abroad. 
It  was  essential  to  look  into  the  details; 
and  it  would  be  readily  acknowledged  that 
no  branch  of  the  public  seryice  embraced 
more  important,  as  well  as  essential  and 
interesting  duties.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  concluded  by  moving  a  Vote  of 
617,2392.  for  pay,  allowances,  and  eon* 
tingencies  for  12,392  officers  and  men  of 
the  several  Ordnance  corps  and  depart- 
ments for  service  at  home  and  abroad; 
which  having  been  put, 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  should  per- 
haps do  better  in  letting  these  estimates 
pass  without  remark,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  did  last  year;  they  were  called 
on  to  vote  several  millions,  and  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman's statement  there  were  only  twenty- 
niuc  Members  in  the  House.  This  proved 
how  little  interest  was  taken  in  the  ques- 
tion, and  how  little  encouragement  there 
was  for  any  one  to  point  out  what  he  con- 
ceived to  be  an  uncalled-for  expenditure.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  referred  to  the 
estimates  of  former  years,  and  explained 
the  increase  by  the  new  services  that  had 
been  thrown  upon  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment. In  1834  the  estimate  was 
1,068,000?.;  in  1835.  1,151, 0002.;  in 
1840,  1,893,000Z.  Now,  in  1840  Eng- 
land  was  engaged  in  the  Chinese  war,  and 
had  the  largest  naval  force  afloat  she  had 
had  in  any  year  since  the  peace;  we  had 
not  less  than  seventeen  sail  of  the  line  in 
the  Mediterranean,  all  to  be  equipped  from 
the  Ordnance  Department.  He  now  asked 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  same 
question  he  had  put  to  the  Secretary  at 
War — what  was  the  necessity  for  this  great 
increase  ?  He  objected  to  the  increase  in 
the  estimates  for  the  artillery.  This  was» 
no  doubt,  an  important  branch  of  the  ser- 
vice, and  one  which  it  was  incumbent  on 
them  to  have  always  in  a  most  efficient 
state;  but  the  estimate  was  much  biglier 


this  year  than  it  had  been  during  twenty 
years,  and  some  account  should  be  giyen  of 
the  causes  whioh  had  led  to  this  ebaoge. 
He  thought  that  difficulties  wonld  neyer 
cease  to  present  themselves  to  the  House 
when  called  upon  to  assent  to  the  diflerent 
estimates,  if  that  rule  which  preyailed  in 
France  and  in  the  United  States  were 
not  adopted  in  England — ^if  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry  were  not  appointed  to  exa- 
mme  into  and  report  upon  eyery  separate 
item. 

Sm  HOWARD  DOUGLAS  said:  I 
rejoioe  at  the  increase  in  the  mmiber  ef 
artillerymen,  bat  think  it  yery  inade* 
quate  to  the  wants  ef  the  serrioe.  We 
have  inoreased  and  improyed  ear  eoest  d»* 
fencesy  mounted  everywhere  an  immeme 
number  of  additional  pieeea  of  erdnAiiee» 
but  our  establishment  of  artillerj  is  still 
utterly  insuffioient  to  man  them,  eyen  with 
the  smallest  proportion  of  weD-tr^ed  ar- 
tillerists. Gunnenr  in  another  war  will  not 
be  playing  at  bowls;  and  whatever  expense 
we  may  go  to  in  improving  the  matenal  ef 
our  defenoes,  the  oountiy  will  not  be  safe 
unless  they  are  efficiently  manned.  I  shall 
not  name  any  particular  places;  Iraty  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield, 
who  asks  an  explanation  as  to  the  neeee- 
sity  of  this  increase  of  artiUeiy,  I  w31  jost 
advert  to  three  points  of  defence— staticme 
with  which  I  am  professionally  wdl  ae- 
quainted,andhayehadsometbuigtedo.  Ob 
one,  there  is  mounted  329  pi^ees  of  eri« 
nance;  and  how  many  artiuerymen  doee 
the  hon.  Member  think  are  there  ?  Why» 
about  half  a  man  per  gonl  I  adyert  te 
another,  on  which  there  are  175  pieoee  ef 
ordnance  at  least,  and  there  thejpropertiQB 
is  about  the  same.  I  know  df  a  far^gn 
station  on  which  there  are  3Sff  peeee  ef 
capital  powerfbl  <Mrdnance  moonted;  end 
there  are  not  half  the  nomber  ef  men  in 
that  garrison.  And  then,  the  wnntaefilM 
service  in  this  respect  in  other  parte  ef  Ae 
worid.  When  the  nattye  war-eonmeneed 
in  New  Zealand— a  finmidaUe  wmr»  wUeh 
required  absolutely  a  eensideraMe  artinfliT 
force,  and  for  want  ef  wbieh  we  floAfea 
severely— we  had  not,  as  I  teU  the  Hooie 
at  that  time,  a  single  artiUerjuum,  nor  n 
piece  ef  field  (nfdauiee  ef  aii^  deaeripUm 
m  the  whole  of  ear  eofamiee  in  that  foar- 
ter.  I  trust  that  adeqoate  edditioui  maj 
he  made  to  iUa  impertant  hnuidi  ef  tlw 
•eryiee,  withont  idueh  all  ev  olker  ii^ 
proyemeBta  will  proye  mayailniig* 

Mb.  QOTJfSTTBS  theaght,  with  tks 
galbni  Ofleer  (Sir  H.  Deii^)t  Hiftt  tte 


991 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


Ordnance  EiHmaies.        992 


increase  in  the  artillery  estimateB  had  heen 
unavoidable.  Last  year  the  Government 
reviewed  the  service,  and  undertook  certain 
improvements,  and  the  additional  expense 
which  was  now  submitted  for  consideration 
had  been  incurred  in  carrying  out  and  per- 
fecting the  suggestions  and  experiments  of 
the  late  Government.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  safety  of  the  country  had  de- 
manded the  increase  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  complained.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  gallant  Officer  would  be  able  to 
carry  out  his  views  with  respect  to  tha 
manning  of  a  more  extensive  scale  of  forti- 
fications at  home  and  abroad;  to  attempt 
the  accomplishment  of  that  which  the  gal- 
lant Officer  evidently  considered  so  desira- 
ble, would  be  altogether  without  the  bounds 
of  common  prudence.  II o  regretted  that 
his  gallant  Friend  did  not  think  it  ad- 
visable to  resume  those  naval  experiments 
which  the  Court  of  Admiralty,  in  1845  and 
last  year,  had  pursued  with  such  benefit 
to  the  service.  They  could  not  ensure 
efficiency  without  trial  of  every  plan,  ])ro- 
ject,  and  recommendation  appearing  at  all 
feasible;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  expense 
in  such  a  manner  was  never  more  satis- 
factory. His  gallant  Friend  gave  great 
credit  to  the  late  Administration  for  the 
efforts  they  had  made  to  amend  the  system 
of  military  imprisonment.  Last  year, 
39,700Z.  was  taken  for  the  express  ])urpoi>o 
of  constructing  military  prisons.  The  sum 
of  40,000/.  was  now  proposed  under  the 
same  head;  and  the  gallant  Officer  would, 
perhaps,  inform  the  House,  why  tlierc  was 
no  evidence  of  the  first  sum  having  been 
expended  in  that  way  in  which  it  hud  been 
intended,  and  why  this  40,000^  was  again 
necessary  ?  He  (Mr.  Goulburn)  approved 
highly  of  the  course  which  was  to  be  taken 
in  Canada.  Last  year  the  fears  which  pre- 
vailed that  war  might  result  from  the  dis- 
pute relative  to  the  Oregon  territory  hod 
required  that  every  j>recaution  should  have 
betm  taken  in  providing  for  the  safety  of 
the  North  American  colonies;  but,  by  the 
good  fortune  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Aberdeen),  this  discussion  had  been  ami- 
cably closed,  and  that  expenditure  which 
before  it  was  incumbent  on  them  to  advise, 
could  not  this  year  be  justified.  He  cer- 
tainly re;;n*tted  that,  in  respect  to  one 
work  in  Canada  —  the  canal  connecting 
(Juebec  with  the  upper  provinces —there 
had  been  any  economy  practised.  That 
canal,  both  in  a  military  and  commercial 
point  of  view,  was  a  most  important  work, 
and  its  completion  should  not  be  neglected 


or  postponed.  The  barracks  at  Jamaica 
should  also  have  been  built  ere  this;  it  was 
desirable  that  the  troops  in  that  coUmj 
should  have  that  accommodation  upon 
which  the  preservation  of  their  health  de- 
pended. He  trusted  the  buildings  would 
be  completed  without  delay,  and  that  no 
expense  would  be  spared.  The  barracks 
at  the  Tower  were  publicly  of  less  impor- 
tance; but  the  troops  required  those  im- 
provements which  had  been  suggested,  and 
it  was  the  imperative  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  every  exertion  in  caring  for 
the  comfort  and  amending  the  social  con- 
dition of  the  soldier. 

Colonel  ANSON  replied,  with  reference 
to  the  Administration  not  having  thought 
it  advisable  to  incur  any  further  expenditure 
in  trials  and  experiments  in  the  Navy,  that 
their  objection  was  founded  upon  the  sup- 
position and  belief  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  left  nothing  in  an  inefficient  state, 
and  that  consequently  new  experiments 
were  not  necessary.  As  to  the  39,0001. 
which  had  been  voted  last  year  for  militarj 
prisons,  ho  begged  to  inform  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  that  sum  hod  been  devoted 
to  the  object,  and  that,  as  the  estimate  for 
the  works  was  100,000/.,  the  40,00W. 
which  he  now  proposed  to  take  would  still 
bo  called  for.  The  canal  in  Canoila  had  not 
been  deemed  an  undertaking  of  such  para- 
mount ini|)ortanee,  and  it  had,  therefore, 
for  the  present,  been  deferred,  while  they 
were  en^a^ed  in  the  completion  of  other 
works.  The  sum  taken  for  the  barracks 
at  Jamaica,  would,  he  thought,  be  quite 
suffieicnt.  Steps  would  he  taken  in  regard 
to  the  barracks  at  the  Tower  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Dm,  bow  king  expre.Hsed  his  dissatis- 
faction with  the  mode  in  which  the  accounts 
were  ]>resente«l,  and  hoped  that  this  would 
be  the  last  oceassion  on  which  they  would 
np})Car  in  such  a  form. 

Mu.  WILLIAMS  thou>;ht  the  item  in 
regard  to  the  1>.IK»0  men  of  the  artillery 
required  explanation. 

CoLoNin.  ANSON  .•<tat4Ml,  that  those  men 
were  divided  among  '>.'}  ijtations  at  home 
and  .'^4  abroatl.  The  ]>ruportion  of  the 
artillery  to  the  regular  army  did  not  ap- 
proach one-eighth  the  proportion  which 
Napoleon  approved,  and  the  .<ioldiers  in  that 
branch  required  a  longer  training  than  in 
others. 

Vote,  with  several  otliers,  agreed  to. 

On  a  Vote  of  .'»8,98G/.  being  proposed 
for  the  scientific  branch  of  the  Ordnance 
survey, 
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the  votes  for  the  Ordnance,  proceeded  to  the 
remaining 


Mr.  SMOLLETT  directed  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  grants 
formerly  voted  for  the  ordnance  survey  in 
Scotland  had  not  heen  expended;  and  he 
wished  to  know  what  guarantee  there  was 
that  the  sum  now  proposed  for  that  pur- 
pose would  he  expended  on  the  survey  in 
Scotland  ? 

Colonel  AXSON  ohsorved,  that  sums 
granted  for  the  survey  in  Scotland  had  not 
heen  expended  in  that  country,  hecause  the 
survey  had,  since  that  time,  heen  confined 
either  to  England  or  Ireland.  It  was  not 
considered  right  to  divide  the  party  en- 
gaged in  the  survey,  as  such  subdivision 
would  only  have  the  effect  of  lessening  the 
amount  of  work  performed.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  might  rest  assured,  however, 
that  the  sums  granted  hy  the  Ilouse  for 
the  survey  in  Scotland  would  he  expended 
on  tliat  object. 

Mk.  SMOLLETT  believed  it  would  be 
found,  that  while  the  sum  voted  for  Scot- 
land was  only  56,000/.,  a  part  of  that 
amount  had  not  been  actually  expended  on 
tlio  Scotch  survey,  but  returned  to  the 
Treasury. 

Captalv  PECIIELL  wished,  before  this 
vote  was  agreed  to,  to  inquire  M'hat  had 
been  done  with  respect  to  the  Military  Aca- 
demy at  Woolwich.  It  appeared  from 
The  Times  newspaper,  that  a  commission 
had  been  sitting  to  investigate  the  state  of 
tlie  Academy;  but  he  was  not  aware  whe- 
ther any  report  had  yet  been  made,  or  that 
anything  had  been  done  beyond  building  a 
wall  and  iron  railing  to  keep  the  gentle- 
men cadets  witliin  bounds. 

CoLoXKL  ANSON  stated  that  no  report 
had  yet  been  made  with  respect  to  the  Aca- 
demy. He  was  quite  aware  that  great  in- 
terest was  felt  in  this  subject;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  would  caution  hon.  Members 
not  to  believe  all  the  stories  they  saw  in 
newspapers.  Witb  regard  to  the  particu- 
lar circumstance  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
and  galhmt  Gentleman,  of  an  iron  railing 
being  put  up,  the  fact  was  that  it  had  been 
tliought  desirable  to  have  a  palisade  to 
prevent  people  getting  in,  but  it  was  not 
meant  to  j)rovent  the  cadets  getting  out. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  any  regulations  that 
should  be  adopted  would  be  found  to  be 
worthy  of  the  education  for  a  service  than 
which  none  was  more  honourable. 

Votc^  agreed  to. 

The  sum  of  1  (38, 532/.  was  voted  for  non- 
effective Ordnance  services,  military  and 
civil,  for  the  year. 

The  Committee  having  disposed  of  all 
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On  the  first  Vote, 

Sm  H.  DOUGLAS  said  :  I  hope  my 
gallant  associates,  hon.  Members  belong- 
ing to  the  profession  whose  affairs  we  are 
now  discussing,  will  not  deem  me  an  in- 
terloper if  I  make  a  few  observations 
on  the  present  occasion.  Whilst  I  greatly 
approve,  and  am  satisfied  with  the  ge- 
neral character  of  the  estimates  for  the 
present  year,  and  admire  the  ability  with 
which  they  were  brought  forward,  I  must 
at  the  same  time  express  great  regret 
and  disappointment  that  no  vote  was  taken 
for  a  pui-pose  which  I  think  of  the  first 
importance,  and  even  indispensable  to  the 
safety  of  the  State  in  these  times  ;  and 
which  I  cannot  doubt  the  Committee  would 
have  received  by  acclamation,  and  the 
country  would  learn  with  general  appro- 
bation— I  mean  a  vote  to  provide,  in  some 
form  or  other,  for  a  reserve  of  seamen  to 
be  organized  and  kept  always  ready  to 
form  fighting  crews,  for  a  moderately  ex- 
tended establishment  in  case  of  any  emer- 
gency or  combination ;  thus  to  insure, 
that  in  the  event  of  any  aggression  upon 
us,  any  sudden  breach  of  the  peace,  the 
first  operations  might  be  telling  and 
triumphant.  The  material  of  our  Navy 
is  in  the  most  efficient  condition.  We 
could  commission  in  a  day  twenty  or  thirty 
sail  of  the  line,  and  innumerable  smaller 
vessels.  Our  armament  is  the  most  per- 
fect in  the  world;  our  ships  aud'fieets 
commanded  hy  excellent,  and  in  many 
cases  experienced  ofiicers  ;  and  those  ves- 
sels might  gradually  be  manned  by  abun- 
dance of  British  seaman,  trained  to  the 
sea  by  our  commercial  marine,  if  we  touch 
not  the  great  principles  of  our  navigation 
laws.  But  where  arc  the  men  to  man, 
promptly,  those  ships  for  the  first  emer- 
gency of  a  war? 

The  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  stated 
most  correctly  that  power  is  relative  ;  and 
he  referred  accordingly  to  the  prodigious 
exertions,  and  the  liberal  provision  made 
by  the  French  Chambers  for  the  extension 
of  the  maritime  and  naval  power  of  France; 
and  I  concur  with  that  hon.  Member  in 
admiring  and  applauding  the  lofty  policy 
of  a  country  that  permits  no  considerations 
of  pecuniary  economy  to  interfere  with 
matters  intimately  connected  with  the 
maintenance  of  national  safety  and  power. 
Now,  Sir,  France,  exclusiTe  of  her  seamen 
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in  her  active  ships,  provides  a  largo  reserve 
of  seamen,  ships'  crews,  ready  to  man  a 
very  considerable  number  of  additional 
ships  of  war,  by  means  of  the  establish- 
ment of  what  she  calls  the  '*  Equipages  do 
Ligne,**  of  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  the 
first  **  Ordonnance  "  for  the  organization  of 
those  establishments;  and  also  the  decrees 
by  which  they  have  been  more  recently 
increased  in  number  and  improved  in  com- 
position. Let  us  see  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  seamen  voted  in  the  Marine 
Budget  since  1830.  In  that  year  it  was 
12,963  men.  In  1843,  the  number  of  sea- 
men was  26,92G.  In  1845,  it  was  29,073, 
of  whom  23,704  are  to  serve  afloat;  the 
remainder  forming  reserves  of  **  Equipages 
do  Ligne  "  in  the  ports.  I  think  one  hun- 
dred companies  of  the  **  Equipages  de 
Ligne  '*  wero  first  established.     The  cre- 


mission,  the  greater  part  of  her  crew  \b 
at  once  given  her,  by  embarking  a  certain 
number  of  these  permanent  companieB;  the 
regulated  quota  of  gunners  is  transfenned 
to  her,  which,  according  to  regulation,  ia 
such  as  to  supply  first  and  second  cap- 
tains of  guns.  The  quota  of  marines  ia 
added;  and  the  Prefect  Maritime  furnishes 
whatever  additional  hands  may  bo  re- 
quired to  complete  the  crews.  This  indi- 
cates, sufliciently,  the  indispensable  neces- 
sity of  our  having  some  establishment  of 
reserved  seamen  ready  to  form  tho  fight- 
ing crews  of  a  certain  number  of  ahips 
suddenly  commissioned  in  case  of  any 
emergency.  I  feel  convinced  that  this 
cannot  have  escaped  tho  vigilance  and  the 
forethought  of  the  late  Admiralty,  and  that 
the  noble  person  who  presides  over  the  naval 
atlairs  of  England,  and  the  able  and  dis- 


ation  of  others,  the  last  being  of  fifty  new  tinguished  ofiicers  who  aid  and  counsel 
companies,  has  since  been  decreed.  A  |  him,  are  alive  to,  and  must  have  prepared 
division,  formed  of  a  considerable  number  of  some  plan  of  this  kind;  and  I  earnestly 
these  companies,  is  established  at  each  of :  hope  that  no  considerations  of  pecuniary 
the  five  ports — Brest,  Toulon,  Rochcfort,  economy  will  deter  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
L* Orient,  and  Cherbourg  ;  the  two  first  ment  from  speedily  adopting  some  such 
being  of  the  first  class.  Each  divisicm  of  ])hin.  Tho  lum.  the  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
the  first  class  is  commanded,  in  chief,  by  |  miralty,  adverting  to  tho  state  of  our 
a  **capitaine  de  vaisseau,**  assisted  by  a  ■  coast  defences,  referred  to  the  vast  out 
"  capitainc  de  fregate,''  and  a  **  capitaine  ,  lay  making  in  France  on  works  which 
do  corvette,**  and  five  liuutenants.  The  ;  we  have  too  long  neglected.  1  hold  in  my 
divisions  of  the  second  class  are  com-  hand  the  Projct  de  Lot,  preceded  by  a  de- 
manded by  a  **  capitaine  do  vaisseau,**  ^  tailed  expose,  to  which  the  lion.  Member 
with  a  smaller  staff.  Each  company  is  tho  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  adverted, 
composed  of  two  lioiitenaiits,  a  certain  of  the  motives  and  objects  of  tho  inimenso 
number  of  **  cleves,**  10  petty  otficers,  and  outlay,  for  which  cretlit  was  taken  by  the 
GO  seamen,  able,  ordinary,  and  inferior,  vote  of  that  Session,  in  addition  to  the 
and  2G  boys.  Kxelusive  of  these,  com- •  sums  V4)t«Ml  in  1841,  when,  it  appears,  a 
panics  of  boys  are  established  at  Brest, !  great  stimulus  was  given  to  those  works. 
consisting  of  127  boys  each  ;  at  Touhm,  '  These  amount  to  no  li-ss  than  12G,oG0,900 
157  each  ;  at  (-herbourg,  0.5  each.  The  francs  —  about  4,800,000/.  sterling  thus 
companies  of  the  **  Equipages  de  Ligne'* ,  ap]>n»priated.  To  Cherbourg,  lo,/)iKK0O0 
arc  always  kept  up  to  tht*ir  cstahHshment:  francs;  to  1/Oncnt.  S.iK)O,i)00  franca;  to 
first,  by  the  **  Inscription  Maritime;'* .  Rochcfort,  .'»,IHM),000  francs;  to  Toulon, 
second,  by  the  law  of  enhstment ;  third.  ;  14,:;o().(UK)  francs:  to  Havre,  2j,88O,UO0 
by  voluntary  enga«rements.  Then  there  francs.  Never  has  any  nation  made  such 
is  established  in  ciich  «)f  the  principal  naval  stiipcn«lous  exertions — such  ^uci*us8ful  ef- 
arsenals,  a  **  de])ot,"  or  gunnery  estal»- [  forts  in  creating,  or  at  least  rt*creating,  a 
li.shnn'nt,  for  the  training  of  naval  gunners;  |  naval  p«»wer  i»f  the  first  <»rder  as  France 
of  which  there  is  alwavs  a  c^msiderahle  re- 


serve kepi  ready  ;  and  there  are  two  gun- 
nery frigates,  I  helii've  of  the  s<'cond  cla^^s. 
kept  always  afioat,  to  train  the  gunners  s<» 
educated  to  sea  |>ractice.  These  ve-^sels 
attend  the  squadrons  of  evolution,  and  are 
thus  **  depots"  and  reserves  of  well-train«'il 
gunners.  Tlien,  exclusiv**  of  tiiese  e>tab- 
lishments,  there  an'  extensive  »'>tahlish- 
ments  of  marine  artillery  an«l  marines. 
When  a  vessel  is  broui-ht  forward  for  com- 


smce  l^^l.".  Her  <'ommerce  had  boon  de- 
stn»yiHl,  hir  comn>ercial  marine  ruiniHl,  her 
naval  power  destroyed;  hut,  guidtnl  by  a 
lofty  ]»olicy,  .-aeriticing  nothing  to  her 
dncient's  eruhoinit/w^  she  has  restored 
her  commerce,  fo>tered  h«*r  nmritimo  re- 
s'uirces.  a  in  I  reciin^tructe*!  a  fonnidablo 
nj.val  jiower.  Not  in  the  days  of  Uodney 
and  l»e  tJra^^e,  H niches  and  Sutfrt^n,  was 
tile  Navy  nf  France  inon*  ])owi*rful  than  it 
is  now.    No  British  btatesiuau,  of  whatever 
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party,  can,  or  ought,  to  bo  unmindful  of 
this.  No  British  House  of  Commons,  how- 
ever economical  in  other  respects,  should 
affect  to  disregard  this.  Distant  may 
tlie  period  he,  when  these  tremendous 
powers  arc  to  he  called  into  activity;  hut 
M'hilst  we  are  determined  to  commit  no  act 
of  aggression,  let  us  not  fail  to  provide  ef- 
fectually the  host  means  of  preserving 
peace,  namely,  to  be  well  prepared  for 
war;  and  that,  if  any  act  of  aggression,  any 
pregnant  ambition  be  attempted  against 
us,  we  may  always  be  in  a  condition  to 
make  the  first  blow  of  a  war  the  most  ef- 
fectual, and  so  herald  a  course  of  successes 
as  signal  as  those  which  dietinguished  the 
commencement  of  the  late  war,  and  ter- 
minated with  an  ever  memorable  naval  vic- 
tory. 

Dk.  BOWRING  said,  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  read  the  official  docu- 
ments attentively,  he  must  have  known 
that  there  was  no  power  in  the  French 
Navy  to  cope  with  ours.  The  gallant  Ge- 
neral talked  of  the  French  Navy  as  if  it 
were  equal  with  our  own.  Look  at  the 
finances  of  France;  year  after  year  there 
was  a  deficiency;  the  Government  was  in- 
volved in  debt;  its  embarrassments  were 
continually  increasing;  and  the  Minister 
did  not  dare  to  state  to  the  Chambers  the 
real  condition  of  the  finances.  Look  at 
the  national  credit  of  the  two  countries. 
Could  any  one  contrast  them  without  see- 
ing tlmt  the  condition  of  England  was  su- 
]>orior  to  that  of  France  ?  We  had  no 
reason  whatever  to  feel  any  sort  of  alarm 
at  the  state  of  the  French  Navy;  and  no 
one  could  pay  a  visit  to  any  of  the  French 
ports  without  seeing  the  inferiority  of  their 
Navy,  and  the  impossibility  of  its  compet- 
ing with  ours. 

8iH  H.  DOUGLAS  :  Has  the  hon. 
Mombcr  read  the  Prince  de  Joinvillc's 
paniphlot. 

Dh.  BOWRING  :  I  have,  and  it  did 
not  alter   niv  o])inion. 

iM  K.  \V.  WILLIAMS  observed,  that  the 
joalousios  and  ill-will  between  France  and 
iMigland  were  produced  by  such  observa- 
tions as  those  upon  the  inferiority  of  the 
French  Navy  compared  with  ours. 

SiH  V.  NAPIFR  concurred  in  every 
woi'd  that  had  fallen  from  the  gallant 
Officer  (Sir  H.  Douglas),  not  only  as  to 
the  necessity  of  having  a  reserve,  but  of  a 
j)roper  alarm  as  to  what  was  going  on  at 
the  ()p])osite  side  of  the  Channel;  and  per- 
fectly disagreed  with  every  word  that  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry. 


In  making  a  few  observations,  ho  would  be 
as  short  as  possible.     He  could  not  help 
expressing  the  gratification  he  felt  at  the 
very  able  manner  in  which  the  Secretary 
of  the  Admiralty  had  brought  forward  the 
Navy  Estimates,   and  the  bold  and  manly 
way  in  which  ho  stated  that  the  Bystem  in 
the  dockyards  was  carried  on  by  jobbing. 
He  wished,  however,  that  the  Admiralty, 
in  making  all  their  alterations,  had  author- 
ized  tho  hon.   Gentleman  to  go  one  step 
farther,  and  that  they  had  acted  like  the 
Board  of  Customs,  which  with  the  consent 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  he  sup- 
posed— for  the  head  of  the  board  could  not 
be  believed  to  do  it  of  his  own  accord- 
had    issued    instructions    prohibiting    all 
clerks   and    employes  from   making    use 
of  private  interest  for  their  advancement, 
and  warning  them  that  so  far  from  raising 
it  would  depress  them  in  their  situations. 
He  wished  the   Admiralty   had  said  the 
same  to  every  officer  in  the  fleet,  from  the 
admiral  to  the  lieutenant,  and  told  them  to 
look  to  themselves  for  promotion,  and  not 
to  the  interest  of  Lord  This  or  Lord  That. 
He  had  read  over  their  plan  with  a  great 
deal  of  attention,  and  wished  it  every  suc- 
cess; hut  the  only  certain  mode  of  putting 
an  end  to  jobbing  would  be  by  disfranchis- 
ing the   whole  of  the  dockyards.     That 
would  put  an  end  to  it,  but  nothing  else 
would.     If  all  men  were  honest,  the  pro- 
posed plan  would  he  very  good.    When  the 
builder  chose  three  men  for  promotion,  it 
was  very  possible  ho  might  choose  two 
Tories  and  one  Whig,  or  two  Whigs  and 
one  Tory;  and  if  the  Government  of  the 
day  were  Whig  or  Tory,  it  required   no 
ghost  to  tell  tliem  which  of  tho  three  would 
be  chosen  by  the  Admiralty.     He  could 
have  wished  that  the  superintendent  of  a 
dockyard  were  allowed  to  choose  his  men, 
as  an  admiral  was  allowed  to  select  the 
sailors  for  his  ship,  and  then  he  woidd  look 
for  the  best  men,  and  it  would  soon  go  to 
head-quarters  who  had  abused  his  trust.  If 
that  could  not  be   done,  he  hoped  thej 
would  at  least  give  the  superintendent  the 
power  of  discharging  a  man  immediately 
he  neglected  his  duty.     It  was  said  the 
Government  did  not  get  a  fwr  day's  work 
for  a  fair  day's  wages  under  the  present 
system,   and  there  were  rumours  abroad 
also  that  our  ships  were  not  built  in  a  pro- 
per manner.  The  confusion  and  conflicting 
orders  and  authorities  which  now  prevailed 
were  such  as  to  give  him  no  hope,  unless 
tho  whole  of  the  present  system  were  re- 
viewed.   As  to  the  building  of  our  Tesseb, 
2E2 
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his  gallant  Friend  who  hrought  forward 
the  Estimates  put  a  shot  between  wind 
and  water  into  the  Admiralty  when  he  said 
they  did  not  know  their  own  mind;  and  he 
would  certainly  divide  the  House,  unless 
he  got  an  assurance  that  a  different  sys- 
tem would  bo  carried  out.  The  late  Se- 
cretary of  the  Admiralty  informed  them 
that  there  were  only  seven  iron  steamers 
used  as  vessels  of  war.  lie  expected  the 
gallant  Officer  who  was  more  particularly 
charged  with  the  gunnery  department  of 
the  Navy,  would  give  him  his  opinion  whe- 
ther those  vessels  which  had  been  built 
were  fit  for  war  or  not.  But  in  reference 
to  the  statement  of  the  late  Secretary,  on 
looking  to  a  paper  with  which  he  had 
been  furnished  by  the  Admiralty,  he 
found  a  long  list  of  vessels  which  had 
been  built  since  1843.  The  gallant  Officer 
then  read  a  list  of  a  number  of  vessels, 
specifying  the  number  and  nature  of  the 
guns  they  carried.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  nine  vessels  were  built  because  it 
was  difficult  to  obtain  wood;  but  that  was 
no  reason  why  so  many  of  them  should  be 
built.  Those  which  had  been  built  were 
found  very  difficult  to  manage  on  account 
of  the  way  in  w^hich  their  compasses  were 
affected,  and  the  recruit  brig  had  to  be 
taken  into  dock  after  every  cruise  in  order 
to  rectify  them,  llo  left  it  to  the  House 
to  judge  whether  it  was  riglit  or  proper  for 
any  Admiralty,  he  did  not  care  who  they 
were,  to  begin  to  build  thirty-three  iron 
vessels  before  they  had  fully  tested  their 
capabilities.  He  wished  above  all  things 
to  know  if  there  wu.s  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  iM'vise 
the  articles  of  war,  and  make  tliem  a  little 
more  humane  than  they  were  at  present  i 
Now  was  the  time  to  change  them,  when 
public  opinion  was  strong  on  the  subj(>ot. 
He  did  not  at  all  approve  of  their  order  the 
other  day,  however,  which  would  act  in  a 
most  improper  manner,  and  create  one 
mode  of  piuiishment  ashore,  and  another 
in  blue  water,  giving  the  men  to  believe 
there  was«me  discipline  in  England,  and  an- 
other abroad.  He  wished  also  to  ini]»ress 
on  them  the  proj^riety  of  inerea^ini^  the 
ship-earpenters,  ami  «;iving  them  better 
pay.  It  was  so  small  at  present  that  it  was 
oxtrenu'ly  diffieult  U)  i^et  ;;o«mI  enrj)enters 
to  enter  the  nn*n-of-\\ar.  lie  repeateil  ai^aiii 
his  wish  that  his  ^callant  Friend  op[K»it«- 
would  answer  whether  tin;  vessel  built  of 
iron  were  fit  for  men-uf-war;  and  whether 
when  a  shot  was  fired  int(»  them,  it  went 
through,  as  your  linger  would  through  a 


I  sheet  of  brown  paper.  In  the  experiments 
that  had  been  made,  the  shot  was  onlj 
'  fired  from  a  jingal.  What  would  be  the 
effect  if  it  came  from  a  32-poander  ?  If 
his  hon.  Friend  could  not  tell,  he  (Sir  C. 
Napier)  could.  The  vessel  would  go  to 
the  bottom  like  a  stone. 

Captain  BERKELEY  said,  that  with 
respect  to  the  calibre  of  the  guns  to  be 
used  in  the  Navy,  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  had  carried  out  the  viewa  of  the 
late  board,  in  respect  to  the  use  of  as  few 
varying  calibres  as  possible;  and  he  hoped 
the  amount  of  different  calibres  would  re- 
main as  it  was  fixed  at  present.  The  gallant 
Officer  had  asked  his  opinion  as  to  the  ca- 
pabilities of  iron  vessels  to  be  used  as  ahipa 
of  war;  but  he  would  rather  that  the  gal- 
lant Officer  would  call  for  the  opinion!  of 
the  board  than  that  of  an  individual.  He 
was  sorry  this  ])oint  had  been  touched 
upon,  because  as  the  present  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  said,  that  the  present  board 
did  not  build,  and  did  not  intend  to  buildp 
any  more  iron  steamers,  except  for  such 
purposes  as  packets,  he  had  hoped  that 
that  would  have  been  a  sufficient  indication 
of  the  opinion  of  the  board  on  the  subject. 
It  had  been  said,  that  the  firing  at  the 
liubff  by  the  Excellent  was  an  absurd  ex- 
periment ;  but  he  wished  that  experiment  had 
l>een  before*,  nuide  so  many  iron  vessels  had 
been  ordered,  for  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  experiment  proveil  that  iron  vessels  were 
not  fit  for  the  ])urpuses  of  war.  In  this  he 
was  borne  out  by  the  irallant  Officer  who 
made  the  experiment;  and  also  by  what 
happont'd  in  the  River  Plate,  where  the 
admiral,  who  eommanded,  thought  the  cir- 
cumstance so  extraordinary,  that  he  sent 
home  the  shot  which  passed  through  the 
Ltzai'iL  makinix  on  one  side  a  hole  as  in  a 
sheet  of  bn>\vn  paper,  and  a  star  on  the 
other,  so  that  it  was  hanlly  ]M)8sible  to 
st<»p  it  by  a  pluir.  By  the  trial  on  the 
Rubu,  it  a])peured  that  the  greater  the 
thickness  of  tin*  ir4in,  the  greater  the  in- 
jury. Iron  butts  were  made  of  great  thick- 
ness, and  shots  fire<l  at  them,  and  these 
shots  had  i^reater  effect  on  them  than  shots 
iired  at  rotten  wouil  would  haw  on  that 
material. 

Mu.  CnUKY  defended  the  apptiiiitmcnts 

niade  by   th(>  late  Bunrd  of  Admiralty  in 

the  (hiekyartl.<.  all  the  hii^Iirr  stations  hav- 

:  iu'^  hi'iMi  eonferred  on   .-upporters  of  tlio 

'  ]ire>i>iit  (iiivrninunt.     lie  would  next  re- 

'  fer  to   the  eliariT'*  made  by  the  hon.  and 

gallant  Admiral  (Sir  ('.  Napierj  against 

J  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty »  with  refer- 
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ence  to  the  Luilding  of  iron  ships  of  war. 
The  (juestion  niiglit  be  divided  into  two 
parts  :  the  one  a  (|uostion  of  strength,  and 
the  other  a  question  of  durabihty.     As  to 
tlie  question  of  strenc^th,  he  referred  to  a 
letter  of  Lieutenant  Hoskens,  who  stated, 
that  if  the  Great  Britain  steam  vessel  had 
been  built  of  wood,  she  would  have  broken 
np — if  not  before — on  the  20th  of  Novem- 
ber, when  the  tide  rose  to  an  extent  much 
higher  than  usual.     The  next  question  was 
as  to  the  durability  of  iron  vessels.     On 
this  point  lie  had  some  evidence  which  he 
should  read  to  the  House.     The  first  iron 
steam  vessel  was  built  in  1821.     She  was 
built  and  commanded  by  the  present  Sir 
Charles  Napier,  and  had  been  for  a  consi- 
derable time  in  use.     In  1833,  the  Dublin 
Company  conmieuced  the  building  of  iron 
vessels,  and  from  their  experience  of  them 
they  had  no  idea  of  returning  to  wooden 
vessels;    and    the    great  majority    of  the 
steam   vessels  engaged  in   trade    in    that 
country  are  now  built  of  iron.     When  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  (Sir  Charles  Na- 
pier) taunted  them  with  not  makhig  expe- 
riments before  building  more  vessels,  he 
begged  to  inform  him  that  they  did  make 
experiments  at  Woolwich,  which  were  at- 
tende<l  by  a  late  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Ripon 
(Sir  George  Cockburn),  who  had  as  many 
hard  knocks  as  many  of  them,  and  it  was 
his  opinion  that  iron  vessels  were  decidedly 
iittcil    for   war.     Now,    as    to    the   result 
of    the    experiment    with    regard   to   the 
Jluhij,   he    would  ask   what   must   neces- 
sarily  be    the    consequences    when    they 
took    a    ship    of   that    kind,    put   her   in 
water,  and  iired  away  at  her;   and  having 
done  that,  was  it  fair  then  to  say  that  an 
iron  vessel  >vas  not  fitted  for  war  because 
she   did  not  resist  the   shots  which  were 
directed  against  her?    He  referred  to  what 
had  occurred  with  respect  to  the  Swiftsure 
74-gun  ship,  to  show  that  a  wooden  vessel 
was  equally  vulnerable  as  an  iron  vessel; 
and  could  it  for  that  reason  be  said  that 
wood  was  an  unfit  material  for  the  building 
of  sliii)s?    The  damage  done  to  the  Lizard 
had  been  adverted  to;  but  a  vessel  of  such 
light  scantling  must  necessarily  suffer,  and 
it  would  appear  that   in   similar   civcum- 
stan(;es  wooden  vessels  had  likewise  suf- 
fered.    He  thought  the  late  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty was  quite  justified  in  what  they 
had  done,  and  he  conceived  that  all  the 
oxperimonts  tended  to  prove  that  iron  was 
a  fit  material  for  vessels  built  for  the  pur- 
poses of  war;  and  even  if  they  were  not 


fitted  for  the  purposes  of  war,  they  were 
fitted  for  the  conveyance  of  troops. 

Captai!^  HARRIS  said,  as  ho  had  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  the  expense  of  giving 
additional  pay  to  the  petty  officers  of  the 
Navy  would  not  amount  to  more  than 
30,000?.  or  40,000?.,  he  hoped  that  some 
proposal  of  this  nature  would  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  as  a  supplementary  estimate. 
He  thought  it  of  great  importance  that  a 
measure  of  this  kind  should  be  brought 
forward  pari  passtt  with  the  measures  re- 
lating to  secondary  punishments,  and  the 
reduction  of  corporal  punishments.  He 
^'ould  also  urge  upon  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty the  importance  of  adopting  means  to 
give  a  more  practical  education  to  the 
naval  cadets.  He  would  suggest  that  one 
of  the  old  jackass  frigates  should  he  fitted 
out,  and  placed  under  the  command  of  a 
smart  officer  with  a  crew  of  seventy  or 
eighty  able  seamen,  on  board  which  100 
cadets  should  serve,  and  learn  to  steer, 
heave  the  lead,  and  do  their  duty  aloft,  to- 
gether with  the  rigging,  fitting,  and  hand- 
ling a  ship,  and  that  as  many  mates  as 
convenient  should  serve  in  rotation  to  learn 
the  pilotage  of  the  Channel,  and  to  steer  a 
ship  by  the  marks  and  the  chart. 

Caitain  PECHELL  said,  that  on  Fri- 
day night  many  observations  were  made,  to 
which  answers  were  expected;  but  the 
Lords  of  tho  Admiralty  had  not  given  any. 
He  would  be  glad  to  do  away  with  tho  job- 
bing in  tho  dockyards;  but  as  he  wished  to 
hear  the  right  hou.  Baronet  (the  Member 
for  Dorchester),  he  trusted  that  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion  would  be  given  on  a 
future  occasion. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  after  the 
observations  of  the  gallant  Admiral  (Sir 
C.  Napier),  and  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty,  ho  was  afraid  that  any  observa- 
tions of  his  own  would  be  of  little  weight, 
since  his  experience  at  the  Admiralty  was 
now  of  ancient  date,  and  the  practice  then 
was  different  from  what  it  was  now.  It 
was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  patron- 
age of  the  Board  was  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  Secretary;  but  when  he  was  at  the 
Admiralty  it  was  in  the  First  Lord,  with 
the  advice  of  tho  Board,  and  the  Secretary 
had  only  a  somewhat  peculiar  branch  oi 
the  Admiralty — the  clerical  patronage  in 
the  appointment  of  chaplains.  He  was 
quite  astonished  to  hear,  that  in  making 
the  appointments,  it  was  an  ordinary  ques- 
tion to  ask  what  were  the  political  opinions 
of  the  master  shipwrights  or  of  the  fore- 
man of  the  works.     He  was  himself  in 
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office  only  for  the  two  years  consequent 
upon  the  great  election  after  the  Reform 
Act;  and,  before  He  left  office,  he  had  seen 
the  bad  effects  of  giving  the  right  of  re- 
presentation to  Woolwich,  and  then  to 
Chatham,  then  to  Devonport,  and  then  by 
attaching  to  the  Pembroke  district  of 
boroughs  tho  dockyard  of  Pembroke,  and 
also  by  giving  the  full  franchise  to  Ports- 
mouth, which  before  was  a  close  corpora- 
tion; and  though  he  had  taken  no  notice 
of  the  political  opinions  of  the  officers  in 
tho  yard,  nor  inquired  how  they  exercised 
their  elective  franchise,  yet  he  must  say 
that,  if  this  question  were  constantly  pift 
by  different  Boards  of  Admiralty,  it  would 
be  a  great  impediment  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  yard.  The  possession  of  the  elective 
franchise  was  an  important  question  as 
connected  with  tho  public  service.  The 
expenditure  in  the  yards  was  enormous, 
and  nothing  could  be  a  greater  evil  than 
the  prevalence  of  this  system.  The  spirit 
of  the  suggestions  laid  upon  the  Table  by 
tho  present  Secretary  of  tho  Admiralty 
did  him  tho  highest  honour;  and  they  were 
directed  to  the  remedy  of  this  evil.  He 
was  inclined  to  agre*^  with  the  gallant 
Member  for  Maiylebonc  as  to  the  propriety 
of  making  promotions  in  the  naval  services 
and  in  the  dockyards  by  merit;  and  he  had 
been  advised  by  Admiral  Sir  Thomas 
Hardy,  and  by  Admiral  Dundas,  to  pro- 
ceed on  the  principle  of  concentrating  the 
responsibility,  and  thus  increasing  the  effi- 
ciency, lie  had  sought  to  give  the  right 
of  rating  and  disrating  in  the  master  of 
tho  yard  as  every  captain  had  in  a  ship, 
which  concentrated  all  the  power  and  re- 
sponsibility, and  ensured  efficiency;  but 
still  he  had  great  doubt  whether  there  was 
not  much  force  in  what  the  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone  said;  and  it  would  be 
a  grave  question  whether  they  must  not  at 
last — though  he  was  opposed  to  disqualifi- 
cation— with  a  view  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
public  services  come  to  the  same  regulation 
with  respect  to  the  dockyards  as  existeil 
in  regard  to  other  situations  under  the  (lo- 
vernment.  The  officers  and  men  employed 
in  the  coast  guanl  wvro  Cinmected  with  i 
the  collection  of  the  revenue,  and  were  ' 
disqualitie<i  from  voting.  Thr  analoifv  be-  I 
tween  them  and  persons  cniployiMl  in  the  | 
d«)ckyards  was  very  4'lose ;  and  though 
disqualitication  was  ir.vidious.  it  would  bf> 
a  question  wht^ther  the  4'lective  francliisi-  " 
should  not  bo  conlirKMl  to  the  inhabitants  ; 
of  the  towns;  it  was  a  grave  qucsti«)n  ti» ' 
be  decided  on  public  grounds.     Still,  the  j 


plan  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Adminltj 
was  honest  and  fair,  and  ho  was  willing  to 
give  it  a  trial. 

Mr.  ward  expressed  his  deep  gratifi- 
cation  at  the  manner  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  pleased  to  speak  ci 
the  plan  of  the  Admiralty,  He  trusted 
that  when  the  officers  saw  the  general  fool- 
ing on  the  subject,  and,  more,  saw  that  an 
honest  plan  was  put  before  them,  th^ 
would  endeavour  to  carry  it  fairiy  into 
effect,  especially  when  they  wero  made 
aware  that  if  this  plan  should  fail,  the 
alternative  must  be  disfranchisement. 
Should  the  scheme  fail,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  not  hesitate  to  concur  in  ap- 
plying the  more  extensive  remedy  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded. 

Sir  J.  GRAUAM  doubted  the  policy  of 
appointing  four  measiurers  to  each  dock- 
yard. If  the  measurement  were  effeetnal, 
there  would  be  required  a  much  greater 
number  of  officers  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  WARD  said,  it  was  expected  the 
services  of  these  officers,  who  would  have 
assistants,  would  be  effectual  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  they  were  designed. 

Mr.  F.  T.  BARING  would  assure  hia 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  tho  Admiralty 
that  he  must  have  his  eyes  and  ears  open, 
and,  after  all,  unless  he  had  an  opportunity 
of  checking  the  officers  themselves,  he 
would  only  remove  the  impression,  now 
unfavourable  to  tho  Admiralty,  to  them, 
lie  thought  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
dockyards  objectionable,  and  would  recom- 
mend, as  the  most  effectual  remed}'  for  tho 
evils  complained  of,  that  the  Treasnry 
should  listen  very  unwillingly  to  all  appli- 
cations for  infiuencing  the  patronage  of 
dockyards. 

Several  Votes  were  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Resolutions  to  bo  re- 
ported. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  One  oVlock. 


H  0  V  S  E    OF    LORD  S. 
Mondmi.  J/^rcA  8.  1847. 

Mi!f  CTKh.]    Rr/Mr/i^.— C^istody  of  Ofltedcri. 
1*  labouring  Ptmr  (Ireland.) 

I*rTiTioN8  Prkmbntkd.  Uy  Lord  Brnu|[tuHii.  from  GIm- 
gciw,  for  the  KiublMhrncnt  of  a  (  omprvhcimve  and  Eflbr* 
tual  Systnn  of  AiMoumcnl  for  thr  MainUtumce  of  the 
Voot  in  Irrland,  and  for  the  Rt  lirf  of  (*mt  Britain  ftoai 
the  pmmt  unprecedented  influx  of  Paupen  ttom  IkImA 
and  from  King«ion-upon-llull.  for  AroendnwBt  of  the 
Law  re^ptTtiiig  Juvenile  « »frniden.  -  Fmm  Bridport,  ftir 
the  Abi>lition  of  the  Puni»hRii-Dt  of  Death  in  nil  caaM. 

POOR  l..\\V  iIHEL.\Nl>» 
Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  a  petitioii 
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from  the  Lord  Provost,  the  Magistrates, 
ami  the  Town  Council — the  corporation  in 
fact — of  Glasgow,  coinplahiing  of  the  dis- 
tressing cifects  produced  hy  the  great  influx 
of  Irish  poor  into  that  city,  and  praying  the 
enactment  of  a  Poor  Law  for  Ireland.  IIo 
(Lord  Brougham)  held  in  his  hand  a  com- 
munication from  the  magistrates  of  Liver- 
pool on  a  similar  suhject,  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  the  influx  of  these  miserable 
persons  from  Ireland  on  three  following 
davs  was  as  follows: — AVednesday,  1778; 
Thursday,  1681;  Friday,  1636.  That 
was  to  say,  an  average  of  from  1,600 
to  1,700  daily.  The  consequence  of  this 
influx  of  distress  was  disease;  many  cases 
of  typhus  fever  had  broken  out  in  the  bo- 
rough, and  among  others  who  died  of  it 
was  the  relieving  oflicer,  after  an  illness  of 
only  forty-eight  hours.  He  had  also  re- 
ceived communications  from  respectable 
persons  in  Ireland,  whoso  names  he  thought 
it  prudent  to  conceal  at  that  moment,  in 
which  complaint  was  made  of  the  great 
misery  suflfered  by  the  poor  in  that  coun- 
try, and  the  utterly  inadequate  assistance 
which  they  had  received  from  those  who 
ought  to  be  the  first  to  aftbrd  it.  While 
England  was  under  the  pressure  of  the 
(Jueen's  Letter — the  operation  of  Iler  Ma- 
jesty's Missive — and  under  the  instigation 
of  those  eloquent  men  who  preached  charity 
sermons  in  every  place — also  acting,  he 
was  bound  to  say,  on  the  impulse  of  the 
benevolent  feelings  of  her  inhabitants, 
many  of  whom  gave  nmch  more  than  they 
were  able,  perhaps,  to  afford — he  was  very 
sorry  to  say  that  the  same  feelings  did  not 
prevail  in  all  parts  of  the  empire.  In  some 
districts  of  one  part  of  the  empire — he  did 
not  say  in  all — they  did  not  seem  to  pre- 
vail. In  one  district,  for  instance,  where 
the  non-resident  proprietors  had  a  rental 
of  2 J, 587?.,  upon  the  most  pressing  appeals 
that  could  be  made  to  them,  they  only  con- 
tributed 208?.,  or  2d.  in  the  pound  on  the 
rental.  There  was  another  case,  in  the 
union  in  the  county  of  Cork,  where  the 
]H)pulation  was  7.000  Catholics,  and  five 
Trotestant  families  with  four  Protestant 
rectors.  A  dignitary  of  the  Church  in  tliis 
union,  and  drawing  450/.  a  year  from  it, 
was  a[)])lied  to,  and  he  sent  a  donation  of 
1/.  Tlio  committee,  no  doubt  **  thankful 
for  small  mercies,"  were  very  nmch  obliged 
to  bun;  and,  small  as  it  was,  it  was  some- 
thing better  than  2d.  in  the  pound;  but 
still,  thinking  that  it  might  be  a  mistake, 
the  secretary  wrote  to  that  rev.  gentleman 
on  the  subject.     It  was,  however,  no  mis- 


take— ^ho  woidd  give  no  more;  although 
the  district  from  which  he  derived  his  an- 
nual 450Z.  was  one  that  abounded  in  pan- 
pers.  There  was  another  parish  with  a 
population  of  3,000  inhabitants,  of  which 
three-fourths  were  paupers  employed  on 
the  public  works,  where  all  the  landlords 
were  absentees,  with  the  exception  of  one 
who  fanned  his  own  land,  and  who  had 
evicted  from  his  estates,  not  two  years  ago, 
nearly  400  persons.  From  none  of  these 
landlords  were  the  committee  able  to  ex- 
tract anything  but  20?.  from  one  who 
owned  land  in  the  parish  of  the  value  of 
1 ,200?.  a  year.  Another  of  these  same  land- 
lords, a  wealthy  barrister  of  Dublin,  draw- 
ing 500?.  a  year  from  the  parish,  gave  no 
answer  whatever  to  an  application  made  to 
him  by  the  relief  committee,  although  a 
great  number  of  paupers  from  his  property 
were  supported  on  the  public  works.  In 
an  adjoining  parish,  a  landlord  with  a  ren- 
tal of  2,000?.  a  year  gave  nothing,  though 
a  great  many  paupers  had  been  very  lately 
made  by  the  eviction  of  400  persons,  in 
the  process  of  what  was  called  clearing  his 
estate.  In  a  third  parish,  a  barrister  who 
had  purchased  an  estate  for  7,0002.,  gave 
nothing.  Not  alone  that,  but  he  would 
not  grant  a  site  for  a  school-house,  for  the 
erection  of  which  130?.  had  been  bequeath- 
ed some  eight  years  since,  until  very  lately 
he  had  leased  them  a  quarter  of  an  acre  of 
land  at  6?.  per  annum.  Very  charitable 
that !  His  wife,  who  was  the  daughter  of 
a  general  oiHcer,  not  satisfied  with  the  price 
her  husband  had  obtained  for  the  quarter 
of  an  acre  of  land,  insisted  upon  it,  as  one 
of  the  conditions  of  granting  that  site,  that 
20?.  of  the  130?.  should  be  paid  as  a  sort 
of  fine  to  herself,  that  she  might  therewith 
establish  a  school  for  the  education  of  the 
children  of  her  own  tenants,  in  her  own 
manner.  Every  one  had,  he  admitted,  a 
clear  and  undoubted  right  to  subscribe 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor  or  not,  as  they 
chose;  and  no  person  ha4  a  right  to  complain 
of  them  if  they  did  not.  One  exception 
there  was,  however — namely,  when  ten 
millions  were  given  by  this  country  for  the 
support  of  the  Irish  poor,  and  large  sums 
besides  sent  to  Ireland  in  private  charity, 
the  people  of  England  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that  those  who  assisted  to  create  the 
pauperism  of  their  own  country  shoidd  lud 
in  its  support.  He  had  another  statement 
to  make  relating  to  a  place  called  Ballina, 
in  respect  to  which  what  he  said  the  other 
ni^ht  had  so  excited  the  indignation  of  his 
noble  Friend.     He  had  endoavoared,  on 
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that  occasion,  to  connect  the  povcrtj  which 
inundated  the  ports  of  England  with  the 
legal  processes  now  carried  on  in  that 
country;  and  he  was  told  he  know  nothing 
ahout  it.  A  gentleman  who  was  cnga;)red 
in  the  matter,  and  who  know  everything 
ahout  it,  infonnod  liim  that  in  the  quarter- 
sessions  held  at  I^allina,  in  the  harony  of 
Tyrawley  and  the  county  of  Mayo,  on  the 
11th  January  last,  there  were  set  down 
for  trial  from  1,500  to  2,(.)00  I'ivil-bill  pro- 
cesses, at  the  suit  of  from  IG  to  18  land- 
lords, for  rent  ending  and  due  on  the  1  st 
of  the  Novcmher  preceding,  for  the  use 
and  occupation  of  tenants  to  the  same  pe- 
rio<l,  and  for  the  recovery  of  conacre  agree- 
ments. In  Ireland  the  landlords  had  the 
power  of  levying  a  distress  upon  the 
goods  and  chattels  of  the  tenant  for  rent; 
and  such  processes  as  those  before  the  bar- 
rister, which  involved  personal  attachment, 
were  perfectly  novel  in  that  country.  In 
ordinary  years,  the  landlords  did  not  col- 
lect their  rents  through  the  medium  of 
barristers*  courts;  neither  did  they  demand 
the  November  rent  until  the  following 
March.  This  year  the  tenants  had  no 
goods  or  chattels — the  moment  was  there- 
fore favourable  to  the  landlords  for  fright- 
ening the  poor  people,  and  effecting  the 
clearance  of  their  estates;  therefore  they 
insisted  on  proceeding  in  the  assistant  bar- 
risters* courts  against  them,  and  obtaining 
a  decree  for  attaching  their  persons.  Who 
could  doubt  tliat  those  processes  had  con- 
nexion with  the  mass  of  pauperism  from 
Ireland,  thrown  upon  the  sh(»res  of  Eng- 
land, and  incumbering  Liveq»ool  and  otlier 
seaport  towns?  His  informant  went  on  to 
say — 

*•  Tin'  pcftplo.  alronily  (li>tra<'to<l  .ami  panir- 
»tnick  by  tlio  loss  of  thrir  jjotato  crop,  an<l  fear- 
ing thr>  land  would  not  in  tutun^  produrr  a  fiiniilar 
<'nip,  HO«>iii;^  aUo  tin*  iiniM)*iHil)ility  of  Kcttlin^ 
]>oacralily  with  landlonls,  who  wc«n»  <Iotoniiiiic*d 
to  liavi"  tin'  pjiufid  of  llosli,  yifldi'd  to  tlioir  fat♦»^< 
amidst  thr  wailinjL'H  and  wcfpini's  <if  their  .starvin;: 
and  wr<»trluMl  faniilicH.  If  tlify  rvrii  lirld  mit,  tlicy 
had  n'>ith«T  nionry  nor  seed  to  till  tin?  land,  and 
they  f('arf<l  that  luddin^  out,  th(>  landlords  nii^ht 
rndt'avour  to  prrv«'nt  their  ir''ttinif  on  the  publii: 
wijrks,  n»»w  hri'oinc  tln-ir  laM  rrfuiro  for  a  lin«r«»r- 
inif  rxi>t«'n«'i».  Many  of  tin*  p«'opli»  tli'd  bofon* 
the  priJCcxHOM  wore  ontrrrd  for  trial,  and  inon»  of 
tht'Ui  >uhs(<f|u<>ntly  L'avi'  \\\t  thrir  lioldinL'^:.  'I'hus 
tin*  ralcuIatiouM  (»f  thr  landlords  that  thrsc  ])ro- 
«'.(»ssr.H  w«uild  have  all  tin*  rtfn-aey  of  fjiTtim-nts 
won*  roalisod,  and  lh«'ir  olij«'<'t  of  fh'arinir  thoir 
lantN  of  what  tlioy  ttrni  n  Hnrplux  population  it. 
with  orurl  ins'onuity,  hoini:  aoconipli»ht'd:  and  tt» 
what  oxtrnt  may  ho  judLM-d  by  ttio  stati-inont  oi' 
tbo  Itov.  Mr.  Nary.  j>aris|i  prii-t  of  Lurkon.  in 
tho  !)arony  of  Tyrawloy,  and  i''iUMty  of  Mayo. 
IIo  says,  tliat  in  the  month  vi'  S.'ptoudn.T  last  he 


luid  in  his  pariih  1,000  fiunilics;  that 
combined  causes  of  flight,  atan-ation,  and  _ 
lencc,  be  has  now  but  500  families:  that  of  the 
latter  number  not  more  than  30  fiunilies  haw 
suflkient  means  to  enable  them  to  make  a  sowing; 
and  that  from  tho  operation  of  the  same  causes 
— ^namely,  star>'ation,  pestilence,  and  flight,  he  is 
confident  tliat  of  the  1,000  families,  or  5,500  sonb, 
in  his  ]tariHh  last  September,  there  won't  remain 
on  the  Ut  of  August  next  more  than  300  sonb. 
I  have  alreafly  stated  that  there  were  from  1,500 
to  2,000  uf  these  processi^s  entered  for  trial.  There 
must,  Iiuwever,  be  double  that  number  issued 
against  the  ])eople;  for  such  of  them  that  fled  or 
surrcndored  to  their  landlords'  wishes  previoos  (o 
the  first  day  of  the  sessions — that  is,  the  llth  of 
January — against  all  these  no  processes  were  en- 
tered for  tiial.  So  that  the  total  number  of  pn>. 
cesses  issued  must  be  4,000,  which  number  iuTolv- 
ed  tho  fate  of  22,000  human  beings.  The  people, 
thus  frightened  and  hunted  from  their  holdings 
like  boasts  from  the  field,  will,  for  the  nHWt  psrt, 
Ix'  shortly  in  eternity.  It  rarely  happens  that 
more  tluin  one  of  a  family  getfl  on  the  pabUe 
works,  and  the  work  done  by  one  half-starred 
man  will  not  produce  more  than  Hi/,  or  lOrf.  per 
day.  At  the  present  price  of  provisions,  this 
would  1)C  little  enouirh,  and  too  little,  for  one 
man;  yet  he  must  divide  it  with  his  perishing 
family.  I  leave  you  to  judge  whether  this  state 
of  things  will  not  further  the  work  of  death  fiut 
enough.  P^ven  tho  suuivkitchens,  which  giro 
some  t«'mp<»rar>'  relief  to  several  persons,  hony 
others  to  their  eoffinlcss  graves,  dysenterj  pte- 
vailing  to  a  groat  extent  here;  and  those  having 
it,  taking  soup  and  glad  to  get  it,  go  off  &ster 
than  oihcr.s." 

lie  was  not  at  liberty  to  mention  the  nmme 
of  his  informant;  Imt  a  connexion  of  his 
hnd  enlleil  npon  liim  with  that  letter,  and 
said  that  he  knew  the  writer  perfectly, 
lie  ought  to  mention  that  he  had  received 
anothor  account  of  a  most  grievous  nature 
from  SkiblMTcen.  also  containing  a  state- 
ment of  groat  abuses  in  that  district.  IIo 
was  infonned  that  |;^at  sums  of  money 
had  liecn  jMJured  into  Skibbcreen,  and  pcr- 
sf»ns  had  flocked  there  from  other  localities 
to  benefit  from  it.  and  that  not  merely 
poor  persons,  but  persons  who  had  no 
claim  whatever  to  relief  on  the  ground  of 
destitution.  AH  this  made  j^ood  tho  alarm 
he  had  c'xprossod  from  the  first,  and  his 
assertion  tliat  they  couhl  not  carry  on  a 
system  nf  this  kind  witlutut  great  abut^es, 
unless  they  were  not  only  omniscient,  but 
omnipresent  and  onmipotent  also.  It  tinis 
a])]>eared  that  some  persons  were  thriving, 
while  others  were  ilistressed,  which  perhaps 
accounted  for  the  contradictory  statements 
they  heard  on  these  h\ibji^cts.  It  n*nnnded 
him  of  Horn*'  T«>oke's  reply  to  Mr.  Cnn- 
niiiir,  when  h»»  "^ai*!.  •*  lie  did  not  perceive 
that  tho  vi'ssid  of  the  State  was  Mnk- 
iuij."  **  V<ry  likely  not,"  said  Mr.  Tooke, 
**  for  you  are  rising  all    the    time,  and. 
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therefore,  you  do  not  perceiTe  it."  A 
correspondent  from  Sligo  had  written  to 
him  to  say  that  in  his  previous  statements 
to  their  Lordships  he  had  much  under- 
stated the  facts  (which  of  course  he  had 
wished  to  do),  respecting  the  rektiyes  of 
magistrates  and  clergymen  heing  employed 
at  the  puhlic  works.  His  correspibndent 
mentioned  a  clergyman,  two  of  whose  sons 
were  paid  clerks.  He  stated  also  that  four 
sons  of  Mr.  J.  Ormshy,  a  magistrate,  and 
grand  juror  of  the  district,  had  seven  paid 
situations  amongst  them.  The  eldest  son 
was  a  harony  constahle,  an  officer  whose 
duty  it  was  to  collect  the  county  cess. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON:  That  appoint- 
ment is  under  the  Grand  Jury  Cess  Act. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  He  is  also  a  paid 
clerk  under  the  Board  of  Works.  The  se- 
cond son  is  stated  to  he  a  contractor,  and 
also  a  county  constahle;  the  third  son,  to 
he  private  secretary  to  Captain  Gilhert,  of 
the  Board  of  Works;  and  the  fourth  son,  to 
hold  some  suhordinate  situation  in  the  same 
department.  It  is  stated,  also,  that  the 
eldest  son  of  a  gentleman  of  great  wealth, 
and  the  heir  to  his  property,  is  a  paid  clerk 
under  the  Board  of  Works;  and,  in  fact, 
that  there  is  scarcely  a  person  employed 
in  a  lucrative  situation  who  is  unconnected 
with  the  landowners  of  the  district.  He 
admitted  these  statements  were  more  showy 
than  substantial;  but  they  were  usefol,  and 
he  mentioned  them  to  show  that  his  pre- 
vious statements  were  not  without  founda- 
tion. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON :  Securities  being 
required,  they  must  take  responsible  per- 
sons. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  Yes,  yes.  But 
these  things  must  come  to  an  end  ;  and  his 
fear  was  that  tliey  would  not  come  to  an 
end  this  year  or  the  next ;  and  that  if  they 
did  not  look  closely  after  the  distribution 
of  the  public  money,  and  prevent  its  being 
turned  into  wrong  channels,  they  would 
never  come  to  an  end  at  all.  The  ten 
millions  sent  this  year  would  only  make 
thcni  more  anxious  for  ten  millions  more ; 
and  thus  it  would  go  on  untQ  it  could  go 
no  further.  He  must  say  also  that  there 
appeared  to  be  an  extraordinary  degree  of 
supincness  in  the  districts  from  wbieh  these 
necounts  proceeded,  and  that  the  inhabit- 
nnts  did  not  appear  to  exert  themselreB  in 
the  way  in  which  they  would  exert  them- 
selves under  similar  circumstances  in  anj 
part  of  England  or  Scotland.  His  fear, 
therefore,  was,  that  if  we  went  on  showing 
these  people  that  while  they  did  nothing 


we  would  do  somoihing,  and  that  if  they 
neglected  their  duty  we  would  do  it  for 
them — we  should  only  be  enconrmffing 
them  to  do  nothing,  while  we  were  domgy 
perhaps,  more  than  we  ought  to  do. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHEL  Mud» 
he  thought  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  wm 
not  justified  in  making  such  statements 
upon  anonymous  authority,  since  it  mutt 
be  manifest  the  degree  of  credit  to  be  at- 
tached to  them  depended  solely  np6n  Ilia 
credibility  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
correspondents.  As  to  the  statement  that 
one  individual  in  the  county  of  Cork  had 
turned  400  persons  off  his  estates,  he  mnsl 
say  he  was  not  satisfied  that  suoh  an  oo* 
currence  had  taken  place;  for  he  was  oob- 
vinced,  unless  it  oceurred  Tery  reeentlji 
that  he  must  have  heard  of  it.  With  re- 
spect to  the  statement  of  the  small  snm  of 
money  subscribed  by  the  Irish  landlords, 
all  he  knew  was,  that  in  those  parts  of  the 
county  of  Cork  he  was  acquainted  with, 
the  landlords  had  come  forward  most  ^mb' 
rously,  and,  though  much  impoverished 
themselves  for  want  of  their  rents,  had 
done  all  in  their  power  to  relieve  their  sof* 
fering  dependants.  He  thought  also  that 
where  it  was  otherwise,  it  was  mamly  oe- 
casioned  by  the  htodlords  bemff  deepqr  in- 
debted, and  obliged  to  jmj  the  Rttle  mmj 
ikej  did  receive  from  tneir  hmds  to  satiilj 
the  bonds  and  mortgages  of  their  creditors. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  eoold  not 
satisfy  Ihe  noble  Lord.  When  ho  gava 
neither  the  names  of  persons,  paruiht  nor 
correspondent,  the  nome  Lord  complained 
that  he  suppressed  the  names;  mit  Aa 
noble  Lord  only  complained  the  more  when 
he  gave  the  names  of  persons  and  narish. 
Now  in  the  latter  case,  where  he  hadglrai 
the  names  of  persons  and  parish,  he  wooU 
give  the  name  of  his  conr^cmdent*  Tha 
gentleman  from  whom  he  had  reedvod  Ua 
information  respecting  the  parties  wbosa 
sons  wore  employed  npon  the  pnblic  works, 
was  Mr.  Edward  Howe  Verdon,  propiieCMP 
of  the  SUgo  CkampUm^  who  had  ttade 
sunilar  statements  pnUidT  in  his  papsr, 
and  who  now  had  privateqr  gi^ran  to  mm 
more  detailed  infbniatioii.  In  the  ether  ^ 
cases,  however,  aa  he  had  not  grraa  the 
name  of  a  un^e  perscB,  he  diowd  widi* 
hold  the  name  of  the  rer.  gentleman  wha 
waslus  oorrespondsBt. 

The  Mabwm  rf  LONDONDBSBT 
sud,  he  thoo^  the  noUe  and  teamed  Levi 
was  not  justified  in  makmg  sncii  attaeka 

Jm.  the  Irish  laadtords,  especiaDy  sfaMa 
the  moQiriw  ArtbidbMittadajNh, 
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as  well  as  other  resident  gcntlcme]i«  had 
informed  him — had  all  of  them  informed 
him — that  they  had  never  heard  one  word 
of  the  kind  from  the  tenants.  Uo  then 
wrote  to  The  Times,  to  know  on  what 
grounds  they  had  made  that  declaration; 
but  they  did  not  state  the  grounds  to  him. 
lie  must  say  now,  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  going  upon  the  very 
same  principle,  and  was  running  down  the 
Irish  landlords  in  a  manner  which  did  little 
good  to  the  country,  and  very  little  credit 
to  himself. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  a  more 
extraordinary  charge  than  that  which  the 
noble  and  gallant  Marquess  had  just  pre- 
ferred against  him,  he  had  never  heard, 
even  in  these  times  of  exaggerated  charges. 
He  denied  that  he  had  made  a  general 
attack  upon  the  Irish  landlords,  or  that  ho 
was  running  them  down.  He  had  begun 
the  statement  be  had  made,  by  saying  that 
saved  that  part  from  the  calamities  that  ]  what  it  referred  to  was  an  exception  to 
were  afflicting  other  parts  of  the  country;  |  the  conduct  of  the  landlords;  and  he  had 
and  ho  therefore  thought  it  unjustifiable  <  also  said,  that  ]iis  obser\'ations  did  not  ap- 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  run  them  |  ply  at  all  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Mar- 
down  with  other  Irish  landlords  without  j  quess;  fur  ho  knew  that  ho  had  contributed 
distinction.      Then,    again,    there  was   a  i  to  the  relief  of  the  distress  of  his  fcllow- 


{LORDS} 

specting  former  statements  of  a  similar 
character,  proved  that  the  landlords  were 
not  so  mucli  to  blame  as  had  been  repre- 
sented. As  to  the  statement  that  their 
subscriptions  were  unworthy  of  their  large 
possessions,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
did  not  seem  to  know  the  situation  in 
which  these  persons  were.  In  addition  to 
the  arrangements  they  had  to  make  for  the 
well-being  of  their  estates,  every  charge 
upon  tho  estates  had  to  be  paid  first  out 
of  their  rents.  They  must  be  just  before 
they  were  generous.  He  had  no  objection 
to  state  how  the  case  stood  respecting  liim- 
self,  and  he  knew  that  many  landlords  were 
in  a  similar  predicament.  lie  and  the 
landowners  in  tho  county  of  Down  had  de- 
termined not  to  hold  presentment  sessions, 
or  to  apply  to  the  Government  for  loans  of 
money,  but  to  employ  the  poor  of  tho  dis- 
trict on  their  own  property,  and  thus  save 
them   from  destitution.      Tliev  had  thus 


great  influx  of  population  into  the  county 
of  Down  from  other  parts,  especially  into 
the  towns,  which  he  admitted  they  had  en- 
deavoured to  discourage,  for  he  thought, 
while  they  were  doing  all  they  could  t(» 


countrymen. 

JUVKMLK  OFKENDEIIS. 
Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  a  pcti- 
tion  from  the  mayor,  aldcnncn,  and  bur- 
save  their  own  ]>oor  from  starvation,  they  I  gesses  of  Kingston-upon-IIull,  in  common 
ought  not  to  be  burdencnl  with  tlie  poor  of  •  council  assomblod,  contirming  the  state- 
other  districts,  which  were  equally  able  '  meiit  made  from  Liverpool,  respecting  tho 
to  support  them.  It  was  all  very  well  for  :  administration  of  the  criminal  law,  parti- 
tho  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  mako  his  cularly  as  regarded  juvenile  offenders.  The 
eloquent  statements  in  their  Lordships*  noble  and  learned  Lord  went  on  to  say. 
House :  but  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that  he  was  about  to  move  the  appoint- 
should  rather  move  for  a  Select  Committee  ment  of  a  Select  Committee  to  examine 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  into  (which  was  the  pray*T  of  the  petition) 
landlords,  if  he  behoved  the  variuus  ru-  the  subject  (»f  the  criminal  law,  particularly 
mours  prevalent  respecting  it.  Tho  noble  as  regarded  young  offenders.  The  niem- 
and  loarned  Lord,  perhaps,  had  boon  read-  bers  of  the  profession  to  which  he  had  the 
ing  The  Times  nowsjiapor;  but  tho  state-  lumour  to  belong,  viewed  the  proposed 
ments  on  tho  subject  which  had  appeared  changes  of  the  (luvernment  with  alarm,  in 
in  The  Tiint':i  were  most  fallacious.  The  consoiiuence  nf  its  being  proposed  that 
most  monstrous  statements  that  had  over  those  ehangos  would  be  etieeted  without 
been  niiulo,  had  appeared  in  that  journal,  the  inter\i*ntiun  ol'  rarliament.  But  how- 
havinir  refereneo  U)  th«»  eoiinty  Antrim,  in  ever  lenirt honed  an  experiment  the  Govvni- 
whieh  it  had  boon  said  that  tho  tenants  ment  might  make  un  tho  matter,  they 
generally  hatl  actually  stated  to  their  land- 
lords, that  uiiles.s  tln'ir  rent>  were  innnedi- 
ati'ly  redueeil,  they  wi're  <lt'ti'rniined  not  to 
pay  any  rents,  lie  had  b»'on  in  Ireland  at 
tho  thno  that  stat^'mcnthad  appeared,  and. 
in  order  to  ascertain  if  it  were  true,  hr  had 
applied  to  Lord  O'Neil,  wh«)  v.as  a  constant 
roiidont  in  Ireland;  and  that  nuMo  Jjord, 


must  ultimately  ajtply  to  Parliament,  if 
they  would  carry  tln'ir  proi>usod  system 
pornmnently  into  etfeet. 

LoiHi  STANLKY  was  ni»t  quite  certain 
lh.it  th(*  nobh*  and  learned  L«ird  liad  intor- 
ju-eted  aright  the  deiiuration  of  tho  noble 
Lord  opposite,  lie  i  Lurd  Stanley)  had 
imdersto<id  from  the  noble  Enrl  (Earl  Grey), 
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that  it  was  the  intention  of  H6r  Majcisty's 
Govemment  at  once  to  carry  into  e£feot 
the  altered  views  they  entertained  with  re* 
spect  to  transportation  or  non-transporta- 
tion for  a  period  of  two  years ;  and  tnat  it 
was  not  until  the  end  of  that  period  of  ex* 
periment  they  had  any  intention  of  intro- 
ducing an  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  suh- 
ject.  Whatever  opinions  he  might  have 
respecting  the  punishment  of  transporta- 
tion in  the  abstract,  he  certunly  enter- 
tained a  more  favourable  opiuion  respect- 
ing that  punishment  than  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend.  But  there  was  another 
point  not  to  bo  lost  sight  of  by  their  Lord- 
ships, and  that  was,  the  mode  of  mating 
the  proposed  alteration.  It  was  very  w^ 
to  say  it  was  only  an  experiment;  but  it 
was  an  experiment  of  very  great  magni- 
tude; and  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be 
sanctioned  without  having  the  opinion  and 
advice  of  that  and  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament taken  upon  it.  What  was  it  that 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  do  ?  It  was, 
by  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  prospectively,  without  reference  to 
any  partictdar  or  individual  case,  to  com- 
mute every  sentence  of  transportation 
which  in  any  of  the  courts  of  law  should 
be  passed  during  the  next  two  years.  That 
was  a  very  large  and  important  change; 
but  it  was  not  only  that.  It  was  also  an 
abuse  of  one  of  the  most  valuable  of  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Grown — ^the  preroga- 
tive of  mercy.  It  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  the  Crown  should  continue 
to  exercise  that  prerogative  without  its 
being  in  anywise  endangered  or  impaired. 
But  in  his  opinion,  the  proposed  alterations 
would  seriously  endanger  that  prerogative; 
for  it  was  not  proposed  that  it  should  be 
applied  under  the  advice  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  mitigation  of  punishment,  and 
with  reference  to  the  particular  merits  of 
each  individual  case,  and  upon  a  specific 
examination  of  its  details ;  bui  it  was  pro- 
posed that  for  two  years  the  judges  shonld 
continue  to  pass  sentences  of  transporta- 
tion, which  they  were  bound  to  pass  in  all 
cases  of  a  certain  description,  and  tiiat 
the  judges,  juries,  witnesses,  and  prisoners 
— in  a  word,  all  the  parties  concerned — 
wore  ,to  know  beforehand  that  the  Grown 
intended  to  interfere  by  a  wholesale  exer- 
cise of  the  prerogative,  to  prevent  the  sen- 
tence being  carried  into  effect.  Thia  whole- 
sale application  of  the  prerogative  appeared 
to  him  calculated  to  injure  the  prerogaihra. 
He  did  not  intend  to  give  notice  of  any 
Motion,  but  hoped  Her  Majeiiy'a  Govem- 


meni  #ou]d  xoeooBider  their  onimoh,  and  if 
only  for  two  years  ihej  intended  to  disoon- 
tinue  the  pomshment  of  transportation,  in- 
troduce into  Parliament -a  Bill  which  would 
enable  both  Houses  to  discuss  ihe  merits  of 
the  scheme,  so  that  ihe  law  should  bear 
upon  it  the  sanotion  of  the  suspension  of 
that  punishment,  and  embody  a  aeolaratk« 
of  the  sentence  which  juc^ges  should  have 
power  to  pronounoe  in  lieu  of  transportar 
tion.  That  course  of  proeeeduig  would 
enable  Pariiament  to  pronounoe  a  delibe- 
rate opinion  on  the  subject;  it  would  maiiiF- 
tain  tae  ezeroise  of  ihe  prerogativo  of 
mercy  on  a  eonsideration  of  the  individual 
circumstanees  of  each  case;  and  would  not 
involve  a  prospeethre  and  wholesale  altera- 
tion of  the  law,  under  ihe  plea  and  pretext 
of  applying  ihe  prerogative  of  the  Grown. 
He  hoped  to  hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Gb^ 
vemment  would  not  be  indisposed  to  pro* 
coed  by  introducing  a  Bill. 

Eabl  GRBY,  in  answer  to  the  noUe 
Lord,  begged  to  remind  him  that  Ae  law 
as  it  now  stood,  and  had  stood  for  a  eon^ 
siderable  number  of  years,  gave  the  Crown 
the  power  of  deciding  how,  not  merefy  car- 
tain  individuals,  but  certain  classes  of  of- 
fenders sentenced  to  transportation,  shodd 
be  disposed  of.  That  power  had  eontinned 
unchanged  up  to  ihe  year  1843,  when  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  himself  had^ 
without  any  appeal  to  Parluunent,  entirdy 
altered  the  praotioe,  according  to  whidi»  in 
the  ordinary  course,  no  erinnnal  sentoneed 
to  seven  years' transportation  had  ever  boon 
aetoally  transported.  That  regulatunt  haA 
been  habitoalfy  practised  under  all*  suoee^- 
sive  Administrations,  exeept  where  fiieve 
were  some  particular  eirenmstanees,  idie- 
ther  of  aggravation  oroiherwise,  oonnaeted 
with  a  case.  The  criminals  were  not  tnuia- 
ported  to  Australia,  but,  on  the  eontrarjv 
were  punished  by  confinement  on  boam 
the  hmks  at  home  or  at  Bemnida.  His 
noUe  Friend,  when  he  beeame  Seeretaj 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  had,  in  aoi^Jvno* 
tion  with  Sir  J.  Oraliani,  then  Seewlaif 
of  State  for  the  Home  De|iartiiient»  altmd 
that  practice,  aa  he  (Bailllnij)  hkd  ak 
ready  mentioned;  and  it  had  been  in  ooof- 
seqnenee  determined,  that  a  Teiy  laigfe 
number  of  eonvietS'Slioald  be  sent  to  Yan 
Diemen's  Land  and  Norfolk  Island,  thto 
influx  of  whom  had  been  attended  wilii  tte 
fearful  and  draadfU  ednseqneMes  tfaij  Ui 
seen.  He  had  tinted  it  had  been  Oe 
praetiea  ikat  Am  Crown  Aotdd  dnOse, 
mmlj  wfaai  individttala.  hntwliatr  ' 
ofindMlMU,! 
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should  be  actaeJlj  transported.  Now,  it 
would  be  extremely  inconvenient — ^to  use  a 
word  that  understated  the  fact — at  the 
present  moment  to  propose  any  law  alter- 
ing the  punishment  of  transportation;  and 
for  this  reason,  that  though,  as  he  had 
said,  transportation,  as  hitherto  adminis- 
tered, was  a  bad  punishment;  yet  —  and 
80  far  he  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  op- 
posite— there  was  a  real  advantage  con- 
nected with  it;  and  that  was,  that  after 
what  was  properly  the  most  penal  part  of 
the  sentence  was  over,  the  offender  was 
not  turned  loose  upon  this  country  without 
any  means  of  obtaining  for  himself  an 
honest  maintenance,  but  was,  on  the  con- 
trary, discharged  from  custody,  in  a  coun- 
try where,  owing  to  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  that  country,  he  had  the  means 
of  honestly  maintaining  himself.  Now,  in 
order  to  retain  that  advantage,  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  the  sentence  of  transportation 
should  continue  to  be  pronounced;  because 
it  was  under  the  power  given  by  that  sen- 
tence that  it  was  contemplated  that  per- 
sons, after  they  had  been  punished,  should 
be  transferred  to  the  colonies.  If  that 
sentence  were  not  hanging  over  them, 
there  would  be  no  means  of  carrying  into 
effect  that  which  he  considered  a  ver\'  ma- 
terial part  of  the  change  of  system.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  tliat  the  real  mag- 
nitude of  the  change  was  gi'catly  over- 
rated. It  was  not  an  abolition  of  trans- 
portation. Transportation  would  continue 
to  bo  the  sentence  pronounced;  and,  more 
than  that,  the  punishment  actually  inflict- 
ed would  continue  to  be  substantially  and 
precisely  the  same  as  before,  save  only  that 
the  place  where  one  part  of  the  sentence 
nhould  be  carried  out  would  be  changed. 
lie  had  stated,  on  a  former  evening,  tliat 
the  essential  change  was  made  in  conse- 
quence of  the  report  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons of  18.'^8,  when  the  old  system  was 
OHseutially  given  up,  and  the  punishment 
roKolvod  itself  into  this — that  the  person 
transported  was  subjected  to  penal  labour 
for  11  time  in  the  colonies,  and  then  re- 
coivwl  a  conditional  pardon,  whereby  the 

1H*r»ou  might  enjoy  all  the  privileges  of  a 
'r«K>iuan,  exrf»|»t  that  (»f  returning  to  his 
nativo  eounlry.  Under  the  system  the 
(luvornwoni  in)W  pro])osed,  tliat  state  of 
thint;!!  ^\miM  rontinue  to  exist,  with  tho 
ditforonoo  o«lv  (hut  the  penal  labour,  which 
WAR  no«  M»V«»rt«tiiilIy  tlu»  penal  part  of  the 
niMilonoo.  mNH^M  tv  iiillirted  in  thi*-  ^ 
and  uudi^r  iV  »'»»»noiliiite  snperi* 
of  (ioTer«w«'*»:t.  ^N«oh  could  ol 


check,  on  the  spot,  any  abuses  that  ought 
take  place;  and  after  that  penal  Iftboar 
was  at  an  end  the  criminal  would  be  dis- 
charged as  now,  not  in  this  country,  but  in 
Australia,  and  would  be  subjected  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  restraints  as  now,  and 
would  be  discharged  under  conditions  of 
pardon  which  would  preserve  precisely  the 
same  power  over  him  that  was  at  present 
enjoyed  by  the  Executive  GoTomment.  He 
ventured  to  say,  then,  that  that  was  not  so 
substantial  a  change  of  system  as  to  make 
it  necessary  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
should  be  applied  for.  No  man  could  doubt 
that,  by  the  law  as  it  now  stood,  it  waa 
perfectly  competent  for  Her  Majesty  to  di- 
rect that  a  man  should  be  transported  to 
Van  Diemen*s  Land  at  any  period  of  his 
sentence.  In  point  of  fact,  that  had  been 
the  recommendation  of  the  Conmiittee  of 
1838;  and  in  the  majority  of  cases,  there 
should  bo  pai-t  of  the  penal  labour  perfonn- 
ed  in  this  country  before  the  man  was  ac- 
tually sent  out  to  Australia.  That  power 
it  was  intended  to  exercise  as  it  had  hither- 
to been  exercised;  and  he  thought  there 
would  be  this  further  inconvenience  in  pro- 
posing any  immediate  change  in  the  law,  be- 
sides that  which  he  had  adverted  to,  namely, 
that  in  making  such  a  change  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  define  in  a  matter  which  it  was  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  define,  what  were  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  eventually  the  cri- 
minal should  he  removed  to  Australia.  He 
thought  that  the  sentence  of  transportation 
was  now  one  to  which  the  people  were  ac- 
customed in  this  country;  that  it  would  be 
far  more  convenient  that  that  sentence 
shonld  be  pronounciHl  as  heretofore,  and 
should  involve  eventual  expatriation  as  here- 
tofore; hut,  in  the  first  instance,  they 
should  not  continue  to  send  men  for  the 
purpose  of  being  8ubjecte<l  to  penal  labour 
to  a  colony  where  exi>erience  had  proved 
that  we  could  not  watcli  over  that  portion 
of  the  punishment  with  the  care  and  effect 
'  which  were  so  highly  de.«(irable  in  such 
!  cases. 

j      Loun  UriOUGHAM  utterly  denied  that 
I  the  ('n)wn  had  any  such  power  as  the  no- 
'  ble  Karl  had  stated.     The  law  was  this: 
,  Supposing  an  Act  of  Parliament  denounce«l 
the  punishment  of  transportation  for  an  of- 
fence,  the  judge  was  bound  to  para  that 
sentence.     AnH  that  sentence  being  pro- 
nouncod — sjv       ••♦.  it  was  transportation 
for  twentT  -then  he  denied  the 

p<iwer  of  *  '^  imprison  the  convict 

or  twcMU 


remi 


o  send  him  out  ^ 
,  to  ^-- 
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the  process  of  what  was  called — ^not  trans- 
portation, but  "expatriation" — a  totally 
new  phrase,  which  the  laws  of  this  coun- 
try knew  nothing  about,  which  was  not  to 
be  found  in  any  of  our  books,  and  had 
never  been  heard  of  here.  The  same  ar- 
gument would  apply  with  equal  force,  whe- 
ther the  sentence  of  transportation  was  fbr 
fourteen  years  or  for  ten.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  and  him- 
self had  looked  into  the  Act  5  Oeorge  IV., 
cap.  83,  and  it  was  clear  that  it  was  not 
meant  to  apply  to  a  general  system — ^that 
it  was  not  intended  to  abolish  transporta- 
tion— ^but  that  it  gave  the  Grown  power, 
when  sentence  of  transportation  was  pass- 
ed, to  deal  with  the  convicts  by  sending 
them  to  prisons  in  this  country.  This  was 
meant  in  particular  cases,  and  applied  to 
particular  classes,  and  it  was  not  meant  to 
authorize  the  Crown  all  at  once  to  abolish 
transportation  and  convert  it  into  imprison- 
ment. No  man  doubted  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  pardon  for  capital  offences,  high 
treason,  murder,  and  capital  felonies  of  all 
descriptions.  But  would  it  or  would  it  not 
be  le^  to  abolish  capital  punishments,  not 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  but  by  an  exercise 
of  the  prerogative  of  mercy?  Why,  it 
would  be  monstrous  to  conceive  such  a 
thing.  He  had  a  petition  in  his  hand,  ad- 
dressed to  their  Lordships  from  the  bo- 
rough of  Bridport,  for  the  abolition  of 
capital  punishment.  But,  according  to 
this  argument,  they  had  mistaken  their 
way.  They  ought  not  to  have  come  to 
Parliament,  but  have  petitioned  the  Grown 
to  repeal  these  punishments.  But  no  man 
dreamt  of  that;  it  was  legal,  perfectly 
legal,  but  highly  unconstitutional. 

Lord  CAMPBELL:  It  was  highly  proper 
that  the  Legislature  should  have  the  op- 
portunity of  discussing  this  most  important 
subject;  and  the  plan  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Grey)  was  fully  discussed  by  the  two 
noble  Lords  opposite  (Lords  Stanley  and 
Brougham)  when  on  a  former  evening  it 
was  announced  to  the  House.  But  he 
must  avow  his  opinion  that  all  his  noble 
Friend  proposed  to  do  might  be  done  by 
way  of  experiment  without  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament; though  he  admitted  that  it  was 
highly  proper  that  communicaUon  should 
be  mado  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament  of 
that  which  was  contemplated  by  the  Crown, 
Now,  what  was  the  meaning  of  passing  a 
sentence  of  transportation  ?  If  the  execu- 
tion of  the  sentence  of  transportation  were 
in  all  cases  imperative  upon  the  Crown, 
then  the  executive  officers  of  ik^  Crown 


were  guilty  of  a  violation  of  the  law  if  in 
any  case  where  transportation  was  ordered 
by  a  court  of  justice,  the  prisoner  was  not 
immediately  transported.  If  that  were  die 
case,  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the  Colo- 
nial Department  had  frequently  yidatod 
the  law;  and  all  his  predecessors  for  the 
last  century  had  violated  the  law,  beoanae 
no  such  construction  had  ever  been  pot 
upon  those  various  Acts  of  Parliament. 
Tne  meaning  of  transportation  must  be 
taken  to  be  this — that  the  Crown  haA 
power  to  transport,  if  it  should  be  ihoo^ 
advisable  that  that  sentence  should  be  car- 
ried into  effect;  but  that  within  the  period 
for  which  transportation  was  ordered,  tbe 
Crown  might  retain  the  prisoner  in  this 
country,  in  gaol,  and  employ  him  at  hard 
labour  for  uie  period  of  the  sentence  of 
transportation.  As  to  trani^rtation  fbr 
seven  years,  this  practice  was  notoriona, 
not  with  regard  to  individuals,  but  with 
regard  to  a  class.  It  had  been  laid  down 
by  successive  Secretaries  of  State»  duil 
they  would  not  in  any  instance  carrribe 
sentence  of  transportation  into  efieet.  That 
was  ihe  general  rule;  subject  certainbr  to 
exceptions.  And  what  was  done  ?  Thej 
were  retuned  in  prison  in  this  countiy; 
sent  to  the  hulks,  and  keipt  to  hard  laboor. 
But  had  it  ever  been  said  that  ih&re  mm 
any  violation  of  the  law  in  the  coarse  wUdi 
had  thus  been  adopted  ?  There  were  ihe 
Parkhnrst  boys — ^they  were  aU  of  the  dye 
who  were  sentenced  to  toansportation  tut 
seven  years;  but,  instead  of  being  tnm- 
ported,  they  were  sent  to  Parkhnrst*  AU 
stood  upon  the  same  footing;  and  if  a  ftloa 
transported  for  seven  years  might  bek^ 
in  ihe  hulks,  so  also  a  person  who  bM 
been  (Httered  fbr  transportracm  fbr  fonrteaft 
or  twentv-one  years,  or  finr  life,  might  be 
kept  in  this  eonntiy. 

LoBD  ASHBUBTON  said,  H  waa  bi|% 
desirable  that  the  Crown  should  have  iktk 
power  of  mitigating  panishments  Ij  Ab 
exercise  of  the  Boval  prerogative;  mit^it* 
appeared  to  hinr  utogether  abanrd  te.b# 
continnally  condemning  erimbab  to  pen*' 
idmient  which  the  Crown  had  nredetiP> 
mined  in  no  eaie  to  ezeente.  He  wiihpi 
to  kiiow  if  a  eriminai  aenteneed  to  tnwii* 
portation  bad  not  a  rif^  to  dum  that  the 
sentenee  passed*  and  no  edier»  ihooU  M: 
carried  into  eieentiont 

LoiD  CAMPBBLL  waa  of  opinioB  thnti 
a  eriminai  had  no  sndi  right,  and  thnfcJC; 
benig  seotonood  to  seven  years'  trannNNto** 
tfam,  hcf  were  to  n^,  lo  die  O^vttirf 
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Queen's  Bench  for  a  mandamus  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  immediately  to  send  him 
to  a  penal  colony,  the  writ  would  ho  re- 
fused. So,  if  the  sentence  of  death  were 
passed,  the  criminal  could  not  insist  upon 
its  heing  carried  into  execution.  The  sen- 
tence only  gave  the  Executive  Government 
the  power  in  the  one  case  to  deprive  the 
criminal  of  his  life,  and  in  the  other  to 
transport  him  if  they  should  see  fit. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  hoped  he  also  might 
ho  allowed  to  ask  the  nohle  and  learned 
Lord  a  question.  An  option  was  sometimes 
given  to  courts  of  justice  to  transport  or  to 
imprison  for  a  similar  period — which,  hy 
the  hy,  looked  as  if  the  Legislature  consi- 
dered that  there  was  a  radical  diifercnce 
hetween  the  two ;  an  Act  passed  for  punish- 
ing perjury  with  either  transportation  or 
imprisonment  for  any  period,  even  for  life; 
suppose  a  person  sentenced  under  that  Act 
to  transportation  for  life,  would  the  nohle 
and  learned  Lord  say  it  would  he  legal,  or 
at  least  that  it  could  happen,  that  such  a 
person  should  he  shut  up  in  a  prison  for 
the  term  of  his  natural  life  ? 

Loud  CAMPBELL  was  always  delighted 
if  he  could  do  anything  to  oblige  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  and  would  give  his 
opinion  without  fee.  The  question  was 
one  of  legality  or  illegality,  and  he  had 
not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that 
there  would  be  no  breach  of  tlie  law  wliat- 
evor,  if  the  criminal  were  dealt  with  in  the 
way  mention(Kl  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  his  question.  If  an  option  were 
given  to  the  court,  either  to  sentence  to 
im])rIsonment  or  transportation,  and  the 
court  pronounced  a  sentence  of  transporta- 
tion, thou  the  court  gave  to  the  Executive 
Government  the  i)Ower  to  transport,  but 
did  not  impose  upon  them  the  obligation 
to  transport;  and  if  they  thought  tit  to  re- 
tain the  criininnl  in  gaol,  and  not  to  trans- 
port, there  would  be  no  violation  of  the 
law. 

LoHi)  BROUGHAM  did  not   mean  to 
continr  hinisoU*  to  instances  where  an  op- 
tion was  given  to  the  court;  suppose,  as  in  i 
many  rases,  that  there  was  no  option,  and  ! 
that  the  Kontonee  of  the  law  and  the  sen-  j 
tonce  of  tlio  Judge  was  transportation  for 
life --would    it   be    legal,    under  colour  of! 
exefutin'/    that   sfutence,   to  imprison  for  ■ 
life  i   Miirtal  man  could  not  discover  any-  ] 
thing  more  absurd  and  ridieulous  than  to 
ket'p  pronouncing  scntencos  which  it  was 
known   would  in  no  en>(»  be  carried   into  ' 
exe(Mition.      Hut  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ash- 
burton),  iu  noticing  that  anomaly,  had  un- 


derstated the  inconuBtency;  the  senteneM 
pronounced  were  not  to  be  carried  into 
effect  while  the  noble  Earl  (E«rl  Grer) 
continued  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lanadowne) 
President  of  the  Council;  but  thej  might 
go  out  of  office,  or  they  might  change  their 
oj^nion  next  year,  and  then  the  law  would 
bo  at  sea  again.  If  it  was  true  which  was 
said,  Misera  est  seroitus  ubijusfoagum  ami 
incoffnitum,  we  were  certainly  in  a  complete 
state  of  servitude  in  this  matter. 

The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE  felt 
that  it  was  not  for  him  to  give  a  legal  opin- 
ion as  to  the  power  of  the  Crown;  but  he 
was  prepared  to  say  that  it  would  not  be 
desirable  for  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
advise  the  Crown  to  depart  indirectly,  e?en 
though  legally,  from  that  which  was  the 
intention,  and  spirit,  and  scope  of  the 
fonner  Act  of  Parliament ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  nothing  could  be  more  dear 
than  the  words  of  5  George  IV.  It  stated 
not  merely  the  places  of  confinement,  bat 
that  it  should  he  lawful  for  His  Majesty, 
from  time  to  time,  by  warrant  under  his 
sign-manual,  to  appoint  places  within  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  either  on  shore  or  in  Tet- 
sels  to  be  provided  by  Uis  Majesty,  for  the 
confinement  of  persons  under  sentence  of 
transportation ;  and  not  merely  did  it  pro- 
vide these  places  of  confinement,  but  it 
went  on  in  the  same  clause  to  say,  that 
every  offender  so  removed  should  continue 
in  the  same  place  of  confinement,  or  be  re- 
moved to  and  confined  in  some  such  other 
place  or  places  as  one  of  the  Principal  Se- 
cretaries of  State  shouhi  direct,  until  the 
offender  should  be  transported  according  to 
law,  or  **  should  become  entitled  to  his  li- 
berty." He  said,  that  this  clause  contem- 
plated a  power  being  given  to  the  Grown, 
which  was  to  be  exercised  according  to  its 
discretion,  of  confining  a  person  subjected 
to  transportation  for  a  year,  or  two  years, 
or  for  the  whole  period  for  which  sentence 
of  transportation  had  been  passed  upon  him. 
It  was  at  the  period  of  the  time  for  which 
he  had  been  sentenced,  that  the  person  be- 
came entitled  to  his  liberty,  and  not  till 
then.  Hut  why,  it  was  said,  not  now  part 
with  the  name  of  trans|>ortation  ?  Because, 
he  said,  they  had  not  departed  from  the 
principle  of  transportation.  What  they 
proposed  was  a  moditication  of  transporter 
tion.  It  was  propo!»ed  by  his  noble  Friend 
as  a  new  mode,  by  which  it  was  hoped 
they  might  su<*cec<l  in  correcting  ofTonderv. 
They  began,  then,  with  a  term  of  impri- 
sonment; and  at  the  end  of  that  tcnn  tMie 
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was  to  be  transportation,  tbougli  transpor- 
tation under  another  fomi.  He  was  ready 
to  admit,  that  supposing  ParUament  should, 
from  experience,  approve  of  this  new  sys- 
tem, then  it  would  be  desirable  to  give  it 
the  sanction  of  an  Act  of  Parhament.  But, 
till  they  had  seen  the  mode  in  which  this 
system  might  operate,  they  thought  it  bet- 
ter not  to  change  the  law,  but  that  his 
noble  Friend  should  avail  himself  of  that 
discretion  which  Parliament  gave  to  the 
Crown.  This,  then,  was  not  to  be  consi- 
dered as  a  permanent  change  in  the  law, 
but  a  change  to  be  subjected  to  the  consi- 
deration of  Parliament.  It  was  merely  a 
temporary  change,  as  many  changes  had 
boon  made  on  the  same  subject  by  his 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Treasury 
when  Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  No 
greater  change,  in  fact,  than  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  when 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies. 

Loud  BUOUGIIAM  said,  that  the  form 
of  the  clause  adverted  to  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  showed  that  it  was  not  meant 
to  give  the  Crown  the  power  of  imprison- 
ing a  man  for  life  who  liad  been  sentenced 
to  transportation  for  life;  for  the  object  of 
the  clause  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
offender  should  he  imprisoned  in  such  gaol 
as  the  Crown  should  direct,  until  he  was 
transported,  or  until  he  should  be  entitled 
to  his  liberty,  as,  for  instance,  by  pardon. 
Tlie  clause  did  not  say  **  until  the  sentence 
of  transportation  should  expire.'* 

Loud  ASllBLTtTON  contended  that 
the  admission  made  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
that  tlio  proposed  system,  if  adopted  per- 
manently, would  require  the  sanction  of  an 
Act  ol'  Parliament,  was  an  admission  that 
the  Covernnient,  while  making  the  experi- 
ment without  the  sanction  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  would  be  acting  in  contradic- 
tion to  all  hiw. 

The  MAU(iLi:ss  of  LANSDOWNE  ex- 
])hiined,  that  what  he  meant  to  say  was, 
that  it  would  be  wiser  in  Parliament  to 
maki'  a  ])orinancnt  change  of  system  after, 
rather  than  before  experience. 

The  Faul  of  ELLENBOROUGH  in- 
quired whether  the  noble  Marquess  be- 
lieved,  that  he  would  be  able  to  have  the 
})io])er  experience  i  It  would  require  an 
experienee  of  seven  or  eiglit  years  rightly 
to  test  the  proposed  system;  and  did  the 
noble  Marquess  and  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
(irey)  anticipate  that  they  would  remain 
in  office  long  enough  to  have  that  expe- 

The*MAU(iUi:^s  of  LANSDOWNE  anti- 
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cipated  nothing  of  the  sort;  but  at  any 
rate  it  would  be  for  the  next  Govemment 
to  consider  whether  they  would  contiuuo 
the  experiment  or  not.  If  they  disap- 
proved of  the  experiment,  they  would  take 
another  course — if  they  approved  of  it, 
they  would  continue  it. 

After  a  few   words  from  the  Earl 
Chichester,  Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned. 
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MiNirrBB.]  Nkw  Wait.  For  Canterbury,  v.  James  Bnd- 
shaw,  Esq.  deceased. 

Public  Bills.— !<>  Tenants  (Ireland.) 
so  Registering  Births,  Ac.  (Scotland) ;  Marriage  (Scotland). 

PSTITION8  Prksbntkj).  Dy  Sir  E.  Colebrooke,  Arom  West- 
minster, for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Ri^ali  of  Sattara.— 
Dy  Mr.  Christie,  from  Weymouth,  and  Mr.  Hume,  firom 
Leith,  for  the  Reduction  of  Lighthouse  Dues.— By  Mr. 
Masterman,  from  London,  for  Heductioa  of  the  Duty  on 
Tea. — By  Sir  J.  Pakington,  ftom  Kingston-upon-HuU, 
for  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  Juvenile  Offenders. — 
By  Mr.  Hume,  ftom  Kensington,  for  Inquiry  respecting 
that  Parish.— By  Mr.  S.  Carew,  from  Guardians  of  the 
Waterford  Union,  against  Union  Rating  (Ireland.)— By 
Mr.  S.  Crawford  and  other  Hon.  Members,  firom  several 
places,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland.)— By 
Mr.  Batcson,  from  Moira  (Downshire).  and  Mr.  Shaw, 
from  Richard  Daly,  of  TuIIamore  (Ireland),  against  the 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Cripps.  and  other 
Hon.  Members,  IVora  several  places,  for  Repeal  or  Alt«»- 
tion  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act.— By  Mr.  Romilly,  from 
Bridport,  and  Mr.  R.  Vorkc,  from  York,  for  Abolition  of 
the  Punishment  of  Death.  — By  Mr.  Hayter,  from  nu- 
merous Railway  Companies,  against  the  Railways  BiU.— 
From  Members  of  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of 
Wicklow,  in  Favour  of  the  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill.— By 
Captain  Vyse,  from  Guardians  of  the  Toweester  Union 
(Northamptonshire),  for  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  Settle- 
ment— By  Lord  G.  BenUnck,  trota  the  Chairman  and 
Deputy-chairman  of  the  Association  of  British  Holders 
of  Spanish  Bonds,  for  Redress. 

CRACOW. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLBY,  seeing  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  De* 
partment  in  Ids  place,  was  anxious  to  in- 
quire whether  there  would  he  any  ohjection 
on  the  part  of  the  Govemment,  in  consi'' 
deration  of  detriment  to  the  public  eenrice, 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any 
document  or  documents  which  might  tend 
to  elucidate  the  fact,  mentioned  in  the 
course  of  debate  some  nights  since  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Ministry — 
namely,  that  the  words  in  the  ConTcution 
of  1831,  relating  to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna, 
had  been  introduced  at  the  instance  of  the 
Ministers  of  Russia  ? 

ViscouxT  PALMERSTON  replied,  that 
since  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
given  notice  of  his  question,  he  had  insti- 
tuted inquiries  in  the  Record  Office,  and 
he  would  be  prepared  in  the  course  of  the 
evemng  to  lay  upon  the  Table  certain  me* 
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they  were  about  to  proceed  to  the  coosider- 
ation  of  two  Bills,  one  relating  to  the  sup- 
port of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  and  the  other 
to  landed  property  in  that  country.  Now, 
he  was  anxious  to  know  from  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  whether  it  was  to 
be  distinctly  understood,  that  provided  he 
did  not  suceed  in  carrying  through  the 
Poor  Relief  Bill  substantially  as  it  now 
stood,  he  was  nevertheless  prepared,  he 
would  not  say  as  a  Member  of  that  House, 
but  as  an  adviser  of  Her  Majesty,  to  pro- 
pose that  the  Landed  Property  Bill  should 
be  proceeded  with  ?  He  should  like  to  have 
an  answer  to  this  question  from  the  noble 
Lord,  as  he  was  of  course  prepared  to  propose 
that  the  Poor  Law  Bill  for  Ireland  should  first 
be  proceeded  with,  and  then  the  Property 
(Ireland)  Bill  afterwards.  In  short,  he 
wanted  the  Poor  Law  Bill  to  take  prece- 
dence of  the  Landed  Property  Bill:  but 
bupposiug  the  uoblo  Lord  did  take  up  the 
last-named  Jiill  first,  would  he  then  be 
prepared  to  state  that  the  Poor  Law  Bill 


moranda  presented  by  the  two  Russian 
Plenipotentiaries  in  1831,  which  formed 
the  groundwork  on  which  the  convention 
in  question  was  based,  and  which  would  be 
found  to  bear  upon  the  question.  He  would 
also  be  prepared  to  lay  on  the  Table  an 
extract  from  a  despatch  of  the  late  Lord 
Londonderry,  which  would  likewise  be 
found  to  relate  in  a  very  important  manner 
to  the  question. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE. 
Mr.  HUME  inquired  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Department, 
whether  there  was  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  repeal  an  Act 
passed  in  the  year  1845  respecting  the 
Brazils,  and  making  the  slave  trade  there 
carried  on  piracy  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  replied,  that 
the  Act  in  question  had  been  proposed  by 
the  late  Government,  on  the  same  principle 
as  that  on  which  a  measure  of  a  similar 
character  was  proposed  by  the  Government 

which  preceded  them  with  respect  to  Por- 1  should  be  carried  through  ? 
tugal,  namely,  on  the  ground  that  the  (lo-  i  Loiii)  J.  RUSSELL  thought  this  was 
vemment  of  Portugal  at  one  period,  and  j  a  question  which  had  not  been  asked  be* 
that  of  the  Brazils  at  another,  had  declined  ;  fore,  and  therefore  he  had  had  no  occa- 
fuliilling  their  engagements  with  regard  to  I  sion  to  answer  it.  lie  hoped  that  the 
the  slave  trade.  The  Government  of  Bra- 1  Landed  Property  i^ill  would  go  through 
zil  were  to  agree  to  a  certain  treaty  for  I  Connnittee,  and  that  the  Poor  Relief  Bill 
the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade,  and  had  j  would  afterwards  go  througli  Committee 
they  done  so,  it  would  have  been  the  duty  |  likewise;  but  as  to  what  would  take  place 
of  the  British  Government  to  accept  that  |  in  the  event  of  their  failing  to  carry  the 
treaty  in   lieu  of  the  Act  now   oxisting.  !  first-namoJ  Bill,  ho  tli(Kight  that  probahly 

the  House  would  airroe  with  him,  that  the 
present  was  not  the  time  to  settle  what 
slicmld  bo  done  in  such  a  contingency. 

Mu.  KOKBUCK  understoo<l  the*^  noble 
Lord  to  have  lormerly  said,  that  he  would 
pri>ceod  with  the  Landed  Pn»j>erty  Bill  and 
the  Poor  Reliif  litll  pari  jutfuu;  what  lie 
wished  the  noble  Lord  now  to  do,  was.  that 
if  the  one  step  was  not  taken,  he  should 
not  take  the  otlu-r — that  if  tho  Poor  Law 
Hill  was  not  carried  •substantially  in  its 
])resent  form,  he  •should  not  go  on  with 
the  Landed  Property  Bill. 

LiMtij  J.  liL'SSKLL  had  btated  that  ho 
would  pass  bcitli  these  i»ill.s  pan  fMtsiu: 
that  was  to  sav,  that  havini;  tjcuie  tli rough 
Committee  with  the  Landed  Property  Bill, 
ho  wjjuld  then  proceed  witli  the  Poor  Re- 
lief Bill  in  Committee,  so  tluit  they  might 
come  to  the  third  reading  at  the  same 
time.  What  he  would  d<>  in  any  such  con- 
tingency as  that  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referreil.  he  thouglit  it  was  un neves- 
sarv  to  wtate. 

Order  of  the  Dav  read. 


Most  assuredly  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  l^ritish  Government  to  repeal  the  Act 
of  1845,  until  Brazil  concluded  an  amica- 
ble treaty  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade,  as  a  substitute  for  the  measure  in 
question. 

Mr.  HUME  observed,  that  what  he  was 
anxious  for  was,  that  something  should  be 
done  to  prevent  a  state  of  things  such  as 
now  existed,  and  which  had  ])roduced  such 
unseemly  events  as  that  which  had  re- 
cently occurred  in  a  case  where,  after  Bri- 
tish oiHcers  had  been  murdered  by  certain 
inhabitants  of  the  lirazils,  the  guilty  par- 
ties were  permitted  to  escape  with  im|)u- 
nity,  though  they  were  brought  to  trial  here. 

THE  (iOVEUNMKNT  MKASCRES 
(IKELAND). 
On  the  Question  that   the  Order  of  the 
Day  be  read  for  going  into  (.'ommittee  t»n 
the  Landed  Pn)i)ertv  (Ireland)  Bill, 

Mr.  ROEDUCK;  before  the  Order  of 
the  Day  was  read,  wi.slied  to  bring  under 
tho  attention  of  the  House  the  fact,  that 
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On  the  Question  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair,  for  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Landed  Property  (Ire- 
land) BiU. 

Mr.  HUME  inquired  what  course  was 
to  he  taken  with  reference  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Bill  to  facilitate  the  sale  of  land 
in  Ireland? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  ohserved,  that 
th^  measure  referred  to  was  one  which  re- 
quired very  great  consideration.  It  would 
be  introduced  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  where  it 
would  have  all  the  weight  of  his  authority. 
He  hoped  it  would  take  no  very  long  time 
to  pass  the  Bill  in  the  other  House,  and  it 
would  then  he  disposed  of  in  that  House 
as  speedily  as  possible. 

Mr.  roebuck  rose  to  bring  forward 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
The  proposition  which  he  wished  to  submit 
to  tue  House  was,  that  any  plan  of  relief 
for  the  distress  of  the  Irish  poor,  by 
means  of  loans  to  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  would  be  unjust  and 
impolitic  that  was  not  accompanied  by 
a  system  of  taxation  which  would  place 
the  Irish  property  of  all  sorts  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  condition  as  that  in  which 
the  property  in  England  was  now  placed. 
He  did  not  understand  how  that  proposi- 
tion could  be  objected  to.  The  thing  was 
plain;  the  modus  of  obtaining  the  means 
for  taxation  wore  the  same,  and  he  was 
tlioroughly  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
there  sliould  be  any  opposition  to  his  pro- 
position. He  was  prepared,  and  well  pre- 
pared, to  meet  with  opposition  from  Gen- 
tlemen at  both  sides  of  the  House  from 
Ireland.  He  was  accustomed  to  their  op- 
position, and  expected  not  only  opposition, 
but  abuse;  but  neither  the  one  nor  the 
other  was  a  matter  of  any  importance  to 
him;  still,  as  they  had  vouchsafed  to  call 
themselves  his  opponents,  he  should  think 
it  his  duty,  before  he  got  to  the  end  of  what 
lie  had  to  say  to  the  House,  to  take  notice  of 
the  arguments  that  might  come  from  that 
portion  of  the  House.  But  before  he  came  to 
that  portion  of  the  House,  he  wanted  to 
answer  tlie  rational  arguments  that  might 
be  raised  against  his  proposition.  The 
proposition  itself  might  be  placed  on  plain 
and  simple  grounds.  This  was  a  commu- 
nity composed  of  various  nations;  ihey 
had  an  interest  in  common  —  they  had 
obligations  in  common — they  had  difficul- 
ties in  common.  To  meet  those  they  had 
one  common  fund.  The  landlord  of  Eng- 
VOL.XC.     {£K} 


land,  the  merchant  of  England,  eaeh 
brought  his  quota  into  the  general  exche- 
quer, for  the  purpose  of  upholding  that 
country  which  was  known  as  the  great  na- 
tion called  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
There  was  no  grumbling,  there  was  no 
opposition,  on  the  part  of  England,  whe- 
ther the  tax  were  derived  from  land»  or 
fixed  or  other  descriptions  of  inoome»  or 
from  labour.  They,  he  would  say  the 
people  of  England  —  cheerfully  pud  to 
maintain  that  which  was  for  the  interest  of 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
And  now  he  wanted  to  know  what  was  the 
condition  of  those  who,  in  Ireland,  were 
the  possessors  of  wealth,  or  of  land,  or  of 
fixed  capital,  or  of  property  of  any  other 
description,  or  who  derive  large  incomes 
from  their  professional  labour,  or  who 
should  directly  pay  the  taxes  to  the  com- 
munity. He  found  there  were  three  great 
descriptions  of  taxation  from  whioh  the 
Irish  population  were  exempt.  He  found 
there  were,  first,  the  assessed  taxes,  which 
no  Irishman  paid.  Now,  let  them  under- 
stand what  an  assessed  tax  was.  It  was  a 
tax  upon  a  man's  house,  upon  his  windows, 
upon  his  servants,  upon  a  variety  of  things 
— such  as  his  horses,  his  armoriid  hearings* 
Now,  an  Irishman  might  have  his  arms  em- 
blazoned on  his  carriage,  he  might  have  his 
horses  and  his  servants,  and  yet  pay  no  tax 
for  those  peculiarly  aristocratic  indnlgeneet. 
An  Irishman,  on  crossing  the  Chani^,  was 
free  to  make  a  dispUy,  and  that  he  knew 
was  felt  in  Ireland  to  he  a  painful  thing  to 
tax — ^to  tax  display  in  Ireland,  would  be  tp 
tax  one-half  of  the  country's  pleasure.  He 
would  next  proceed  to  the  poor  law.  Ire- 
land was  exempt  from  taxation  for  her 
poor — ^that  was  to  say,  the  gentleman,  the 
citizen,  the  well-to-do  artisan  was  in  Irih 
land  exempt  from  that  which  the  English 
gentleman — ay,  and  every  Englishman, 
^t  to  be  his  duty — ^namely,  to  maintain 
the  poor.  The  Irish  gentleman — ^the  Irish 
citizen — ^the  Irish  artisan — all  thongbt 
that  a  matter  utt^y  and  entirdy  beneath 
their  consideration,  and  with  which  an 
Irishman  had  nothing  to  do.  It  was  veiy 
peculiar  that  all  those  taxes  hXL  upon  the 
rich;  but  he  found  when  those  elssses  m 
Ireland  were  told  by  an  offieud  in  thai 
country  they  had  duUes  to  perfonn,  that 
his  statement  run  throogfa  the  eountry  ai  if 
he  had  rung  a  knell  that  would  be  the 
death-warrant  of  one  half  of  the  di^^y  of 
Ireland.  He  said,  "  PropertT  has  its  d»* 
ties  as  well  as  its  rights;  and  that  j^muie 
had  a  response  in  every  English  and  S^ 
2L 
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tish  bosom,  but  it  wanted  a  response  in 
Ireland.  It  found  none  tbere;  that  sound- 
ing-board which  should  return  it  was  crack- 
ed and  spoiled,  and  the  sound  was  nothing. 
Thej  got  no  response,  they  got  no  answer 
from  Ireland;  but  the  good  feeling  of  the 
people  of  England,  aided  and  assisted  by 
the  good  feeling  of  the  people  of  Scotland, 
would  remedy  that,  and  would,  he  hoped, 
mend  that,  and  make  the  people  of  Ireland 
respond.  Let  them  mark  it  was  the  rich 
that  had  escaped  from  all  taxation,  either 
including  the  poor  or  the  general  interests 
which  he  was  now  about  to  bring  before 
the  House.  He  asked  that  property  (as  it 
ought  to  be)  be  taxed  in  Ireland  as  it  is  in 
England.  He  asked  that,  in  the  name  of 
all  that  is  good,  in  the  name  of  all  that  is 
humane  and  beneficent.  He  asked  that 
Irish  property — ^hc  did  not  want  to  put  it 
on  anybody  else  but  the  rich  in  Ireland — 
he  asked  that  the  rich  in  Ireland  should 
bring  their  quota  to  the  national  Exche- 
quer towards  payment  of  the  national  ex- 
penses. And  he  now  asked  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  on 
what  ground  the  noble  Lord  could  venture 
to  oppose  the  honesty  and  policy  of  his 
proposition  ?  What  was  his  proposition  ? 
It  was  simply  this — that  if  a  man  in  Ire- 
land shall  attain  riches,  anything  above 
150^  a  year,  whether  derivable  from  land 
or  from  his  intellect,  shall,  with  respect  to 
taxation,  be  treated  as  in  England.  It  was 
a  debt  due  to  the  nation,  which  they  had 
not  paid,  and  which  he  found  them 
mightily  unwilling  to  pay;  and  which  he 
found,  moreover,  they  had  made  a  number 
of  pretexts  to  avoid  paying.  But,  with  the 
blessing  of  God,  they  would  see  what  those 
gentlemen  were  made  of;  they  would  ti-y 
them  in  each  particular,  and  when  they 
threatened  repeal,  let  them  beware  they 
did  not  get  repeal.  And  let  them  beware 
that  they  who  spoke  loudest  for  repeal,  were 
not  the  first  that  would  be  overwhelmed  with 
the  torrent  that  woidd  succeed.  What  had 
they  heard  of  repeal  in  the  country  since  a 
real  calamity  had  come  upon  it  i  Was 
there  ever  such  a  spectacle'^  People  talked 
out  loudly  in  times  of  prosperity  and  wealth. 
At  that  time  all  were  for  solf-goveniment — 
all  were  for  r«»peal — they  were  all  against 
the  Suxon,  and  for  the  Celt.  It  had  pleased 
Almighty  Providence  to  visit  thorn  with  fa- 
mine. At  once  this  hurly-burly  eeasotl — 
there  was  an  utter  and  complete  prostra- 
tion of  body  and  mind  amontjst  the  whole 
of  those  rampant  talker?  for  n*p«*al.  They 
had  nothing  to  propo&^e,  but  they  had  all  to 


ask — their  whole  limbs  and  body,  ezoept 
their  tongues,  were  inert,  and  utterly  use* 
less,  and  with  the  tongue  they  cried*  '*  Give, 
give.''  They  had  nothing  to  propoae— 
but  the  dictator  of  the  Saxon  and  tne  ad- 
vocate of  the  Gelt  crept  into  hb  hiding- 
place,  and  nought  could  be  heard  from  him 
but  his  whimpering  Toice  asking  aid  far 
Ireland.  That  was  the  picture  of  a  thorougb* 
going  Repealer.  When  he  turned  to  Eng* 
land,  what  was  the  contrast  ?  He  taw  a 
brave  nation  bearing  its  ills  with  a  fortitude 
which  commanded  admiration,  and  with  a 
perseverance  that  won  sympathy.  He 
perceived  a  gentleman  opposite  him,  Whoae 
lucubrations  he  had  that  day  seen  in  the 
Morning  Chronicle^  signed  by ''  D."  loine- 
thing  **Norreys."  That  Gentleman  was  a 
Member  of  the  House;  and  why  did  he 
not  bring  forward  there  some  comprehen- 
sive plan  for  the  regeneration  of  hiscoontrj? 
Why  did  the  hon.  Member  go  to  the  nohle 
Lord  to  ask  him  for  aid  ?  Did  tbej  in 
England  depend  for  aid  on  the  noblo  Lord  f 
No;  they  depended  on  themselves,  and 
that  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  placed  on 
that  Table  his  propositions,  and  not  put 
them  forward  as  he  had,  with  bended  knee 
and  whimpering  voice.  Why  did  he  not 
place  his  demand  of  what  was  needed  for 
his  country,  on  that  Table,  and  say  what 
was  requisite  for  its  well  government,  and 
he  would  command  the  sympathy  of  the 
English  Members  of  that  House  ?  He 
pledged  his  faith  for  the  people  of  England 
that  they  would  give  their  immediate  as- 
sent to  any  proposition  which  had  a  fair 
and  honourable  regard  to  the  real  interests 
of  Ireland.  [Mr.  S.  O'Briex  :  Hear.] 
He  perceived  the  lion.  Alember  opposite 
— the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick — said 
"hear,''  and  he  knew  exactly  what  he 
meant;  he  was  going  to  propose  repeals- 
he  saw  it  in  his  eye.  He  understood  there 
was  an  Irish  Menil>er  who  sat  opposite  to 
the  noble  Lord  in  order  to  eviscerate  him. 
lie  saw  from  the  expression  of  countenance 
of  the  hon.  Mt^mber  for  Limerick  that  he 
I  was  about  to  propose  something  for  Ire- 
I  Iniul  that  he  know  the  House  would  not 
adopt;  but  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  would  tell 
him  not  to  be  too  sure.  There  was  no  one 
that  repeal  would  so  utterly  ruin  and  so 
utterly  annihilate  as  those  who  cried  out  for 
it.  If  the  hon.  Member  proposed  repeal, 
Ih*  w(>uld  probably  be  met  just  in  the  way 
he  had  nut  th(^  hun.  MouiIht;  for  if  those 
proe<»edin;r"»  were  rarrii'd  one  step  farther, 
re])eal  would  be  called  for  by  England. 
They  should  cut  the  painter  at  once,  and 
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allow  them  to  drift  on  the  water  unaided 
and  exposed  to  the  howling  of  the  tempest. 
There  had  heen  nothing  proposed  by  that 
party  which  would  make  an  impression  on 
a  rational  man*s  mind,  or  win  for  itself  a 
moment's  hearing.  He  had  taken  a  part 
in  Irish  debates,  and  he  had  won  for  him- 
self perhaps  an  unenviable  notoriety. 
Amongst  those  who  had  come  to  him  were 
two  Catholic  priests;  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  would  listen  to  what 
he  had  to  state.  One  was  the  Rer.  Dr. 
Collins;  the  other  the  Rev.  Mr.  M'Carthy. 
He  mentioned  their  names  with  their  own 
consent.  They  came  from  Mallow,  having 
been  sent  as  a  deputation  from  that  neigh- 
bourhood. What  was  their  first  statement 
to  him,  when,  after  the  usual  courtesies,  he 
had  asked  them  to  be  seated?  "Sir," 
said  one  of  them,  "  don't  believe  that  the 
Gentlemen  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
come  from  Ireland  represent  Ireland." 
His  (Mr.  Roebuck's)  answer  was — **  Sir, 
I  am  extremely  glad  to  hear  it."  **  Sir," 
said  they,  ''  they  are  the  representatives 
of  property  in  Ireland;  now  we,  the  priest- 
hood, raised  from  amongst  the  people,  en- 
tirely conversant  with  their  feelings,  mixing 
with  them,  are  here,  Sir,  deputed  to  tell  you 
from  the  Irish  people  thiB---don't  listen  to 
a  word  that  is  said  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  any  representative  from  Ireland." 
He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  said,  **  I  shall  most  re- 
ligiously obey  your  request."  **They  do 
not  (they  said)  represent  the  people  of  that 
country — they  represent  the  rich,  and  they 
arc  following  out  most  carefully  the  in- 
terests of  the  rich  whom  they  represent." 
One  of  tliese  clergymen  then  said  there 
were  around  Mallow  a  number  of  gentle- 
men of  large  property,  mentioning  the 
names,  which  he  had  not  put  down;  but 
ho  asked  the  clergyman  to  send  them, 
which  he  had  not  done.  That  gentleman 
mentioned  the  names  of  persons  possesung 
three,  four,  five,  six,  and  ho  thought,  ten 
thousand  a  year.  He  said  they  went  around 
for  subscriptions  to  those  gentlemen  for  the 
relief  of  the  starving  people.  The  people 
were  absolutely  starving  at  the  time,  and 
it  was  stated  at  coroners'  inquests  that  they 
were  dying  from  starvation.  They  went 
to  those  gentlemen  and  asked  them  for  re- 
lief for  thoir  starving  brethren;  and  from 
none  of  these  gentlemen  did  they  get  any- 
thing but  the  minutest  trifle  by  way  of  re- 
lief ;  and  one  of  these  rev.  gentlemen  said 
— and  he  would  remark  that  he  was  grefttly 
won  by  this  gentleman's  manner;  he  lied  a 
heartiness  about  him;  it  was  not  what  lie 


had  been  aeouatomed  to  see  coming  firom 
Ireland — but  he  had  a  heartiness  about 
him  which  won  his  (Mr.  Roebuck's)  appro* 
bation — and  his  eye  twinkled  when  he  said 
that  one  of  these  gentlemen  had  seren^ 
dogs  living  on  meal  and  milk  every  day» 
though  coroners'  inquests  were  held  at  that 
man  s  gate  upon  persons  who  had  died  of 
starvation.  Now,  he  appealed  not  to  the 
Irish  in  that  House,  but  he  appealed  to  Us 
own  countrymen  there,  and  ne  raised  fab 
voice  to  the  whole  of  England  and  Soot* 
land,  and  he  asked  them,  were  they  jpre* 
pared  to  bear  that  infamy  ?  He  knewtoera 
would  be  a  responsive  cry  amongst  tfaa 
millions  of  England  and  Scotland;  but  aa 
to  the  Irish  landlords,  he  knew  why  thej 
were  such  a  class  of  men.  Th^  had  been 
made  so  very  much  by  English  legblatioa. 
They  had  been  very  much  like  slav^olderiy 
with  white  slaves.  But  if  they  had  imp 
posed  slaveholders  on  that  country,  that 
was  not  caused  by  the  present  feeing  of 
the  English  people  towards  Ireland,  bot 
was  the  inevitable  consequence  of  tfaeir 
forefathers'  acts.  They  carried  out  Aa 
base  feeling  of  oppression  which  was  onee 
rancorous  in  the  English  heart  towarda 
Ireland;  but  there  was  no  such  feeling  in 
England  now;  it  had  gone  from  this  coun^ 
try;  but  it  had  rested  in  Ireland.  Ha 
wanted  to  have  the  feelings  of  Hie  Sng^di 
people  brought  to  bear  strongly  upon  the 
Irish  landlonls.  It  should  be  so  Drought 
to  bear  in  all  things  connected  with  tha 
poor.  The  English  had  done  misefaisfy 
but  they  would  undo  it.  They  had  dona  it 
by  protoctmg  a  certain  class  in  Ireland— a 
class  of  slaveholders  as  he  had  called  them« 
But  they  should  no  lonffer  exist  as  i 
they  should  maintain  thdr  poor,  and  < 
tribute  to  the  maintenance  of  the  puUia 
weal  in  various  ways,  as  the  paome  ef 
England  did.  And  he  (Mr.  Boekmek) 
now  asked  the  noble  Lord  at  the  faeal 
of  the  Oovemment,  what  ofcjeetioii  ba 
could  have  to  the  proposition  wiiidi  ha 
made  ?  He  might  sar  it  was  not  ihe  tfana 
to  do  so,  that  the  Iri^  laadlotds  ware  Ml 
prepared  for  it.  He  (Mr.  Boebnek)  thoogfal 
saw  an  hon.  Friend  of  lus  (AUenaa 


Humphery)  near  the  bar,  who  was 
nected  with  Irish  lands,  and  he  could  tell 
them  that  Irish  rents  w«e  very  well  paid. 
He  was  sure  the  hon.  Oenttanaa  wodd 
not  object  to  his  pointing  to  him.  Ha  was 
connected  with  the  Citr,  and  the  Ci^  coii^ 
nanies  were  laige  hinders  of  Irish  lead, 
it  might  he  that  in  some  one  or  two  Aa* 
triets  the  Irish  leadknds  did  not  nettm 
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their  rents ;  but  throughout  the  large  ma- 
jority they  did.  ["No."]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  cried  *'  no'*  might  be  one  of  those 
who  had  not  received  his  rents ;  but  there 
was  nothing  more  easy  than  to  prove  who 
had.  It  was  very  easy.  Let  each  Gentle- 
man state  what  he  had  received,  and  for 
all  that  was  above  1501.  let  him  pay  as 
much  as  a  man  in  England.  There  would 
be  no  longer  any  mystery  in  these  matters; 
the  Tiines  newspaper  cast  a  great  bude- 
light  upon  them,  and  brought  everything 
out  except  the  secret  working  of  the  hearts 
of  these  Gentlemen,  and  these  would  soon 
be  revealed  by  the  great  light.  The  House 
could  not  but  be  aware  of  the  large  pro- 
portion of  Irish  landlords  in  the  Cabinet. 
Was  it  necessary  to  mention  the  names  of 
all  the  great  Irish  landed  proprietors  con- 
nected with  the  noble  Lord's  Administra- 
tion? He  might  name  the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne,  the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde, 
in  the  Cabinet;  and  he  might  mention 
Lord  Montcagle,  who  was  beating  at  the 
door  to  get  in.  Hfi  might  also  mention 
that  nobleman  who  shook  Europe  to  its 
centre,  Lord  Palmerston  ;  he  might  also 
mention  the  Duke  of  Devonshire,  and  also 
a  nobleman  who,  though  not  in  the  Cabi- 
net, it  was  true,  was  a  magnate,  notwith- 
standing. Earl  Fitzwiliiam.  Had  he  not 
come  out  in  support  of  the  project  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  ?  He 
was  the  first  to  declare  in  its  favour ;  and 
he  could  understand  the  feelings  of  the 
noble  Lord  when  he  read  the  speech  of 
Earl  Fitzwiliiam  on  the  occasion;  he  was 
sure  the  noble  Lord  clapped  his  hands, 
and  said  he  had  got  the  sixteen  millions. 
But  there  was  another  body  stronger  even 
than  Earl  Fitzwiliiam,  and  that  was  the 
people  of  England.  He  might  mention 
one  more  name — a  noble  Lord  whoso  Ad- 
ministration he  was  sure  deserved  all  praise; 
but  still  there  were  cerUin  feelings  in  the 
breasts  of  all  men — he  might  mention  Lord 
Besboruugh.  He  could  go  through  a  great 
number  more;  but  these  were  the  great 
landed  proprietors  of  Ireland,  kn(»wn  to 
the  people  of  Kngland,  who  had  a  narrow 
and  exclusive  Administration  formed  for 
the  benefit  of  persons  of  this  description  ; 
for  the  rest  was  **loftthor  and  prmiella." 
This  was  the  real  Administration.  There 
was  a  great  number  of  persons  on  that 
bench  for  whom  he  had  a  personal  regard ; 
but  he  yfwtv  them  down  as  eiphers. 
The  former  were  the  real  persons  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  were  the  persons  who,  in  the 
face  of  the  United  Kingdom,  eountenanced 


those  who  had  sent  a  deputation  to  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  to  try  and 
frighten  him,  and  to  tell  him  they  would 
not  have  an  honest  poor  law  for  Ireland ; 
and  a  very  significant  answer  was  given  by 
the  noble  Lord — it  was  not  like  £e  noble 
Lord — it  was  by  way  of  inaendo.  He  had 
always  thought  the  noble  Lord  a  breTe 
man.  That  was  the  part  of  his  character 
he  liked.  There  was  little  else  connected 
with  the  noble  Lord  with  which  he  agreed. 
He  thouglit  lie  was  a  bold  man,  and  pos- 
sessed of  civic  courage;  but  what  was  the 
noble  Lord's  reply  to  a  question  which  he 
had  put  to  the  noble  Lord  that  night  ?  *'  I 
cannot  say  what  I  shall  do  if  the  Poor  Law 
Bill  be  rejected."  He  could  tell  the  noble 
Lord  what  they  (the  House)  would  do;  and 
he  warned  him  that,  if  the  Poor  Law  were 
rejected,  they  would  throw  out  both  Bills. 
He  was  certain  of  it,  because  he  knew 
what  the  people  of  England  thonght  of 
the  matter.  It  was  an  off-hand  sort  of 
testy  manner  of  answering  a  question,  "  I 
won't  say  what  may  happen ;  I  can*t  saj 
what  I  will  do."  He  thought  this  was  not 
well  done  on  the  part  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  But  in  a  vital  question, 
which  involved  the  interests  of  commerce, 
the  Cabinet  was  divided.  They  had  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  voting  against 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury;  and  the 
whole  Ministry  reminded  him  of  what  a 
sailor  had  said  of  the  old  Agamemnon,  He 
said  she  was  in  such  a  bad  condition  when 
they  took  her  into  port,  that  when  they 
took  the  water  out  of  her  she  tumbled  aU 
to  pieces.  So  the  Ministry  were  merely 
held  together  by  the  confusion  amongst 
their  assailants  ;  they  were  held  on  the  top 
by  the  surging  of  their  opponents,  but 
when  that  disappeared  they  would  fall  to 
pieces.  Could  it  be  that  on  a  question 
like  that  which  had  been  debated  a  few 
nights  since,  one  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  oppose  the  other;  and  now,  on  tliis 
question,  he  could  not  receive  an  answer 
from  the  noble  Lord  ?  But  he  could  tell 
the  noble  Lord,  he  would  not  carry  one  of 
these  Bills  through,  except  he  carried  both 
through.  His  object  was,  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  should  pay  their  pro|H>rtion  of 
the  national  expenses.  He  assumed  that 
the  majority  of  that  House  was  in  favour 
of  the  union  of  the  two  countries  at  present. 
It  was  to  ho  assumed  that  the  union  ex- 
isted f(»r  national  purposes :  then,  of  course, 
the  national  expenses  should  come  from  a 
common  8(»uroe.  Why.  then,  should  not  a 
man  in  Ireland  pay  according  to  his  means 
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for  this  purpose  as  much  as  an  Englishman? 
Now,  mark  what  the  Irish  proprietors  did. 
All  those  whose  names  he  had  mentioned 
were  denizens  of  England,  and  paid  their 
income  tax  here  on  the  revenue  they  got 
from  their  Irish  property.     He  would  take 
Earl  Fitz William,  for  instance.     The  in- 
come tax  was  paid  hy  him  as  much  on  his 
Irish  property  as  on  his  English  property. 
[An  Hon.  Member:  No,  no  !]    Yes,  yes  ; 
if  the  hon.  Memhcr  would  look  into  Sche- 
dule B,  he  would  see  that  this  was  the 
case.    He  had  looked  into  the  suhject,  and 
was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  correctness 
of  this.    It  was  only  common  sense,  that  a 
man  living  in  London  should  contrihute  to 
that  tax ;  and  why  should  not  this  be  the 
case  with  a  man  living  in  Dublin  ?  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  always  met  a 
difficulty  at  the  particular  moment  needed, 
and  did  so  touching  the  case  lightly.    Like 
a  lawyer  in  opening  a  case,  he  only  stated 
just  sufficient  for  his  purpose.     When  the 
income  tax  was  proposed,  he  asked  whether 
they  were  to  regard  it  as  a  temporary  mea- 
sure? and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  turned 
round  to  the  House  and  smiled,  and  said 
how  can  you  conceive  but  that  it  is  intended 
to  meet  the  peculiar  circumstances  ?     He, 
at  that  time,  said,  Don't  believe  a  word  of 
it,  that  it  will  only  be  continued  for  three 
years.     The  three  years  passed  away;  and 
the    right  hon.  Gentleman,   smiling   still, 
again  proposed  to  renew  it  for  three  years. 
These   three   years  had  not  passed;  hut 
tlicrc  could  be  very  little  doubt  as  to  what 
would   occur  at  the  termination  of  that 
period.     Everybody  would  find  that  the 
income  tax  would  be  continued  for  the  rest 
of  his  natural  life.  There  was  not  a  young 
man  in  that  House — and  there  were  many 
young  men  there — who  would  not  find  that 
up  to  the  time  of  his  death  he  would  have 
to  pay  the  income  tax.  There  was  a  cry  out 
sonic  time  ago,  because  an  additionfd  tax 
was  put  on  spirits  in  Ireland.     Ho  recol- 
lected that  when  this  spirit  tax  was  laid  on, 
they  were  told  it  could  not  be  levied;  and 
certainly  the  next  year  saw  its  repeal.     It 
had  been  suggested  the  year  before  that 
smuggling  would  so  much  increase,  that 
they  would  be  obliged  to  repeal  it.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  came  down  and 
used  the  general  phrase  which  was  so  com- 
mon in  the  House  of  Commons,  that  the 
matter  was  most  difficult  to  deal  with,  in 
consequence  of  constant  violation  of  the 
law.     By  such  means  they  got  rid  of  it. 
Why  not  get  rid  of  the  income  tax  ?     He 
had  watched  the  career  of  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  for  the  last  fifteen  years;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was  Bure^ 
was  aware  that  the  Government  must  be 
amenable  to  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
England;  and  ho  must  know  how  com- 
pletely contrary  they  were  to  the  whdb 
Irish   system  of  government.     He  most 
know  that  there  was  no  likelihood  of  repeal 
being  attained  unless  by  one  course.     It 
would  be  done  hy  the  effective  common 
sense  of  the  people  of  England,  if  the  at- 
tempt were  persisted  in  of  endeavouring  to 
get  from  them  the  means  of  maintaining  a 
large  population.     The  state  of  that  po- 
pulation was  well  worthy  of  a  great  states- 
man's consideration;  of  a  man  who  look^ 
to  the  great  motives  of  human  action,  and 
who  would  pursue  such  a  course  as  to  coi^ 
vert  them  mto  such  a  population  as  thef 
had  now  to  deal  with  in  this  island.     He 
must  convert  the  Irishman,  who  did  not 
know  the  pleasure  of  ind^ndenee,  into 
the  Englishman,  who  had  tne  feeling  not 
to  submit  to  dependence.      When  thej 
found  an  Irishman  rising  from  the  lower 
ranks  of  life,  he  looked  forward*  not  to  his 
own  self-maintenance  by  independent  in- 
dustry, but  he  looked  either  to  obtain  a 
maintenance  from  the  State,  or  support  - 
from  the  great  man  of  the  district.     It 
was  quite  extraordinary  for  him  to  pursue 
a  di£^rent  course.     It  was,  then,  the  dntj 
of  a  Minister  to  meet  this  diffieolty,  but 
not  hy  that  most  preposterous  step  taken 
by  the  noble  Lord  of  casting  most  lavishly 
— dangerously  lavishly,  and  even  crimmaDy 
lavishly— to  the  people  of  Ireland  not  less 
than  8,000,0002.     He  said  criminadly  la- 
vishly, for  the  consequence  of  this  pro- 
ceeding would  be  that  the  year  1847  would 
be  succeeded  hy  the  more  terrible  year 
1848.     Theire  were  millions  looking  for 
maintenance  from  England;  and  as  thej 
knew  that  they  got  it  m  1847,  they  woidl 
not  look  to  the  himrest  for  their  support  next 
year.  They  said,  while  England  was  wealthy, 
and  possessed  the  meansof  .suppbrtingtheoit 
what  necessity  was  there  to  do  such  a  thing 
as  to  endeavour  to  provide  for  thor  own 
subsistence  ?    No  greater  &ult  was  erer 
committed  by  a  statesman  than  by  doing 
that  which  had  been  done,  and  thus  having 
the  whole  population  of  a  eountiy  cardesa 
of  producing  the  fruits  of  the  earth  hjf 
which  they  might  be  maintained.    In  the 
whole  hutory  of  mankind  there  was  no 
parallel  ease;  there  was  nothmg  like  ift 
from  OenoMS  downward^  thatmich  now 
nrerailed,  of  8,000,0000  of  people  hting 
xed  by  Eng^nd,  and  ntteily  aependent  on 
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her.      If,   unhappily,   after  next  harvest 
there  should  be  a  recurrence  of  this  state 
of  things,  he  saw  that  there  must  be  most 
awful  misfortunes  for  England  and  Ireland. 
He  said,  without  hesitation,  that  England 
now  called  forth  the   admiration  of  the 
world.     But  this  would  not  be  the  case  if 
such  a  course  were  persisted  in,  for  the 
people  would  soon  see  the  whole  of  their 
resources  squandered  away.     There  was  a 
feeling  of  pride  in  the  good  people  of  Eng- 
land, which  would  not  let  them  tell  their 
distresses,   instead  of  always  coming  for- 
ward and  saying  "give  me  relief."  There 
was   a  feeling  of  honour   which   shamed 
them  from  asking.     He  addressed  himself 
to  the  representatives  of  that  great  nation, 
and  he  would  ask  them  whether  they  were 
prepared  to  sacrifice  the  independence  and 
the  resources  of  the  people  of  this  country 
for   the  landed   aristocracy  of    Ireland  ? 
Was  it  not  to  sacrifice  this  great  people,  if 
they  did  not  take  one  step  to  make  the 
landed  proprietors  and  all  the  property  in 
Ireland  liable  to  a  due  proportion  for  the 
expenses  of  the   State  ?     Let  each  man 
contribute  according  to  his  moans  in  both 
countries.     Let  them  resolve  that  all  those 
with  incomes  above  150?.  a  year  were  in 
a  condition  to  give  something  towards  the 
support   of  the    national    establishments. 
He  would  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen,  and 
would  suggest  to  them  that  it  would  not 
be  long  before  this  nation  would  be  called 
upon  to  pass  judgment  on  their  acts;  and 
in   spite  of    all   temporary  excuses   they 
would  have  to  stand  before  the  nation,  and 
would  be  asked  what  they  had  done  for  the 
people  of  England  ?     They  would  answer, 
that  they  had  squandered  on  the  idle,  that 
they  had  thrown  away  on  those  who  neg- 
lected their  duty,  and  tbot  thoy  had  paid 
the  Irish   poor   8,000,000?.    because   the 
landlords  were  unwilling  to  do  anything, 
and  the  people  with  property  recoiled  from 
giving  any  aid.    They  must  be  so  prepared 
to  meet  their  constituents  if  they  did  not 
vote  with    him.      The   hon.   and   leanied 
Member    concluded   with   moving    as*   an 
Amendment  - 

"  That  any  plan»  of  reliof  for  tho  ilistrcss  of  the 
Irish  PiMir,  by  iiumum  of  loans  to  the  ownrrs  of 
pro])orty  in  Ireland,  would  ho  unjiiht  and  ini]>o- 
litic,  unloss  acconipanit'd  by  .i  .systt'm  of  taxation 
which  would  flubjwt  »urh  pro|H»rty  to  tho  bunions 
already  imposed  on  all  pn>j)erty  throughout  Grt*at 
Britain." 

Mr.  LABOUCIIERE:  Sir,  although 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  has  been  marked  by  even 


more  than  his  accustomed  abilitj^  yet  I 
must  confess  I  have  listened  to  it  wUh 
the  deepest  regret.     I  came  down  to  ihe 
House  this  evening  prepared  to  diseiiu 
one  of  the  most  important  of  the  meMims 
which   Her  Majesty's  Government   havo 
thought  fit  to  submit  to  the  Legialaiurey 
at  a  period  when  the  utmost  anxietj  is 
alive  to  the  distress  now  prevailing  in  Ire- 
land; and  I  think  it  is  but  a  bad  prefaee 
to   this   discussion  if   we  are  to  be   in- 
volved in  a  debate  replete  with  topica  of 
anger,   and  in  which  general   invectiTee 
and  comparisons  between   the  Celt  «id 
the  Saxon  are  likely  to  be  employed  be- 
tween hon.  Members  on  either  side  of  the 
House.     I  regret   this  much,  and  mack 
more  the  sentiments  that  have  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
for  words  pronounced  within  these  walls 
are  winged  words;  they  will  be  carried  to  a 
country  where  there  is  suffering  from  ex- 
treme poverty  and  famine;  and  where  there 
are  not  wanting  people  too  apt  to  make  nse 
of  that  suffering  to  widen  whatever  breach 
there  may  be  between  England  and  Ire- 
land— people  who  would  be  glad  to  point  to 
this  House  and  to  England  as  the  sonree 
of  misery  of  Ireland — I  regret,  imder  these 
circumstances,  that  the  hon.   Gentleman 
should   have   thought  fit  to    deliver  the 
speech  which  we  have  just  heard;  and  I 
rise  principally  for  the  purpose  of  persuad- 
ing the  House  (or,  at  least,  of  enaeavoiir* 
ing  to  persuade  the  House)  not  to  allow 
themselves  to  be  drawn  into  a  discussion 
of  the  topics  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  introduced  into  his  speech;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  to  apply  themselves  to  consider- 
ing the  important  measure  which  the  6o- 
veninient  has  submitted  to  the  House.    If, 
in   truth,    on   every    Irish   Bill    which  is 
brought  before  this  Hou^e  we  are  to  re- 
sume a  debate  on  the  Union;  on  the  dis- 
tinction of  Celt  and  Saxon;  on  taxation, 
and  other  subjects — I  ohti  I  shall  despair 
of  the  House  being  able  to  mature  any  of 
the  important  measures  which  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  them;  and  must  protest,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  against  such  a 
proceeding,  for  tho  Session  will  otherwise 
pa.ss  away  without  our  being  able  to  obtain 
a  fair  dif^cussion   on  any  important  mea- 
sures.    With  regard  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.    Gentleman,    it   is   hardly   neccssaiy 
for  me  to  employ  mv  time  in  asking  this 
House  not  to  accede  to  such  a  proposition. 
I  will  not,  therefore,  enter  on  tho  general 
question,  whether  or  not  Ireland  shooU 
bear  her  share  of  taxation.     I  an 
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prepared  to  admit,  as  a  general  prinoi- 
ciple,  that  she  ought  to  do  so;  hut  at  a 
period  of  unexampled  distress  in  IreUnd, 
when  the  first  question  of  paramount  im- 
portance is  in  what  way  best  to  keep 
the  people  from  starving,  that  is  not  the 
time  at  once  for  saddling  her  with  assessed 
taxes  and  a  property  tax.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  accused  the  Government  of  cri- 
minally lavishing  and  wasting  8,000,0001. 
of  money  in  employing  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. Now,  I  have  never  disguised  from 
the  House  that  the  Government  expendi- 
ture has  caused  a  great  deal  of  mischief; 
and  it  is  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
undertake  that  which  it  is  out  of  the  ordi- 
nary functions  of  a  Government  to  per- 
form without  doing  mischief.  The  Govern- 
ment have  endeavoured  to  employ  and 
feed  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  it  is  impos- 
sible for  them  to  do  this  without  producing 
great  concomitant  mischief.  I  have  never 
disguised,  as  to  the  Labour-rate  Act»  as 
introduced  by  the  late  Government,  and  as 
modified  by  tho  present  Government,  that 
from  that  have  arisen  great  abuses — haj, 
more,  that  they  are  even  now  spreading; 
as  there  surely  will  be  abuses  under  the 
other  measure  which  the  Government 
have  introduced  as  a  substitute — ^vis., 
tho  Bill  to  facilitate  the  supply  of  food 
to  the  destitute.  I  cannot  disguise  from 
myself  that  even  that  measure  will  pro- 
duce great  abuses,  for  it  is  not  more 
possible  for  a  Government  to  feed  than  to 
employ  the  people.  But,  what  alternative 
was  there?  Without  raising  our  hands 
we  should  have  permitted  hundreds  of 
thousands,  ay,  millions,  to  suffer  from  fa- 
mine and  pestilence.  Sir,  a  man  who 
could  have  given  any  other  counsel  than 
for  us  to  relieve  them,  must  be  a  man  who 
had  not  a  heart  of  flesh  in  his  bosom. 
And  that  is  the  only  justification  I  can 
make  for  supporting  the  measure.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  adverted  to  what  fell  from 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her  Majea- 
ty's  Government  with  regard  to  the  con- 
nexion of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  and  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House;  and  the  hon.  Gen* 
tlcman  seems  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord 
has  not  answered  the  question  put  to  him. 
\Vhat  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  of  my 
noble  Friend,  I  think  is  very  true,  for  hd 
is  a  bold  man  and  a  bold  Minister ;  bnt  I 
must  say  one  of  the  virtues  of  a  Miniater 
ought  to  be  discretion  as  well  as  boldiiaM. 
My  noble  Friend  has  full  reliance  and  eon- 
fidence,  and  justly  so,  on  the  pnqprie^  of 
this  measure,  and  fully  expects  iIm  Honae 


will  past  it  into  law;  bat  my  noUe  Friend 
conoeiTes  there  ia  a  close  oonnexi<m  be- 
tween these  measures,  and  wishes  to  send 
them  in  company  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  I  wiU  not  trouble  the  Home 
any  further,  it  being  my  principal  ioduee- 
ment  in  rising  to  dissuade  the  Home 
from  being  drawn  into  the  disenssion  to 
which  the  hon.  Qentleman  has  invifeod 
them;  for,  if  they  are,  then  this  night  will 
be  thrown  away — ^much  worse  than  thrown 
away — ^it  wiU  have  been  spent  for  a  thj 
mischievous  purpose.  The  situation  A 
Ireland  is  yeir  critical,  and  ought  to  be 
considered  with  sobriety,  and  ought  to  be 
discussed  by  a  truce  to  those  angry  pa§- 
sions,  which  never  lead  to  any  good.  I 
hope,  then,  the  Members  of  this  HonaOt 
whetiier  Ixish  or  English,  wiU  approaek 
this  great  subject  in  a  proper  spirit.  I 
am  as  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  Union 
as  any  man  in  this  House;  and  as  to  Cell 
or  Saxon,  I  only  wish  to  see  these  two 
compounded  into  one  great  nation;  ibr 
without  that  we  cannot  fill  the  plaoe  in 
the  world  we  ought  to  fill,  but  we  cannot 
do  this  by  harping  on  topics  of  this  kind* 
I  have  been  induced  to  say  more  than  I 
had  intended  when  I  rose,  but  I  hope  IIm 
House  wiU  not  continue  this  discussioii, 
and  allowyou.  Sir,  to  lea^e  the  chair. 

Mb.  SHAW  had  hoped,  with  the  ri|^ 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  they  might  hnve  been 
permitted  to  proceed  to  the  business  of  Htm 
nighty  without  the  interruption  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (lir.  Roebock),  and 
that  in  pursuance  of  the  arrangement  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  t^  Oorwiw 
ment,  they  might  at  once  hnve  entered 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  meaanrea  lor 
the  permanent  improvement  of  Ireland. 
Theretofore,  since  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  they  had  been  engaged  in 
passing  only  temporary  meaiorea  of  reliif  ; 
and,  demite  the  accusation  of  the  hen.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  lie  fslt  that  lie  midit 
say,  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Memben,  tut 
they  had  thrown  no  impedimenta  in  tibe 
way  of  the  Goremment  in  paiong  audi 
t^nporary  meaeores,  or  in  impoaing  votk 
charges  on  Irish  property  aa 


tons  emeafgenpy.    Thej 
lodged,  likewise,  the  splendid 
the  English  jtwjfie  for  the 


ment  desired  to  meet  the  preaent  < 

haafidhr  aekaoir- 
dHbmditjof 

„       ,_    jame  poipooe. 

He  had  hoped  ttiat  thej  had  ■aooeanil^ 
repelled  the  unmerited  oUoqv^  iriueh  t|i» 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  acme 
MembcraofthatHoaae  had  attempledte 
oaet  vpcft  Ae  Imh 
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and  upon  that  night  he  had  anticipated 
that  the  acrimony  and  personal  invective 
which  had  too  much  characterized  their 
preliminary  discussions,  would  have  given 
place  to  a  different  spirit.  A  sore  famine 
was  in  the  land;  and  while  they  might 
hope  that,  under  God's  blessing,  the  means 
taken  might  stay  the  hand  of  death,  and 
alleviate  the  national  suffering,  he  trusted 
that  they  would  have  proceeded  calmly 
and  dispassionately  to  consider  the  mea- 
sures of  a  permanent  character  which  the 
Government  had  submitted  for  developing 
the  resources  of  the  country,  and  amelior- 
ating the  future  condition  of  the  people. 
But  such  a  course  was  not  pleasing  to  the 
hou.  and  learned  Gentleman;  and  he  had 
returned  with  more  than  his  usual  acerbity 
to  vituperate  the  representatives,  the  land- 
lords, and  the  resident  gentry  of  Ireland. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  de- 
tailed to  them  the  accusations  of  two 
Roman  Catholic  clergymen  against  the 
whole  resident  gentry  of  the  neighbourhood 
of  Mallow.  lie  would  not  stand  up  there 
to  defend  such  unfeeling  conduct  as  was 
imputed  to  them;  but  in  the  absence  of 
their  names,  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
alleged  refusal  to  contribute  anything  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  he  doubted  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  statement,  and  would  beg  of 
the  House  to  suspend  their  judgment  until 
the  persons  alluded  to  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  hearing  and  refuting  the 
charges  brought  against  them.  lie  depre- 
cated those  anonymous  and  sweeping  accu- 
sations, and  wished  the  hon.  and  Icamojl 
(icntleman  ha<l  mentioned  the  names  of 
the  individuals  to  whom  he  had  referred. 
The  hon.  and  leaniod  Gentleman  stated 
that  when  these  clerical  gentlemen  assured 
him  that  the  representatives  of  Ireland  in 
no  way  spoke  the  sentiments  of  Ireland, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
religiously  believed  them,  he  could  only 
say  that  although  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seemed  so  frequently  to  mis- 
take himself  for  the  people  of  P]ngland,  he 
as  religiously  believed  that  the  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  <Hd  not  represent  thrir 
sentiments.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man exhibited  his  kindness  to  the  poor  of 
Ireland  only  by  his  bitterness  towards  the 
rich — his  benevolence  to  the  tenants,  by  his 
pholosophieal  malevolonco  towards  their 
landlords.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's propositi(»n  was,  that  any  plans  of 
relief  for  the  distress  of  the  Iri>h  poor,  by 
means  of  advances  for  tlie  improvement  of 
landed  property  in  Ireland,  would  be  un- 


just and  impolitic,  unless  accompanied  bj 
a  system  of  taxation  which  would  subject 
such  property  to  the  burdens  already  im- 
posed upon  fdl  property  throughout  Greftt 
Britain.  He  freely  admitted  the  genenl 
principle,  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
same  laws,  the  same  customs,  the  same 
habits,  and  the  samo  system  of  taxation 
should  prevail  in  every  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  But  to  legislate  wisely,  they 
must,  in  applying  general  principles,  have 
reference  also  to  circumstances,  and  could 
not  overlook  the  relative  condition  of  the 
different  portions  of  the  empire,  in  respect 
to  which  it  might  be  proposed  to  assimilate 
legislation.  There  were  a  few  leading 
statistical  facts  which  bore  upon  the  ques- 
tion, to  which,  without  dwelling  on  them, 
he  would  beg  shortly  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House.  They  would  be  found  in 
official  documents,  of  which  the  House 
were  in  possession.  England  was  a  rick 
and  a  manufacturing  country.  Irdand,  at 
present  (for  he  admitted  her  great  unde- 
veloped resources),  a  poor,  and  essentially 
an  agricultural  country.  Compare  them, 
however,  in  an  agricultural  point  of  view 
alone.  The  population  of  Great  Britain 
was  little  more  than  double  that  of  Ire- 
land. The  cultivated  land  in  Great  Bri- 
tain was  estimated  at  34.000,000,  in  Ire- 
land, at  about  14,000,000  of  acres.  In 
Great  Britain,  the  annual  value  of  agprioul- 
tural  produce  at  l.'>0,000,000i.;  in  Ire- 
land, at  about  3G,000,(K)0/.;  in  Ireland 
there  were  a  greater  number  of  labourers 
absolutely  than  in  the  whole  of  Great  Bri- 
tain— mure  than  double  the  number  of  la- 
bourers relatively  to  cultivated  land — more 
than  four  times  the  number  of  labourers 
relatively  to  ])roduce.  In  Great  Britain, 
labourer's  wages  averaged  from  8#.  to  10#. 
per  week;  in  Ireland,  from  2*.  to  2s.  6d. 
The  net  income  of  British  landlords  was 
estimated  at  about  70,000,000/.,  that  of 
Irish  landlords  at  about  G,000,O0i)/.  Take 
as  a  sample  a  county  in  each.  The  county 
of  Norfolk,  in  England,  and  of  Mayo  in 
Ireland,  were  about  the  same  in  siic  and 
population,  viz.,  ])opulation  about  40t\000, 
aereaofe  about  1,300,(H)0:  while  the  rental 
of  Norfolk  was  estimated  at  l\000,(KH)/. 
annually— that  of  Mayo  at  326.000/.  The 
annual  revenu«»  cuntributed  by  (treat  Bri- 
tain about  44.nn(».fMK)/.— that  of  Ireland 
about  4.on0.tMM)/.  In  Ireland,  it  was  es- 
timated that  there  wen^  about  two  millions 
and  a  half  of  persons,  in  onlinary  tiroes, 
having  no  reference  to  the  present  calamity, 
in   a   state   of  destitution,  and   about  as 
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many  more  that  would  be  considered  in 
England  as  entitled  to  poor-law  relief. 
Bear  in  mind,  also,  that  thej  had  already 
during  the  present  Session  imposed  a 
charge  upon  the  land  of  Ireland  that  might 
be  roughly  estimated  at  about  5,000,0001. 
of  money.  He  would  not  then  stop  to 
draw  inferences  from  those  facts,  which 
he  only  mentioned  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  but  which  he  beg- 
ged the  House  to  recollect  while  engaged 
in  the  discussions  upon  which  they  then 
were  entering.  There  was  one  inference, 
however,  against  which  he  would  wish  to 
guard  himself,  namely,  that  he  desired  to 
withdraw  the  property  of  Ireland  from  its 
just  liabilities;  he  fully  acknowledged  the 
maxim  quoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman — that  property  had  its  duties 
as  well  as  its  rights,  and  that  ultimately 
the  property  must  support  the  poverty  of 
the  country;  but  Ireland  could  not  do  it 
in  her  present  condition.  The  object  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed 
to  have  in  view,  to  destroy  one  class — the 
so-called  rich  in  Ireland — would  indeed  be 
of  easy  accomplishment.  He  considered 
the  true  interests  of  all  classes — the  rich 
and  the  poor,  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
— to  be  inseparable;  and  the  means  by 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposed  to  injure  the  landlords,  he  had  no 
doubt  would  swallow  up  all  classes  in  one 
common  gulf  of  pauperism  and  ruin.  But 
he  would  not,  for  a  moment,  imagine  that 
the  gratuitous  injury  of  any  class,  or  any 
portion  of  the  empire,  would  be  the  princi- 
ple of  legislation  in  that  House;  he  trust- 
ed, on  the  contrary,  that  they  would  con- 
duct their  deliberations,  for  the  permanent 
welfare  of  Ireland,  in  a  spirit  that  became 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  when  legislating 
for  what  he  hoped  ever  would  be  an  integ- 
ral portion  of  the  United  Kingdom.  His 
hon.  Friend  near  him  (Mr.  Smith  0*Brien) 
said,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  would  soon  change 
that  sentiment;  but  he  thought  otherwise, 
notwithstanding  the  provocation  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  But  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  talked  so 
lightly  of  cutting  away  Ireland  from  that 
country,  and  letting  her  drift  to  her  own 
destruction;  let  him  not  deceive  himself — 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might  in- 
jure or  destroy  one  class  of  her  inhabitants, 
but  he  could  not  annihilate  them  all;  and 
he  might  depend  upon  it  that,  for  weal  or 
for  woe,  the  destinies  of  the  one  country 
must  ever  be  indissolubly  linked  with  tho0O 
of  the  other. 


Ur.  JOHN  O'CONNELL  was  doBiroas 
of  conceding  to  the  wish  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  but  he  felt  imperatively  called 
upon  to  make  some  observations  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
With  respect  to  the  address  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  which  was  listened  to  with 
such  perfect  attention,  he  did  not  wish  to 
create  any  ill  feeling;  but  still  he  could 
not  help  observing  that  some  of  the  strong 
sentiments  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber were  received  by  a  party  in  that  House 
in  a  very  different  manner  to  which  thej 
attended  to  the  mild  address  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bath  had  commenced  his 
speech  by  stating  that  ho  was  not  much 
affected  by  the  sort  of  compliments  that 
had  been  passed  by  the  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  during  the  late  discussionsi 
and  that  he  would  not  retaliate  by  any 
offensive  expressions;  yet  he  had  shortlT 
afterwards  charged  the  Irish  Members  with 
uttering  nonsense,  instead  of  attending  to 
their  business  or  offering  any  practical 
suggestions.  And  one  thing  in  particular 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  said»  to 
which  he  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell)  had  felt  dispos- 
ed at  first  to  have  replied  rather  warmly,  but 
on  consideration  he  would  not.  It  was  in 
reference  to  the  Repealers,  in  speaking  of 
whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
they  were  striving  to  cut  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  two  countries;  but  he  warned 
them  io  take  care  lest  the  English  people^ 
growing  tired  of  those  continiud  calb  upon 
Uiem,  should  themselves  cut  the  connezioni 
and  set  Ireland  adrift.  He  retorted  upon 
the  hon.  Member,  and  denied  that  the 
Irish  Repealers  sought  to  serer  the  coup 
nexion  between  the  countries.  He  denied 
any  such  treasonable  intent  on  their  paris« 
But  it  was  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
given  utterance  to  treasonable  sentimenta; 
and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlenuui 
asserted  that  the  Irish  Repealers  donred 
only  to  see  the  connexion  between  the 
countries  cut,  he  should  feel  it  his  doty  to 
give  such  an  assertion  the  shortest  and  the 
plainest  answer  in  denial  that  the  Eodiah 
language  could  suggest.  The  hon.  Men- 
her  for  Bath  also  said  that  the  Rraealen 
had  made  no  praetical  suggestion  for  the 
alienation  of  uie  eakmities  that  had  fidlen 
upon  theur  countnr.  But  what  sngsnitioni 
had  the  English  Membert  or  the  Engliah 
wess  made?  For  Ato  months  past,^  the 
Economist  new^aper  had  been  jTcmmaet 
its  great  remedy  for  the  efils  of  Irelaii£ 
They  had  been  looking  wtth  deep  intsNei 


1043         Lomded  Property 


{COMMONS} 


{helaniiBm. 


lOM 


for  its  panacea,  and  at  length,  within  the 
last  week,  it  came  out  with  the  assertion 
that  just  nothing  should  he  done  for  Ire- 
land, and  that  she  should  he  left  to  perish. 
Ho  denied  that  the  Repealers  had  offered 
no  practical  suggestions.  When  they  saw 
the  famine  and  misery  approaching,  they 
called  out  loudly  to  the  Government  to 
supply  the  people  with  food.  They  said 
that  not  the  principles  of  a  cold  political 
economy,  hut  those  of  warm  charity,  should 
he  carried  out,  and  they  implored  them  not 
to  leave  the  people  to  perish.  Had  their 
suggestion  hcon  att<;nded  to,  the  people 
would  not  have  hecn  drawn  away  from 
their  private  industrial  employment,  and 
there  would  not  now  he  700,000  of  them 
engaged  upon  the  puhlic  works.  The  Re- 
pealers had  also  called  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  send  home  the  ahsentees.  A  mea- 
sure that  would  effect  that  object  would 
confer  far  more  benefit  on  the  country 
than  any  other  the  hon.  Member  had  sug- 
gested. As  to  the  objections  made  by  the 
Irish  proprietors  to  the  Poor  Law  Bill  for 
that  country,  they  had  good  reason  to  ob- 
ject to  it.  They  had  hitherto  constantly 
seen  the  English  people  seeking  for  the 
amendment  of  the  English  poor  law,  and 
that  House  trying  constantly  to  amend  it. 
They  had  seen  the  English  never  able 
hitherto  to  carry  their  own  poor  law  into 
effect,  and  yet  they  had  the  management 
of  their  own  business  in  their  own  hands. 
They  had  succeeded  in  making  the  condi- 
tion of  the  pauper  in  England  worse  and 
less  desirable  than  that  of  the  labourer; 
but  they  could  not  do  that  in  Ireland. 
And  he  warned  the  lion.  Member  who  so 
strenuously  supported  the  Irish  poor  law, 
that  it  would  be  completely  nullified  by  the 
amendments  that  were  about  to  be  pro- 
posed in  that  House.  However,  for  the 
sake  of  the  partial  benefits  which  it  might 
confer,  he  would  give  it  his  support.  Ano- 
ther subject  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  touched  was  the  question  of  levying 
the  income  and  property  taxes  upon  Ire- 
land; and  \\i}  had  expressed  a  desire  to 
know  why  it  was  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  not  placed  an  income  tax  upon 
that  country  when  the  spirit  tax  had  failed 
to  be  as  productive  as  had  bi'cn  expected  ? 
Why.  the  reason  wnn  simply  because,  as 
many  Ministers  had  beloro  drclarrd,  that 
the  country  had  arrived  at  the  highest 
taxing  point.  They  had  discovered  that 
it  could  bear  no  more,  and  that  if  more 
were  demanded  it  could  not  be  obtained. 
There  was  evidence  of  that  in  the  fact. 


that  when  by  the  assimilatiQii  of  dw 
Stamps  Act,  they  expected  to  'hasfn  ia* 
creased  the  revenue  from  170,000{.,  whieh 
had  been  theretofore  yielded,  by  160,0001. 
more,  the  result  showed  52,0001.  sliori  of 
what  had  been  expected  to  be  the  inemie. 
If  the  hon.  Member  began  to  compare  tlie 
habits  of  the  people  of  the  two  eoontrifis, 
he  would  ask  him — not  then,  for  that  was 
not  the  time  nor  the  fit  occasion — ^hat  upon 
another  and  more  suitable  occasion  lie 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  what  waa 
it  that  caused  the  Irish  people  to  ftppear 
(if,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  said,  they  i^ 
peared  to  be)  indolent,  l&xy,  or  idle  ?  Aim 
he  would  undertake  to  answer  the  qnaatuMi 
himself,  and  to  prove  that  it  was  owiDg  to 
the  misgovemment  to  which  they  had  been 
subjected  by  England.  But  it  was  a  moat 
unfounded  statement  to  allege  that  it  waa 
the  peculiarity  of  the  Irish  character  to  \m 
indolent  or  to  do  nothing.  Their  mam- 
facturcs  had  been  destroyed,  and  all  thdr 
industrial  energies  kept  down  by  the  le^^ 
lation  to  which  they  had  been  snUeeted. 
The  proofs  were  to  be  found  in  Englisli 
books.  They  would  find  in  a  book  mich 
an  Englishman,  Mr.  Wiggins,  had  wiittoi 
some  two  or  three  years  ago,  giving  aa  ac- 
count of  the  state  and  condition  of  Ireland, 
that  the  moment  a  poor  num  made  aaj 
improvement  upon  his  land  or  holdiDg»  hia 
rent  was  increased,  and  he  was  at  onea 
deprived  of  the  value  of  his  labour  and 
capital.  [Mr.  Roebuck:  Hear,  hear!] 
He  understood  the  cheer  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  knew  that  it  was  the  aet 
of  the  Irish  landlord ;  hut  who  was  it  tliat 
had  the  power  to  remedy  the  evil,  and  re- 
fused  to  do  so  ?  Why,  diat  Parliament  in 
which  Irish  Gentlemen,  night  after  night, 
were  obliged  to  listen  to  the  slanders  that 
were  uttered  against  them.  The  hoo. 
Member  for  Bath  said  that  Irish  gentlemen 
came  over  here,  and  availed  themselves  of 
their  freedom  from  the  assessed  and  other 
taxes.  But  the  Irish  gentlemen  did  not 
want  to  come  over  here  at  aU,  if  they 
might  be  allowed  to  manage  their  own 
affairs.  And  if  they  were  still  to  he  forced 
from  their  homes,  and  from  their  occupa- 
tions, it  was  too  bad  that  they  shoold  be 
made  the  objects  of  attack  in  a  hostile 
House  of  Commons  every  night,  and  by  a 
hostile  press  every  morning.  Let  those 
Irish  gentlemen  who  came  over  here  be 
taxed,  however,  if  the  House  chose;  bat 
let  them  hear  some  sound  argument  befbra 
another  tax  were  imposed  npoo  their  oa- 
fortunate  country.     Was  the  ben.  Meaibw 
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aware  that  if  a  property  tax  were  imposed 
upon  Ireland,  it  would  not  be  the  landed 
gentry   or    great  proprietors    alone  who 
would  be  the  payers,  but  that  it  would 
fall  most  heavily  upon  the  struggling  and 
industrious  middle  classes.     It  would  be 
those  people  who  would  be  most  heavily 
amerced  by  such  a  tax;  and  the  effect  of 
it  would  be  the  prevention  of  the  rising  up 
of  that  very  middle  class,  which  was  so 
much   desired  in  that   House.      Such  a 
course  would  be  unwise  as  well  as  unjust. 
That  was  not  the  occasion,  or  he  would 
show  that  the  evils  of  Ireland  were  attri- 
butable to  the  Union.     But  he  would  take 
an  opportunity  of  proving  it — of  showing 
how  the  Union  had  worked,  and  how  badly 
Ireland  had  been  treated  by  it,  and  since 
its  enactment.     The  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
had,  he  presmned,  the  honourable  ambition 
of  being  considered  a  sound  constitutional 
lawyer,  and  as  such  would  maintain  the 
principle  that  taxation  should  be  founded 
upon  representation.     Now,  the  exclusive 
taxation  of  England  to  which  Ireland  was 
not  subjected,  was  not  equal  to  one-fourth 
of  the  entire  taxation  of  the  empire.     So 
that  the  proportion  of  the  taxation  of  Ire- 
land, as  compared  with  England,  was  as 
three  to  four,  whilst  the  representation  was 
in  the  proportion  of  one  to  five  and  a  half, 
or  six.     Would  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman defend  such  a  position  ?     The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  complained  of 
the  harsh  language  used  by  some  Gentle- 
men in  speaking  of  what  had  been  done 
for  Ireland  by  this  country;  but  was  no 
allowance  to  be  made  for  Uiose  who  were 
resident  amongst  the  unfortunate  people, 
and  who  were  daily  witnesses  of  tne  dis- 
tressed,   the   famishing  condition   of  the 
poor  ?     Was  no  allowance  to  be  made  for 
their  excited  feelings,  when  they  were  daily 
stung  by  the  harassing  scenes  before  them, 
whilst  they  were  at  the  same  time  con- 
scious that  were  there  a  Parliament  in  Ire- 
land, such  events  could  not  have  happened? 
Were  they  not  at  least  justified  in  stating 
their  belief  that  those  evils  were  attribut- 
able to  the  Act  of  Union?  and  if  they  were 
betrayed  into  the  use  of  strong  language, 
was  there  to  be  no  allowance  made  for 
them — no  recollection  held  of  the  dreadful 
situation    in    which    they    were    placed, 
amongst  scenes  almost  enough  to  shake 
reason  from  her  throne?     Whenever  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  ready  to  go  into  the 
question,  he  was  ready  to  meet  him  in  the 
House  upon  it,  and  to  prove  all  that  he 
had  alleged  against  ^e  Union — ^to  pfoif* 


that  he  waa  right  in  attributing  all  the 
evils  of  hia  country  to  it,  and  to  show  that, 
under  its  influence,  Ireland  was  undnly 
taxed.  He  would  not  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  meet  him  fairly,  for  he  did  not  ex- 
pect fairness  from  the  hon.  Member ;  hut 
he  would  pledge  himself  to  prove  his  as- 
sertions when  the  question  came  f«rij 
before  the  House.  It  was  nonsense  to  say 
that  the  welfare  of  one  country,  arrived  at 
by  means  of  honourable  industry,  could 
ever  be  incompatible  with  the  welfare  of 
another. 

Mb.  H.  J.  BAILLIE  said,  that  a  more 
indisputable  proposition  could  not  have  been 
uttered  than  that  the  land  of  a  countrfr 
ought  to  sustain  the  population;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bath  wma 
very  much  mistaken  if  he  thought  that  the 
condition  of  Ireland  was  to  be  settled  hj 
the  enunciation  of  an  abstract  proposition. 
They  would  find  that  there  were  many 
parts  of  Ireland  where  the  land  could  not 
sustain  the  population;  and  the  question 
then  was — ^how  was  the  population  of  snch 
districts  to  be  maintained  ?  So  long  at  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  accustomed  to  sub- 
sist on  the  potato,  the  land  was  able  to  sus- 
tain the  entire  population,  and  to  send  large 
quantities  of  its  produce  besides  to  this  coun- 
try. Butif  by  a  dispensation  of  Divine  Pro- 
vidence they  were  deprived  of  that  suste- 
nance altogether,  it  became  a  question  of 
verr  great  doubt  whether  the  soil  of  IreUoid 
could  sustain  its  population.    He  knew,  as 
he  had  before  stated,  that  there  were  many 
parts  which  could  not  do  so,  and  that  inca- 
pacity could  not  be  cured  by  the  enact- 
ment of  the  most  stringent  poor  law.    He 
had  himself  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  a  few  days  ago  the  condition 
of  the  people  in  the  Isle  of  Skye,  which 
might  serve  as  an  illustration  of  the  eon- 
dition  of  Ireland.     The   entire  prodoee 
of  the  land  might  possibly  sustain  the 
whole  population  of  the  coontiT  ht  rfz 
months;  we  whole  rent  derived  hy  the 
landlords  would  not  sustain  them  for  two 
months  more;  and  how  then  were  thenr  to 
be  sustained  for  the  other  four  m<mAa  of  the 
year?    The  House  had  some  ex 
of  the  character  of  the  Irish  people;  thi^ 
knew  how  prone  they  were  to  take  advan- 
tage of  any  mistakes  m  legislation.  They  an 
saw  how  they  had  taken  advantaffe  of  the 
crude  and  mistaken  leffislation  of  the  hut 
Session;  and  it  showed  how  necessary  k 
was  to  be  cantiowin  what  they  wereaMoL 
The  hen.  Oentlemaa  behind    hSmt   the 
Member  Ihr  Herdi  HorthaoiploMUM  (Mil. 
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Stafford  O'Brien)  had  said  that  he  was 
prepared  to  accept  for  Ireland  the  English 
poor  law  clause  hj  clause,  and  he  was 
cheered  for  the  sentiment;  but  he  (Mr. 
Baillie)  would  advise  him  to  be  cautious, 
and  to  adopt  in  preference  some  law  more 
analogous  to  that  which  existed  in  Scot- 
land. If  they  found  hereafter  that  the  plan 
was  insufficient,  it  would  always  be  in  their 
power  to  amend  it,  and  to  make  it  more 
stringent;  but  if  they  were  to  establish 
the  English  system  in  Ireland,  they  would 
not  have  it  in  their  power  to  recede,  and 
the  result  might  be,  that  the  landed  pro- 
prietors would  be  overwhelmed  by  the  in- 
nate mass  of  pauperism  which  existed 
in  that  country.  He,  therefore,  recom- 
mended the  House  not  to  establish  in  Ire- 
land a  law  which  might  have  heretofore 
worked  well  in  England,  but  was  not  likely 
to  suit  the  widely  different  condition  of  the 
other  country. 

Mk.  HUME,  judging  by  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  spoken 
last,  really  doubted  whether  he  had  read  the 
words  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bath.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  risen,  and  made  a  ^ecch  quite  irre- 
levant to  the  question,  and  had  attributed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  the  sustain- 
ment  of  a  poor  law  as  the  panacea  for  Ire- 
land, alleging  that  the  hon.  Member's  pa- 
nacea would  not  be  found  to  answer.  Now, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  was  of  opinion 
that  a  good  system  of  poor  law  was  neces- 
sary for  Ireland;  but  he  was  not  then  put- 
ting it  forward  or  setting  up  any  measure 
of  the  kind.  He  was  only  asserting  the 
policy  and  necessity  of  taxing  the  pro- 
perty of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  error  in  citing  the  Isle  of  Skye  as  an 
cxam[>lc.  He  stated  that  the  whole  pro- 
j)erty  of  the  country  would  not  be  found 
sufficient  to  support  the  poor.  But  if  the 
potato  crop  had  failed,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  pre- 
sumed there  was  other  produce;  and  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  he 
would  sanction  such  a  system  as  that  Eng- 
land should  send  assistance  to  the  Isle  of 
Skye,  but  that  the  proprietors  were  to  be 
freed  from  paying  the  same  amount  of 
taxation  as  the  people  of  England  ?  What 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  said  was — let 
them  have  an  equal  scale  of  charges,  and 
let  the  Irish  proprietors  j>ay  the  same  pro- 
portion of  taxation  to  the  State  as  the 
English  proprietors.  As  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's assertion  that  there  were  parts  of 
the  country  which  could  not  support  the 
poor,  he  could  only  reply  that  he  was  in- 


formed, on  what  he  must  saj  was  Teiy 
good  authority,  that  there  was  not  a  singla 
poor-law  union  in  Ireland  that  could  not 
support  its  poor.    He  (Mr.  Hume)  believed 
that  the  money  which  had  been  adyaneed 
to  Ireland  had  worked  mischievouslj;  and 
that  if  one-tenth  part  only  of  it  had  been 
given,  and  judiciously  expended,  the  coun- 
try would  not  now  be  in  such  a  state.  The 
question  they  had  then  before  them  wa», 
the  propriety  of  advancing  500,000{.  more, 
in  addition  to  the  million  already  advanced, 
making  1,500,000^  in  all.     That  was  the 
question,  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  had  made  out  a  clear  case.     Ai 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  in  which  he  attributed  all  the 
evils  of  Ireland,  with  the  mere  exception, 
of  course,  of  the  recent  failure  of  the  pota- 
to crop  to  the  misgovemment  of  the  coun- 
try, he  entirely  agreed  with  him.    He  him- 
self himself  had  stood  up  alone  in  the 
House  twenty-five  years  before  and  had 
said  so.    He  had  brought  his  proofs  before 
the  House,  but  they  had  as  little  effect 
upon  it  as  if  he  had  cast  them  into  the 
water.      The    majority  was   resolved    to 
keep  Ireland  down.     And  he  should  saj 
that  he  had  no  sympathy  now  for  Irish 
proprietors,  when  he  recollected,  that  it 
was  they  who  had  chiefly  opposed  him,  and 
had  said  they  were  the  persons  who  held 
the  greater  part  of  the  land  of  Ireland,  and 
they  were  accountable  for  it.     They  knew 
best  what  ought  to  be  done  for  it,  and  their 
opinions  ought  to  be  taken  as  final.    If  the 
blame  were  justly  due  to  Englishmen,  he 
would  say  they  ought  to  be  severely  dealt 
with;  and   if  they  could  prove   the   fact 
against  those  who  had  caused  the  evil  bj 
their  misgovemment  and  injustice,  it  ought 
to  be  visited  upon  them.     But  they  had 
passed  away.     As  to  the  future,  ho  could 
not   see  why,  if  Irishmen  had  tlio  same 
laws,  and  wore  taxed  alike  with  English- 
men, Ireland  should  not  be  equally  pros- 
perous with   England.       The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  the   Secretary  fur  Ireland  had 
asked  what  alternative  had  been  left  the 
Government  last  year  ?     He  would  answer 
that  they  had  been  advised  not  to  disturb 
the  industry  of  the  country,  to  be  cautious 
what  they  did,  and  to  give  no  money  ex- 
cept for  labour.     They  had  been  advised 
not  to  apply  the  money  and  the  labour  to 
the   making   of  useless   and   mischievous 
roads,  but  to  expend  them  upon  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  soil,  and  the  improvement 
of  the  land.     On  these  grounds  he  would 
support  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  Ho 
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understood  that  it  was  his  hon.  Friend's  in- 
tention to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  on 
the  suhject,  and  in  that  case  he  would  cer- 
tainly divide  with  him.  He  took  it  for 
granted  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  pointed 
out  an  unjust  and  unfair  state  of  things  in 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  he  should  he 
glad  to  hear  any  reason  stated  why  that 
state  should  continue. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  There  is  one  part  of 
this  important  question  which  has  not  yet 
heen  discussed;  and  if  we  should  proceed 
to  its  full  and  complete  discussion,  I  do 
not  see  any  reason  to  helieve  that  we 
should  very  soon  get  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill.  Eight  or  ten  nights'  dehate 
would  he  hardly  sufficient  for  such  a  pur- 
pose. My  own  opinion  is,  that  neither  is 
this  the  fitting  occasion  for  discussing  the 
general  fiscal  hurdens  home  hy  Ireland, 
nor  the  time  at  which  we  could  advanta- 
geously consider  any  proposition  for  their 
increase.  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a 
convenient  time  to  occupy  our  attention 
with  questions  respecting  that  proportion 
of  general  or  local  taxation  which  Ireland 
is  called  upon  to  hear;  hut  that  we  should, 
on  the  contrary,  lahour  to  discover  and  put 
into  practice  the  hest  modes  of  giving  to 
the  population  of  that  country  sufficient 
employment  and  relief.  It  is  impossihle 
for  any  one  not  to  perceive  that  the  ques- 
tion hefore  us  is  a  question  of  the  very 
highest  importance.  What  is  it  that  the 
hon.  Memher  proposes?  It  is  this:  that 
hefore  we  advance  certain  sums  hy  way 
of  loan  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  for 
the  purpose  of  enahling  them  to  improve 
their  estates,  and  in  that  manner  give  em- 
ployment to  the  people,  we  should  enter 
into  a  resolution  to  this  effect,  that — 

"  Any  plans  of  relief  for  the  distress  of  the  Irish 
poor  by  means  of  loans  to  the  owners  of  property 
in  Ireland,  would  be  unjust  and  impolitic,  iinlesi 
accompanied  by  a  system  of  taxation  which  would 
subject  such  property  to  the  burdens  already  im- 
posed upon  all  property  thfoughout  Great  Bri- 
tain." 

These  are  the  words  of  the  hon.  Memher 's 
Motion.  Now,  if  I  assent  to  that  propo- 
sition in  a  manner  however  unqualified, 
the  real  practical  difficulty  will  not,  hy  any 
such  vote,  he  solved.  In  the  first  place,  I 
should,  hy  suhscribing  to  that  proposition, 
declare  that  the  land  in  Irelana  should  in 
future  he  subjected  to  the  same  hurdens 
as  were  home  by  the  land  in  Great  Bri- 
tain. But  I  am  not  sure  that  the  burdens 
borne  by  property  in  Scotland  are  identical 
with  the  burdens  which  property  bears  in 
England  and  Wales.     Which  wUl  you  se- 


lect? Will  yoQ  take  the  burdens  as  thej 
are  here,  or  as  they  are  in  Scotland  ?  The 
Bill  proposes  to  grant  certain  sums  by  war 
of  loan  to  the  proprietors  of  certain  lan& 
in  Ireland.  Surely,  to  propose  the  impo- 
sition of  certain  additional  burdens  upon 
these  lands,  is  not  the  most  expedient 
mode  of  followmg  up  that  proposition. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  appeared 
to  be  alarmed  at  the  fact,  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  700,000  men  are  employed 
by  the  Government  upon  the  public  works 
in  Ireland ;  and,  though  in  due  time  that 
number  might  be  diminished,  yet  every 
one  must  feel  that  for  the  present  it  was  a 
measure  of  great  relief;  and  few  persons, 
I  imagine,  will  be  disposed  seriously  to 
doubt,  that  the  advance  of  loans  to  land- 
lords, to  be  by  them  hereafter  repaid,  oan 
prove  otherwise  than  advantageous  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  as  the  means  of  employ- 
ment and  sustenance.  The  purpose  of  such 
loans  obviously  is  to  furnish  the  landlords 
with  the  means  of  cultivating  and  improv- 
ing the  soil,  and  therefore  of  giving  to  the 
people  sufficient  and  continued  employ- 
ment. Then,  I  ask  the  House,  is  it  de- 
sirable that  Parliament,  in  grantmg  those 
means,  should  accompany  ike  grant  with 
a  declaration  that — 

"  Any  plani  of  relief  for  the  distreas  of  the  Iriih 
people  by  means  of  loans  to  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  would  be  unjust  and  impoUtle, 
unless  accompanied  by  a  system  of  tajuUlon  whiok 
would  iubject  such  property  to  the  bnnlena  al- 
ready imposed  upon  all  property  throughout  Chreal 
Britain." 

Now,  I  want  to  know  how  you  propose  to 
act  upon  that  declaration?  Suppose  twenty 
land  proprietors  propose  to  borrow  eaeh 
I00,0()0{.;  do  you  intend-  to  impose  the 
property  tax  upon  each  of  those  borrowers, 
ana  upon  no  other  of  the  Irish  proprietors? 
If  not,  what  regulations  do  you  mean  to 
apply  to  those  limded  proprietors?  I  con- 
ceive that  the  Motion  does  not  admit  of 
any  other  construction.  I  wish  to  learn 
whether  or  not  it  is  intended  by  this  propo- 
sition to  declare  that  the  borrowers  of  these 
loans  shall  be  subject  to  the  income  tax  f 
[«Yes."]  Those  who  reemve  the  loans  to 
the  exclusion  of  others  ?  [**  No.*']  What 
can  be  the  meaning  of  tiie  propositaon  t 
Its  words  are  these-^that  **  unless  the  pro- 
posed loans  be  aoeompanied  by  a  syitem  of 
taxation,  which  would  subject  such  pro- 
perty to  the  burdens  already  imposed  on 
all  property  throughout  Great  Britain." 
Would  It  be  just  if  t^  indiiddnals  borrowed 
from  the  Government  ft  sum  of  100,000l.» 
that  they  alone,  of  all  tlie  people  in  Irelandt 
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sliould  pay  income  tax?  Again,  if  only 
ten  persons  borrow,  will  you,  for  that  of- 
fence of  theirs,  levy  the  income  tax  on  all 
the  people  of  Ireland  ?  [Mr.  Roebuck  : 
Yes  on  all.]  I  must  say,  that  by  this  way 
of  treating  the  subject,  you  diminish  the 
real  importance  of  the  question  before  the 
House.  If  we  are  to  have  the  income  tax 
in  Ireland,  let  us  have  it  upon  great  no- 
tional grounds.  If  we  make  a  property  tax 
dependent  on  the  advance  of  money  to 
landlords  for  the  improvement  of  their 
estates,  I  think  we  are  not  doing  justice  to 
the  magnitude  of  the  question.  Discuss  the 
question  involved  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  proposition  separately;  let  it  be 
brought  distinctly  and  substantially  before 
the  House.  But  to  say  that  to  make  the  ap- 
plication of  the  income  and  property  tax  to 
the  Irish  people  depend  upon  the  mere  fact 
of  advancing  loans  of  money  to  particular 
individuals,  is,  I  submit,  calculated  to  pre- 
judice the  discussion  of  the  principle  of 
equalising  the  taxation  upon  each  portion 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  is  not  to  do 
justice  to  the  maguitude  of  the  question 
itself.  The  House  must  observe  that  I  am 
not  now  contesting  the  principle  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
I  know  that  the  question  is  accompanied 
by  many  difficulties,  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
introduced  in  its  present  shape,  but  should 
be  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  by  a  substantive  resolution,  namely, 
whether  the  same  burdens  ought  to  be  im- 
posed upon  Ireland  as  were  imposed  upon 
this  country  V  I  shall,  however,  never 
consent  to  a  resolution  making  it  a  condi- 
tion upon  the  borrowing  of  money  under 
this  Bill,  that  the  income  tax  shall  be  im- 
posed upon  Ireland.  I  will  reserve  the 
power  of  considering  the  propriety  of  ap- 
plying the  income  tax  to  that  country  when 
the  subject  comes  properly  before  us.  This 
question  stands  altogether  upon  a  different 
ground;  and  we  are  diminishing  the  value 
of  such  an  important  subject  by  seeking  to 
attach  the  principle  to  such  a  Bill  as  is 
now  before  tlicm.  In  aflirming  such  a  pro- 
position, by  which  it  is  intended  to  impose 
the  income  tax  upon  a  certain  portion  of 
th(?  Irifih  proprietors,  I  <linunish  the  claims 
which  I  might  otherwise  prefer  as  to  the 
property  generally  of  that  country.  1  need 
scarcely  reniiiul  the  House,  that  advances 
of  money  by  way  of  loan  for  making  turn- 
j»ike  roads  in  Ireland  have  been  formerly 
made;  and  I  .<i»e  no  reason  why  advances 
for  the  inij>rovement  of  estates  may  not 
now  be  made  without  imposing  an  income 


tax  at  the  same  time.  I  will  not  say  that 
we  are  precluded  from  gomg  into  tliia 
question  of  taxation  at  a  future  timet  in 
any  manner  which  circumstances  may  re* 
quire.  The  principle  of  the  measure  now 
about  to  be  considered  will  not  be  any  ber 
to  future  arrangement,  and  to  a  eonsiden^ 
tion  of  the  subject  hereafter;  in  a  fiscal 
point  of  view,  I  do  not  see  any  objectioii. 
I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  not  here* 
after  give  a  full  consideration  to  the  quea- 
tion;  but  I  see  very  strong  objectioni  to 
prejudicing  just  views  of  the  subject,  and 
diminishing  our  chance  of  future  arrange- 
ments. I  object  to  deciding  abstract  quea- 
tions,  or  raising  difficulties  which  mif^t 
have  to  be  solved  before  we  got  into  Com* 
mittee.  I  am  adverse  to  the  discossioa  of 
abstract  principles,  though,  as  I  haTO  al- 
ready said,  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  go  into 
the  whole  question,  but  not  in  its  present 
shape.  I  must,  therefore,  decline  to  giTO 
any  support  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath. 

Loud  J.  RUSSELL:  I  stated  so  fiill j 
the  other  night  my  objections  to  the  impo* 
sition  of  new  taxes  upon  Ireland  durmg 
her  present  circumstances,  that  I  shouM 
hardly  have  thought  it  would  be  necessary 
for  me  to  say  anything  this  evening,  had 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  confined 
himself  to  the  subject  of  his  resolution. 
But  though  he  went  out  of  that  subject 
into  others  that  had  no  connexion  with  it* 
he  omitted  many  arguments  that  he  might 
have  used.  He  launched  out,  as  the  House 
must  remember,  into  a  variety  of  other 
subjects  when  he  directed  his  obsenraiiona 
against  the  Irish  people,  against  the  Irish 
proprietors,  and  against  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown.  The  House  has  heard  from 
the  hon.  Member  several  ingenious  sar- 
casms, but  yet  they  do  not  seem  to  hare 
contributed  much  to  advance  the  argument 
respecting  the  expediency  of  imposing  an 
income  or  property  tax  on  those  Irish  pro- 
j)rietors  who  may  borrow  money  under  this 
Bill.  Hvery  one  will  bo  ready  to  acknow- 
ledge that  there  are  abundance  of  argu- 
ments upon  that  subject,  which  might  be 
urged  at  great  length  if  this  were  the  pro- 
per time;  but  the  only  rational  arguments 
which  can  be  brought  into  this  discussion, 
are  such  as  naturally  connect  themselyea 
with  the  state  of  Ireland.  It  is  well  known 
that  while  direct  taxes  were  imposed  upon 
Ireland,  the  indirect  taxes  levied  in  that 
country  were  less  productive,  and  attenUoa 
was  called  to  this  state  of  the  subject  by 
my  noble  JbVicnd,  Lord  Sydenham,  who 
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very  fairly  accounted  for  that  result  by 
showing  that  the  consumption  of  taxed  ar> 
tides  in  Ireland  was  cramped  by  the  pres- 
sure of  direct  taxes.  But  among  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, there  is  one  which  I  think  shows  that 
he  entirely  misapprehends  the  grounds  on 
which  I  propose  that  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  and  the  Bill  for  the  permanent 
relief  of  the  Irish  poor,  should  pass  toge- 
ther through  this  House.  I  do  not  propose 
that  the  measures  should  go  together,  be- 
cause while  we  confer  on  the  one  hand 
what  is  considered  a  boon  to  the  landed 
proprietors,  we  are  entitled  to  impose  a 
burden  or  a  penalty  on  the  other  hand. 
That  is  not  the  ground  on  which  they  are 
put  together;  but  because  we  think  it  is 
more  desirable  that  the  population,  a  great 
part  of  which  will  be  unable  to  live  in  fu- 
ture on  the  produce  of  the  small  plots  of 
potato  ground  on  which  they  have  hither- 
to subsisted,  should  find  other  means  of 
occupation;  and  I  know  no  better  means 
of  giving  them  that  occupation  than  by 
encouraging  the  improvement  of  the  land, 
and  thereby  increasing  the  employment  of 
labour.  I  do  think  every  measure  which 
tends  to  increase  the  produce  of  the  coun- 
try, tends  to  employ  the  people  at  the  same 
time.  While  this  would  be  the  effect  of 
it,  I  doubt  whether  it  would  confer  all  the 
benefits  which  might  be  expected  if  it  be 
not,  at  the  same  time,  accompanied  by  a 
Bill  which  obliges  the  owners  of  property 
to  support  those  who  are  starving.  I  be- 
lieve that  in  laying  this  burden  of  main- 
taining their  own  poor  on  the  landowners 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  givbg 
them  the  means  of  improving  the  cultiva- 
tion of  tlie  soil,  will  cause  them  more 
readily  to  embrace  every  means  of  giving 
greater  employment  to  labour  than  other- 
wise. On  this  ground  it  is  most  desirable 
that  the  Poor  Law  Bill  should  accompany 
the  present  Bill.  With  regard  to  that 
poor  law,  which  imposes  considerable  bur* 
dens  on  the  owners  of  property  in  Ireland, 
burdens  which  will  amount  to  three  or  four 
times  as  much  as  they  have  hitherto  paid, 
I  must  say  that  we  ought  to  endeavour  to 
enable  the  proprietors  to  bear  those  bur- 
dens. One  of  the  best  means  is  to  enable 
the  proprietors  to  obtain  loans  on  terms 
which  they  would  otherwise  be  unable  to 
get,  by  the  support  of  Government.  An- 
other mode  is  to  enable  the  landed  pro- 
prietors whose  rents  are  eaten  up  by  mori* 
gages  to  sell  part  of  their  lands,  and  plioe 
themselves  in  the  position  of  having  smaller 


nominal  incomes,  but  incomes  free  from 
incumbrances;  while  the  persons  who  pur* 
chase  the  land  enable  it  to  bear  the  bur- 
dens imposed  on  it  by  the  application  of 
capital  and  improvements.  I  think  that 
all  these  improvements  should  aocompanj 
each  other;  and  I  look  for  considerable  be- 
neficial effects  from  their  united  action.  I 
will  not  touch  on  the  various  other  subjects 
which  have  been  alluded  to;  but  I  will 
state  to  the  House  what  is  now  doing  with 
respect  to  the  Labour-rate  Act.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume) 
has  just  expressed  great  alarm  at  the  fact 
that  700,000  persons  are  employed  on  the 
public  works.  I  should  not  have  felt  my- 
self justified,  neither  could  the  Gorerament 
of  Ireland,  in  stopping  the  employment  of 
the  people  in  their  present  state  of  destita- 
tion,  until  some  other  means  of  support 
wereprovided.  But  measures  having  passed 
the  House  for  the  temporary  relief  of  thia 
destitution,  the  Government  will  be  en- 
abled .to  reduce  the  numbers  on  the  publie 
works ;  and  indeed,  as  appears  mm  ft 
letter  received  by  the  Secretary  of  State* 
the  numbers  are  beginning  to  be  greatly 
diminished.  The  neglect  of  the  tillage  of 
the  soil  has  been  much  spoken  of,  but  I  do 
not  think  any  great  harm  has  yet  been 
done;  at  the  same  time,  no  doubt,  this  is 
the  time  that  the  ploughing  and  sowing 
ought  to  take  place.  This  is  the  faromfa* 
able  time  to  get  the  labourers  off  the  puUie 
works;  and,  perhaps,  the  House  unU  feel 
some  interest  in  a  portion  of  a  letter  whidi 
I  will  read,  from  a  person  whose  name  I 
will  not  quote,  but  who  is  thoroii|^y  ae- 
quainted  with  the  condition  of  Irdan^,  and 
that  of  the  poorer  classes  in  that  eountry • 

(The  noble  Lord  read  an  eztraet  from  tie 
etter  to  which  he  referred,  in  which  tin 
writer  observed,  that  during  the  last  twentf 
years  the  potato  deluge  had  swept  ftwaj 
from  Ireland  all  other  food,  but  he  hid 
now  the  satis&etion  to  state  that  joint- 
stock  companies  were  in  course  of  ibrmatiom 
which  issued  printed  instructions  for  the 
cultivation  of  oats,  barley,  and  potatoes, 
and  that  the  sowing  and  planting  erf  these 
was  now  proceeding  vetj  rapdly.  It  was 
true  that  the  Tory  destitute  couJd  not  plaat 
potatoes  extensively;  hot  many  persons 
above  want  were  at  Ae  present  moment 
planting  potatoes  largdy  widi  a  view  to 
profit  in  the  conne  of  the  next  wioter,and 
that  in  the  meanwhile  the  popolation,  view- 
ing this  grievoos  calamity  as  one  of  the 
dispensations  of  HeaTen,  bore  with  remgBf^ 
tion  the  suftringi  whidi  thej  were  culei 
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upon  to  endure,  and,  in  patient  reliance 
upon  the  mercy  of  Almighty  God,  that 
most  religious  people  hore  the  extremity 
of  famine  with  exemplary  patience  and  for- 
titude.] That  letter  is  written  in  a  spirit 
with  which  it  is  impossible  not  to  sympa^ 
thize.  When  the  writer  speaks  of  the  re- 
signation and  patience  with  which  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  have  endured  their  suffer- 
ings, he  does  them  no  more  than  justice. 
I  think,  then,  that  upon  a  subject  such  as 
this,  our  bickerings  ought  to  cease.  The 
English  have  their  faults  and  their  virtues, 
the  Irish  have  faults  and  virtues  of  a  dif- 
ferent kind.  Our  duty,  then,  is  to  cherish 
each  other,  and  mutually  render  the  sup- 
port which  circumstances  may  demand, 
without  seeking  to  decry  or  depreciate 
just  claims  on  either  side. 

Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  said,  he  did  not 
rise  for  the  pui'pose  of  bandying  compli- 
ments with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath. 
He  believed  that  nothing  would  gratify 
that  hon.  Member  more  than  showing  him 
that  his  speech  had  ruffled  his  (Mr.  S. 
O'Brien's)  temper;  and  so  far  from  such 
being  the  case,  he  was  rather  inclined  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  the  ardour 
which  he  had  devoted  to  promoting  a  cause 
which  he  (Mr.  S.  O'Brien)  warmly  advo- 
cated, lie  believed  the  hon.  Member  had 
done  more  latterly  to  advance  the  repeal 
question  than  any  other  individual  what- 
ever. He  did  not  think,  however,  that  he 
was  at  liberty  to  ])as.s  in  silence  a  challenge 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  thrown  out. 
The  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  advocates 
for  repeal  coming  of  late  with  bated  breath 
and  whining  tones,  asking  England  for  a 
continuance  of  the  Union.  He  utterly  re- 
pudiated any  such  notion;  and,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  would  say  that  every  hour  of 
this  awful  year,  and  every  day  tliat  he  sat 
in  that  Parliament,  only  convinced  him 
more  and  more  of  the  necessity  of  a  do- 
mestic Parliament  for  Ireland;  and  ho  would 
peril  all  he  was  worth  in  the  world  to  ob- 
tain a  repeal  of  the  Union  next  week.  As 
to  the  question  before  the  House,  ho  should 
tax  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  as 
being  the  cause  why  they  had  not  an  effl- 
cient  poor  law  for  Ireland.  In  1837,  18.')S, 
and  1843,  he  divided  that  House  on  the 
subject  of  out-door  relief  in  Ireland,  but  he 
was  on  each  occasion  outvoted  by  over- 
whelming majorities.  Ho  was  as  willing 
as  the  hon.  Monibor  to  maintain  that  pro- 
perty had  its  duties,  as  well  as  its  rights; 
but  he  believed  that  Irish  proprietors  dur- 
ing the  present  season  had  done  more  than 


ever  was  done  in  this  country.  After  all, 
who  were  the  landed  proprietora  of  Ire- 
land ?  As  had  been  well  said  in  a  recent  ' 
publication,  they  were  "the  Saxon  eivi* 
lizers"  of  Ireland.  When  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  talked  of  the  Mallow  landlord, 
who  gave  that  food  to  keep  his  seventj 
hounds  that  ought  to  have  maintained  the 
people,  he  was  fully  prepared  to  join  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  in  holding  soeh 
persons  up  to  the  execration  of  the  people. 
He  was  also  prepared  to  pronounce  the 
utmost  amount  of  censure  his  expressions 
could  convey  on  the  board  of  guardians  of 
the  Oastlebar  union;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  shut  his  eyes  to  the 
fact,  that  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  the 
greatest  possible  exertions  were  being  made 
by  boards  of  guardians  and  persons  en* 
gaged  in  administering  relief,  often  at  the 
risk  of  their  lives.  Yet,  when  be  heard 
such  sweeping  charges  as  were  sometimes 
made  in  that  House,  and  which  were  fre- 
quently to  be  seen  in  the  papers,  he  almost 
doubted  whether  he  ought  to  be  ready  to 
yield  to  the  people  of  England  that  claim 
for  masfnanimity  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  attempted  to  place  in  so  strong 
a  light.  He  would,  however,  now  come  to 
the  financial  question ;  that  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  so  studiously 
avoided,  confining  himself  to  sarcasms,  and 
vituperation  of  the  Irish  landlords,  in  pre- 
ference to  discussing  directly  the  question 
which  he  professed  to  have  brought  nnder 
the  notice  of  the  House.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  indeed,  had 
acted  wisely  in  abstaining  from  going  into 
that  ({ucstion,  but  postponing  it  to  a  future 
opportunity,  as  one  not  likely  now  to  in- 
terest the  House.  Without  entering  at 
largo  into  the  subject,  ho  might  say  that 
the  national  ]>osition  of  Ireland  as  to 
finance  was  this,  that  at  the  time  of  the 
Union  Knglandowed  44(;.000,( KM)/. nation^ 
debt,  while  Ireland  owed  only  2SAHX>,1)00^: 
and  there  was  a  ditforonco  «»f  taxation,  in 
consoquonco  of  the  debt  of  England,  of 
between  I.^IKH^OOO/.  and  16,(MXK0U0/. 
sterling.  Ireland  saw  no  n*ason  why.  as 
the  poorer  country,  she  should  be  called  on 
to  pay  for  the  consequences  of  the  Act  of 
Union.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
could  show  a  fallacy  in  that  argument,  let 
him  ])oint  it  out ;  but  he  had  n«>t  yet  heard 
the  question  solved  by  any  class  of  states- 
men in  that  House.  Let  Ireland,  he  main- 
tained, manage  her  own  finances.  Left 
Ireland  pay  the  interest  of  her  own  deht. 
Let  the  people  of  Ireland  be  pUccd  on  T  ' 
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footing,  and  they  would  then  at  once  get 
rid  of  the  insolence  of  one  class  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  the  benevolent 
feelings  of  the  other. 

Mr.  D.  CALLAGTIAN  felt  compelled 
to  notice  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  as  to  a  con- 
versation he  had  had  with  two  gentlemen 
whom  he  called  Roman  priests.  [Mr.  Roe- 
buck :  Roman  Catholic  priests.]  Roman 
Catholic  clergymen  was  the  usual  designa- 
tion in  this  country,  and  there  was  some- 
thing offensive  in  the  other  phrase  as  so 
applied.  However,  he  had  had  the  pleasure 
of  seeing  both  those  gentlemen,  and  he 
could  bear  testimony,  equally  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  to  the  uprightness 
of  their  character.  Those  gentlemen  had 
not  come  over  as  a  general  deputation,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  stating  and  urging  the 
claims  of  the  poor  of  Ireland  to  extended 
relief.  They  had  taken  occasion  to  state 
what  they  considered  to  be  instances  of 
peculiar  hardheartedness  in  some  gentle- 
men in  their  particular  neighbourhood. 
They  had  stated  to  him  one  case,  in  parti- 
cular, of  a  gentleman  at  Mallow;  and  he 
(Mr.  Callaghan)  could  have  wished  his  hon. 
Friend  who  represented  that  town  had  said 
something  on  the  subject,  because  it  was 
more  to  his  own  immediate  neighbourhood 
that  the  charge  applied.  Mallow  was  sur- 
rounded by  small  proprietors,  who  had  also 
property  scattered  in  different  parts  of  the 
county  of  Cork  and  elsewhere ;  and  with 
respect  to  the  charge  that  those  gentlemen 
had  not  come  forward  as  they  ought  to 
have  done,  he  (Mr.  Callaghan)  could  state 
of  his  own  knowledge  that  they  had  an- 
swered the  demands  made  on  them  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  where  they  held  pro- 
perty. In  the  case  of  one  of  the  gentlemen 
referred  to,  who  was  said  to  have  kept  his 
seventy  dogs  while  the  people  around  were 
starving,  he  could  state  that  that  gentleman 
had  no  tenants  round  Mallow,  but  he  had 
inherited  from  his  father  a  sporting  lodge 
there,  where  he  kept  greyhounds  for 
courses,  and  in  good  order ;  and  certainly 
he  (Mr.  Callaghan)  had  felt  that  at  a  time 
when  people  were  wanting  food  around, 
they  ought  not  to  have  been  so  kept.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  this  gentleman  had  not 
100  acres  in  the  parish.  He  had  property 
elsewhere,  but  not  to  one-half  the  extent 
he  was  supposed  to  have;  and  he  could 
assert  from  his  own  knowledge  that  in  his 
own  place  there  was  not  a  more  respectable 
character  than  that  gentleman,  or  one  who 
more  largely  contributed  to  the  relief  of 
VOL.  XC.     {J.liS} 


the  poor.  Another  case  was  spoken  of, 
where  a  gentleman  was  stated  to  have 
seventy-two  hounds  under  similar  circum- 
stances. That  gentleman  did  not  live 
within  eighteen  miles  of  Mallow;  he  liyed 
near  Fermoy;  and  had  always  kept  horses 
and  greyhounds  for  his  own  use.  At  the 
same  time,  no  man  had  subscribed  more 
liberally  than  he  had  done  to  the  poor  relief 
fund.  [Mr.  Roebuck:  At  Mallow?]  No; 
he  had  no  property  at  Mallow,  therefore, 
he  was  not  called  on  to  do  so  there.  He 
had  felt  it  due  to  the  gentlemen  in  question 
to  make  these  explanations ;  and,  as  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  it  was 
not  for  him  (Mr.  Callaghan)  to  criticize  his 
conduct  in  that  House ;  but  people  out  of 
doors  asked  what  could  be  the  motive  of  it? 
He  would,  however,  state  a  fact  which  had 
occurred  during  this  Session.  He  hap- 
pened to  be  sitting  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  after  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  been  subjected  to 
some  observations  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Waterford.  An  hon.  Member 
came  up  and  sat  by  him  (Mr.  Callaghan), 
saying  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath,  **  Roebuck,  did  you  hear  what 
Barron  said  of  you  V  **Yes,  I  did;"  said 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
•*Well,  then,  they'll  be  all  at  you,  one 
after  the  other,"  answered  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  joined.  "Well,"  said  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  "I 
have  only  one  answer  for  them.  Fll  give 
them  an  income  tax."  When  he  heard 
the  voice  of  the  hon.  Member  beside  him, 
at  first  he  thought  his  ears  must  have  de- 
ceived him ;  but,  on  turning  round,  he  saw 
that  he  was  no  other  than  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  sat  in  that  House  in  a  Quaker- 
cut  coat  and  a  broad-brimmed  hat.  Sitting 
so  close  to  them  as  he  was,  he  was  com- 
pelled to  hear  what  passed ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  felt  surprised  to  see  any 
man  called  himself  **  a  friend  of  peace  ' 
coming  over  and  exasperating  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  after  such  an 
attack  had  been  made  on  him. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK:  Although  I 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bath,  I  must  confess  I  did  not 
hear  one  good  reason,  nor  a  single  sound 
argument,  calculated  to  show  how  it  could 
be  either  unjust  or  impoHtic,  or  to  whom  it 
would  be  either  unjust  or  how  impolitic,  to 
go  into  Committee  upon  the  Landed  Pro- 
perty (Ireland)  Bill,  without  first  havmg 
made  it  a  condition  that  such  proposal  for 
2M 
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the  aid  of  the  land  of  Ireland  should  be  ac- 
companied by  a  syBtcm  of  taxation  which 
would  subject  the  property  in  that  country 
to  the  same  burden  of  taxation  which  is 
borne  by  the  property  of  Great  Britain.  I 
think  the  Landed  Property  (Ireland)  Bill 
an  excellent  measure  in  itself,  and  I  think 
the  principle  a  correct  one,  to  give  good 
security  to  the  Government  and  to  this 
country  that  no  money  should  be  lent  for 
improvements  in  Ireland  unless  there  be  a 
certainty  of  repaying  the  whole  of  the 
principal  and  interest;  and  so  long  as  no 
risk  is  incurred,  I  cannot  think  that  this 
country  can  be  injured  by  developing  the 
resources  and  increasing  the  national  wealth 
of  Ireland.  For,  Sir,  we  cannot  increase 
the  wealth  of  the  Irish  people,  nor  give 
employment,  without  improving  the  land, 
without  adding  considerably  to  the  reve- 
nues of  this  country:  and,  so  far  from  think- 
ing it  politic  to  refuse  the  aid  of  Govern- 
ment loans  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland  for 
the  improvement  of  their  property,  I  greatly 
regret  it  is  not  carried  still  further,  and 
that,  instead  of  spending  8  or  10,000,0002. 
upon  what  have  been  termed  useless  works 
of  idleness,  wo  are  not  about  to  expend  a 
much  larger  sum  in  the  way  of  advances 
on  loan  for  pei*maneut  improvements  in  Ire- 
land. I  am  of  opinion  that  the  English 
nation  in  general  differ  altogether  from  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  and  that,  although  ma- 
lice may  cavil  at  that  which  is  directed  to 
promote  the  good  of  others,  that  such  will 
not  bo  in  accordance  with  the  feelings  nor 
the  sound  good  sense  of  Engrushmcn  gene- 
rally, and  that  they  will  greatly  rejoice  at 
any  opportunity  that  will  enable  them, 
without  serious  loss  to  themselves,  to  im- 
prove the  property  of  Ireland.  It  is  only 
within  the  last  few  days  I  received  a  letter 
(I  wish  I  had  it  by  me  now)  from  the  In- 
spector General  and  Engineer  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Commission  for  the  Public 
Works  in  iScotlund,  in  which  he  stated 
that  it  was  impossible  to  estimate  the  bles- 
sings which  the  Million  Act  had  caused 
during  the  ])resont  distress  in  Scotland, 
and  tliat  the  (employment  atfordcd  the  ]M>or 
and  the  improvement  to  the  estates  atl'oct- 
ed  by  it  was  beyond  all  calculation.  Such, 
I  am  informed,  have  been  the  results  in 
Scotland;  and  I  think  if  the  Million  Act 
for  Ireland  had  not  unfortunately  been 
withdrawn  last  year,  the  calamity  which  i» 
at  present  so  much  to  be  deplored  would 
not  have  occurred,  and  we  migbt  now  have 
•een  au  extension  of  similar  blessings  to 


Ireland.  Mr.  Mitchell,  the  ParluuneatMy 
inspector  and  engineer,  in  the  letter  to 
which  I  have  made  allusion,  further  eiftted 
that  ho  could  ahuost  trace  Uie  poverty  and 
all  the  direful  effects  of  famine  by  the  limita 
to  which  grants  of  money  bad  been  ad- 
vanced by  the  Parliament  of  this  eountvy 
to  Scotland.  Looking,  therefore,  to  tbe 
benefits  which  havo  accrued  to  ScotUndp  I 
think  we  have  a  fair  right  to  suppose  tbat 
by  similar  advances  of  money  to  Ireland, 
similar  beneficial  results  will  arise;  that  we 
shall  see  the  people  in  that  country  em- 
ployed— stimulated  to  industry  —  ttimu- 
lated  to  earn  honest  wages,  and  rescued 
from  that  state  of  idleness  and  lasineu  of 
which  some  persons  complain  so  mooh. 
For  these  reasons,  and  with  tbe  hope  that 
such  beneficial  results  may  be  attained,  I 
heartily  approve  of  this  measure.  I  think 
it  a  good  measure,  standing  by  itself,  and 
seeing  no  wisdom  or  sense  in  the  resolution 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Membw 
for  Bath,  I  will  support  the  original  Motion 
that  you  now  leave  the  Chair,  in  order 
that  we  may  go  into  Committee. 

Mil.  B.  ESCOTT  said,  it  surpriMd 
him  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Loi*d  G.  Bentinck)  say  that  be  bad  not 
heard  any  sound  argument  to  induce  bim 
not  to  go  into  Committee  on  tbe  Bill; 
but  when  he  called  to  mind  tbe  eourae 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  upon  a  re- 
cent occasion,  ho  was  not  surprised  that 
he  should  seise  with  avidity  and  support 
any  measure  having  for  its  object  tbe  grant 
of  a  large  sum  of  money  to  bo  expended  in 
Ireland.  But  if  the  noble  Lord  had  listened 
to  the  speech  of  tho  right  lion.  Gentleman 
two  seats  above  him  (Sir  R.  Peel),  and  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Laboucbera), 
he  would  have  heard  more  than  one  argu- 
ment adduced  why  tho  resolution  pnnpoaed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
be  considered  previously  to  going  into  Com- 
mittee. Both  right  hon.  Gendemen  bad 
said  that  there  was  an  honest  and  jiut 
]irinciple  involved  in  the  resolution;  and 
neither  of  them  had  endeavoured  to  con- 
tend against  the  existence  of  such  a  prin- 
ciple. But  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  now,  who  had  been,  or  who  migbt  be 
again  Ministers,  with  au  adroit  eagemeu, 
exclaimed  tliat  the  present  was  not  the 
time  to  enter  into  the  consideration  of  the 
great  principle  involved.  Every  one  who 
met  the  quest  ion  fairly  admitted  it  was  a 
great  principle — no  one  appeared  to  deny 
that,  for  every  one  knew  that  tbe  pooplo  oif 
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this  coimtry  were  willing  to  give  the  people 
of  Ireland  an  equality  of  rights;  hut  at  the 
flame  time  they  expected  Ireland  to  bear 
an  equal  portion  of  the  general  hurdena. 
It  was  maintained  that  &e  present  was 
not  the  suitable  time  to  discuss  the  pro- 
priety of  placing  an  equal  burden  upon 
Ireland;  hut  was  not  the  object  of  the  bill 
to  giro  »  million  and  a  half  to  that  coun« 
try;  and  could  there  be  any  fitter  time 
to  consider  whether  the  taxes  by  which 
the  money  was  to  be  raised  should  not 
be  equalised  and  fairly  borne  by  the  two 
countries  ?  He  begged  to  inform  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  that 
if  he  thought  the  people  of  England 
agreed  with  him  in  his  yiew  of  this  matter^ 
he  was  as  egregiously  mistaken  and  ig- 
norant as  when  he  thought  he  eould 
induce  them  to  give  sixteen  millions  to 
raise  certain  bankrupt  railway  concerns  to 
a  premium  in  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  also  ex- 
pressed it  as  his  opinion  that  the  present 
was  not  the  time  to  go  into  the  general 
question  of  equalizing  the  burdens  on 
Ireland  ;  and  that  declaration  reminded 
him  of  a  story  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
told  them  two  years  ago,  when  he  waa  in 
opposition,  and  pressing  on  the  House  a 
great  scheme,  which  had  much  justice  in 
it,  and  a  portion  of  which  he  (Mr.  Esoott) 
hoped  to  see  carried  into  operation  at  no 
distant  day.  On  that  occasioQ  the  noble 
Lord  was  met  by  some  hon.  Gentleman 
who  did  not  wish  to  argue  against  policy 
and  justice,  but  contended  that  the  time 
had  not  arrived  for  discussing  the  principle 
of  the  general  question  ;  and  he  told  us 
the  story  of  a  foreigner,  who  after  listening 
to  the  debates  in  that  House,  made  an  ob- 
servation on  quitting  the  building :  *'  No 
doubt,'*  said  he,  ••  you  are  a  Tory  wise 
and  learned  people  ;  no  doubt  you  are  aa 
example  to  the  civilized  world ;  bat  gire 
me  leave  to  say,  of  all  the  peojple  I  ever 
met  with,  you  are  the  most  superstitioiis ; 
for  you  don't  meet  facts  by  arguments;  yea 
do  not  attempt  to  oppose  propositions,  baft 
you  are  always  saying  to  one  another, '  This 
is  not  the  proper  time !'  "  And  now  the 
noble  Lord  found  it  convenient  to  take  the 
very  same  course  which  at  that  time  he  ri** 
diculed.  He  declared  the  present  waa  not 
the  proper  time;  yet  at  the  very  period 
when  he  was  about  to  add  a  million  and  a 
half  sterling  to  the  eight  millions  which  he 
had  already  borrowed,  he  refused  to  eoftcr 
into  a  discussion  as  to  whether  they  emffiA 
to  equalize  the  taxation  of  the  two  mmm* 
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tries.  Hon.  Gentleman  from  Ireland  main* 
tained  the  j  were  already  taxed  in  an  eqoil 
proportion,  and  that  thiev  had  documents 
whMsh  would  proTO  it.  [Mr.  J.  O'Comu*: 
Hear,  hear.]  The  hon.  Member  fnr  IjI- 
kenny  cheered  hun;  yet  he  woold  tiJu 
leave  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  when  the 
proper  time  (in  hia  estimation)  woold  amre 
in  which  to  disease  the  question  of  reli^fe 
taxation — ^how  long  the  Irish  people  woold 
live  oa  English  charity  and  Enf^iiah  dolo- 
and  how  many  millions  ihey  would  reqnin 
to  meet  their  necessities  ?  The  Snf^Ui 
people  were  ready  and  wUhng  to  do  aB 
that  eeold  be  expected  of  ihem  to  mitigale 
the  distreaa  in  Ireland;  bat  when  they 
were  told  that  there  waa  an  immenae 
amount  of  property  in  Ireland,  the  ewnen 
of  which  would  not  extend  their  ehariiy* 
and  refused  to  pay  their  qoeta  to  the  ge^ 
neral  fund,  then  they  thoo^t  it  waa  time 
to  cast  iro  the  accoont,  and  see  whether 
they  could  not  compel  them  to  do  ao. 
There  ooold  not  be  any  more  fitting'  time 
than  the  present,  when  a  great  demand 
was  about  to  be  made  open  the  Isoel  re- 
soaroes  of  the  eoontry.  He  xejoieed  thai 
the  time  waa  not  very  far  distant  whatk  ikm 
people  of  Engluid  woold  take  theee  mat- 
ters.into  their  own  consideration  aster 
tain  who  supported  the  pineiple  of  ^vul 
justice  between  both  ooontriea — ^who  wisoed 
for  payments  to  Ireland  eat  of  the  haid 
eammgs  of  the  English  peqde,  whibi  tihe 
proprietors  were  untaxed :  and  Tiiit  i^on 
those  who  resisted  the  present  ICeHea 
either  thdr  sense  of  their  eondoet,  by  de- 
priving them  of  the  power  in  fntore  Per* 
liamoita  of  mis-spendmgthe  poUie  mxm^^ 
or  send  them  bMk  better  prepared  to  d» 
that  jostioe  which  waa  denied  te  Bn|^biid 
and  to  Ireland  in  the  present. 

Mb.  MONOKTON  MILNES  Mtbemd 
to  say  that  he  eeold  by  no  means  emei 
witii  the  hoa«  and  leaned  Member  fnr  fiidfe 
in  the  period  whloh  he  had  flhoesnftr  mvil* 
ing  diaeoisloa  opon  the  qoeatioBof 
iiing  taxation.  ThetinmwUelitWhflnr 
learned  Member  selected  ibr  imfbmg  into, 
the  equality  of  Irish  and  Si^^  teaalie* 
—the  moment  wUeh  he  tknii^  ri|^  t» 
eeleet  for  dm  eonsJdenftiQD  of  audi  n  eelK 
jeet,  waa  a  moment  of  the  grnetoet  eelemiy 
which  had  eter  fillen  opcm  m  eifiliaedMi- 
tien.  ThemenMiiinw]MhthelKm.aal 
learned  Oenfthmmn  vislmd  te  mffieft  an  nd« 
ditiomd  bmden  190a  A*  UA  pesfle,  ta» 
aperiodaiwyeh  the  brndleide  WM 
te  obtain  |iffm«*  ef  Aeir  nm^ 
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meet  the  requirements  made  upon  it,  or  to 
supply  a  remedy  for  the  evil.  Such  a 
period  was  that  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Memhcr  had  chosen  to  hring  for- 
ward his  unwise  resolution — a  period  which 
he  hoped  all  men  would  agree  in  thinking 
was  not  that  in  which  the  House  had  time 
to  discuss  a  purely  ahstract  proposition. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the  Memher 
for  Winchester)  had  said  that  the  people 
of  England  would  take  this  matter  into 
consideration.  They  had  taken  it  into 
consideration  by  the  public  sympathy  which 
they  exhibited — ^by  their  generosity  and  by 
their  charity — by  their  collections  in  ham- 
lets and  vicarages,  and  among  the  poor 
scholars  and  labourers  of  England.  All 
this  showed  that  they  had  taken  it  into 
consideration,  and  in  a  far  more  wise  and 
humane  manner  than  that  adopted  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath.  The 
principle  expounded  by  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  if  a  correct  one,  had 
been  vitiated  by  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  been  brought  forward;  for  the  ques- 
tion had  been  put  in  such  a  false  position 
that  they  could  not  discuss  it.  At  the 
present  moment,  when  there  was  abstracted 
from  Ireland  by  the  will  of  Providence 
fourteen  or  fifteen  millions  of  money  value, 
they  could  not  enter  upon  a  discussion  in 
order  to  decide  a  question  of  taxation.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  spoiling  a 
great  principle.  If  he  had  waited  until 
the  present  awful  visitation  had  passed 
away  from  Ireland — until  she  had  re- 
covered from  the  shock  of  the  calamity 
which  was  now  descending  upon  her — 
they  would  have  been  able  to  treat  the 
entire  question  with  moro  gravity  and 
patience  than  they  could  hope  to  do  now. 
With  these  views  he  implored  his  hon. 
Friends,  who  might  be  disposed  to  give  the 
Motion  their  support,  and  the  Government, 
not  to  mix  up  the  two  questions — not  to 
mix  up  a  temporary  and  adventitious  state 
of  affairs  with  the  general  and,  he  hoped, 
what  would  ultimately  prove  the  prosper- 
ous state  of  Ireland.  It  would  be  far  bet- 
ter to  take  quoHtions  of  suoh  grave  impor- 
tance separately,  and  wait  until  Ireland  was 
restored  to  well-being:  then  he  was  sure 
they  would  all  be  ready  to  raise  what  the 
right  hon.  Haronct  the  Member  for  Tani- 
worth  (Sir  K.  Peel),  called  a  social  foun- 
dation for  a  new  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land —  the  difficulties  attending  which 
they  could  not  measure  distinctly,  but 
which  the  wisest  statesmen,  with  all  the 
intelligenci:    and    ability  they   po^-****^ 


had    not,    as    yet,    been    able    to 


Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Winchester,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  seemed  to  make  a  mis- 
take in  charging  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  O. 
Bentinck)  with  not  having  nnderstood  the 
nature  of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  noble  Lord  had  agreed  with 
both  the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  luhject  of 
the  proposition;  and  so  did  he.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  speech  was  a  toij 
able  one ;  and  if  he  brought  forward  the 
Motion  in  a  substantive  shape,  he  should 
feel  bound  to  give  it  his  support.  He  had 
not  heard  a  single  sound  reason  urged  whj 
Ireland  should  not  be  called  upon  to  paj 
her  proportion  of  the  expenses  of  the  conn- 
try;  but  he  must,  at  the  same  time,  saj 
he  thought  that  the  present  was  not  the 
period  for  bringing  forward  a  Motion  of 
this  kind,  because  it  did  not  apply.  The 
question  involved  in  the  measure  before 
the  House,  was  not  one  of  making  a  rift  to 
Ireland;  it  was  a  question  of  grantmg  a 
loan  to  that  country  on  certain  security. 
With  respect  to  applying  a  property  tax  to 
Ireland,  he  recollected,  when  a  renewal  of 
that  tax  was  proposed  for  England,  that 
the  Irish  Members  supported  it  as  being  a 
very  excellent  tax;  and  he  saw  no  reason 
whatever  why  Irish  property  and  income 
should  not  be  taxed  as  well  as  those  in 
England.  In  the  present  instance  he  would 
vote  against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath;  but  if  it  waa 
brought  forward  at  any  future  time  aa  a 
substantive  proposition,  he  would  give  it 
his  support. 

Mii.  S.  CRAWFORD  was  ready  to  ac- 
knowledge that  the  pressure  upon  the 
Irish  landlords  was  very  heavy  at  the  pre- 
sent moment;  but  the  question  was,  whe- 
ther Ireland  ought  not  to  pay  her  fair 
share  of  the  taxation  of  the  United  King- 
dom; and  he  saw  no  reason  why  she  shouU 
not.  He  thought  Ireland  should  be  re- 
lieved as  suffering  from  a  great  national 
calamity;  but  he  would  not  shrink,  at  the 
same  time,  from  the  opinion  that  Irish 
landlords  ought  to  pay  their  fair  proportion 
of  taxation,  and  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  not  pay  a  fair  proi>ortion  of  the  in- 
come tax.  lie  could  not  vote  away  the 
monov  of  the  people  of  Eni^land  to  relieve 
the  distress  of  Ireland,  without  aflirminf 
that  principle.  For  these  reasons,  he  could 
not  do  of  I*''  -«''^  tlian  vote  fur  the  Motion 
of  the  ) '  -'Mr  for  Bath. 
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Mr.  R.  TORRE  recognised  the  prin- 
ciple propounded  bj  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Roebuck);  but  it  would  be 
most  absurd,  in  bis  opinion,  for  the  House 
to  give  8,000,000^.  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land  on  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  propose  taxes  which  would  involve  that 
country  in  universal  difficulty.  He  should 
give  a  conscientious  support  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government. 

Mr.  JAMES  :  The  Irish  Members  said 
this  was  not  the  right  time  for  the  present 
Motion;  but  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  that  it  was  always  the 
right  time  to  do  justice.  He  hoped  the 
proposition  now  before  the  House  would 
one  day,  if  not  at  the  present  moment,  be 
carried  into  effect. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question,  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question: — Ayes  121:  Noes 
26:   Majority  95. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Fox,  C.  R. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
FuUer,  A.  E. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grogan,  £. 
Ualford,  Sir  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hawcs,  B. 
Heathooat,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
I  lobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hutt.  W. 
Jenrifl,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  11. 

Labouchere,  rt  hon.  H. 
I^angvton,  J.  H. 
Lawless,  hon.  0. 
Lefiroy,  A. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Macaulay,  rt.  hon.  T.  B. 
Macnamara,  Maior 
M'DonncU,  J.  M. 
M*Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Milnes,  R.  Bl 
Mitcalfc,  }L 
Monahan,  J.  H. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Mnndy,  E.  M. 
Munti,  G.  F. 
Norrejf,  SirD.  J. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baine,  W. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Barclay,  D. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bateson,  T. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bennot,  P. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bcrcsford,  Major 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Bernal,  R. 
BUke,  M.  J. 
Blakemorc,  R. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
BuUcr,  C. 
Bunbury,  W.  M. 
Busfcild,  W. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Byng,  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 
CnlUghan,  D. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Chapman,  B. 
Christie.  W.  D. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cootc,  Sir  C.  H. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Courtonay,  Lord 
Craiff,  W.  G. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Evans,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitrgerald,  R.  A. 


O'Brien,  G. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Gonnell,  J. 
O'Conor  Don 
O'FemOl,  R.  M. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Parker,  J. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Polhill,F. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Prime,  R. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Rich,  H. 
Ross,  D.  R. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherfiird,  A. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 

Litt 

Bouverie,  hon.  £.  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brown,  W. 
Collins,  W. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Crawford,  W.  S, 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Duncan,  Vitot. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Entwisle,  W. 
Etcott,  B. 
GiU,T. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 


Sajmoor,  Inifd 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Somersot,  Lord  O. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  II. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Strutt,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Ward,  H.  6. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sfar  0. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyw,  T. 
•  Torke,  H.  R. 


Hill,  LordBC 
TufiieU,  H. 

of  the  Vow. 

Heron,  Sir  R. 
Humphry  Aid. 
Jamet,  W. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Mure,  Col. 
Plnnuidge,  Capt. 
Protheroe,  E.  D. 
Stansfleld,  W.  R.  C. 
Striokland,  Sir  O. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Williams,  W. 


Roeboek,  J.A. 
Hume,  J. 


House  went  into  Committee. 

On  Clause  4. 

Mr.  HAMILTON  moTed  the  introdno- 
tion  of  the  words  he  had  given  notioe  of, 
namely,  planting*  tile  wcmu,  llmekibi* 
farm  hridgea  and  gates,  nulla  for  aeutdibf 
and  preparation  of  flax,  mills  for  the  enisli* 
ing  and  preparation  of  rape  and  linseed. 
In  doing  so,  he  said,  with  the  ezeoptiaft 
of  plan^g,  he  had  eonfined  himsdf  to  ob- 
jects which  were  intimatelj  eonneeted  itUk 
the  improred  enltore  of  tte  land  as  wdH  aa 
mtHi  the  employment  of  the  people.  Tho 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Chmn 
in  the  course  of  the  oTening,  had 
that  the  small  cottiers  of  Ireland  anal 
henceforth  look  to  other  means  of  simporti 
and  the  right  hon.  Baranet  the  Imsbtf 
for  Tamworth  had  admitted  the  pi»M|j 
object  of  the  Bill  was  the  emplojaMnt  of 
the  people.  Now,  the  nniposes  to  wUsii 
he  proposed  to  exibend  the  Billy  were  pn- 
ciset J  m  that  natore.  Nodnng  eoold  now 
be  more  important  than  the  edtnif  of  ini 
it  was  eqnallyiifofitaUs^ aadgMre  m#Vt 
pkjment  to  the  people.  IBfo  hepedTw 
Amendment  woald  not  be  objeeted  tou 

The  CHANGBLLOB  or  m  BXOHB- 
QUBR  said,  the  prineipie  of  the  Bill  vif 
to  afford  means  for  improfing  tha 
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tive  power  of  the  land;  and  the  only  ex- 
ception to  a  strict  adherence  to  that  prin- 
ciple was  to  be  found  in  the  permission 
given  under  this  clause  to  apply  advances 
to  the  erection  of  com  mills.  Considering 
the  present  state  of  Ireland,  and  the  scar- 
city in  that  country  of  mills  for  grinding 
corn,  the  Government  had  thought  them- 
selves justified  in  making  this  exception. 
If,  however,  they  were  to  accede  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hou.  Gentleman,  and  to 
allow  advances  to  be  applied  to  the  produc- 
tion of  manufactured  articles,  they  would 
depart  altogether  from  the  principle  of  the 
BiU. 

Mr.  VESEY  supported  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  University 
(Mr.  Hamilton),  and  expressed  his  belief 
that  nothing  would  have  a  greater  ten- 
dency to  promote  the  cultivation  of  waste 
lands  in  Ireland  than  the  estabUshment  of 
limekilns  and  tile  works. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  agreed  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  adopt  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin.  The  object  of  this  Bill  was  two- 
fold — to  provide  employment  to  meet  the 
distress  existing  in  Ireland,  and  to  increase 
the  power  of  production  of  the  soil  of  that 
country.  It  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
a  line  should  be  drawn  somewhere;  and  he 
considered  that  the  best  plan  was  to  limit 
the  operation  of  this  Bill  to  such  works  as 
could  be  executed  by  unskilled  labour. 
The  sum  allowed  for  carrying  out  this 
measure  was  so  limite<l  in  amount  that  it 
was  hopeless  to  anticipate  that  any  effec- 
tual advantage  could  be  gained  from  ex- 
tending the  Bill  so  far  as  was  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  University. 
He  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  one  pro- 
posal contained  in  this  Bill,  which  he  con- 
sidered open  to  strong  objection.  It  was 
intended,  by  the  seventh  clause,  to  give  to 
persons  holding  land,  and  who  were,  in 
fact,  njoroly  tenants,  the  power  (without 
the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  landowner) 
to  borrow  mon<*v  from  the  Govi*rnment  for 
the  erection  of  farm  buildinjifs.  By  a  sub- 
sequent clause  ]M>wer  was  given  to  the  Go- 
vernment, if  the  advances  wero  not  duly 
re])aid,  to  enter  upon  the  property,  and  to 
sell,  in  order  to  provide  for  their  repay- 
ment. In  simie  parts  of  Ireland,  as  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  aware,  tiiere  was  a 
great  dirtposition  on  the  part  of  landholders 
to  build  h<mses  and  farm  buildings  on  a 
very  large  scale;  and,  under  the  Hill  as  it 


IMS 

at  present  stood,  property  migbt  be  teiBed 
for  the  repayment  of  loans,  the  appliestm 
of  which  had  deteriorated  rather  tnaa  im- 
proved that  property,  so  far  as  the  land- 
owner  himself  was  concerned.  He  thonglit 
it  right  to  call  the  attention  of  his  rigkt 
hon.  Friend  to  this  point,  for,  in  hit  opin* 
ion,  it  afforded  a  strong  argtiment  agaunt 
any  extension  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  SHAW  considered  that  the  estaib- 
lishment  of  tile  works  and  limekilns  in  Ire- 
land would  tend  very  materially  to  the  im* 
provement  of  land;  for  they  would  iiiT»- 
riably  find,  in  travelling  throngh  that 
country,  that  where  limekilns  were  nn* 
merous  the  property  was  impronng  m 
value. 

Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Elzcheqiier 
would  not  object  to  such  an  extension  of 
the  clause  as  would  allow  loans  to  be  ap* 
plied  to  the  erection  of  limekilns  and  tile 
works. 

Sir  D.  NORREYS  observed  that,  if  the 
House  had  confidence  in  the  Public  Worica 
Commissioners,  he  thought  they  ought  to 
leave  to  them  the  discretion  of  judging 
what  measures  would  best  conduce  to  the 
permanent  improvement  of  the  land.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebnck)  had 
complained  at  an  early  period  of  the  even- 
ing that  he  (Sir  D.  Norreys)  had  published 
a  letter  in  the  Morning  Chronicle  of  to- 
day. He  regretted  that  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  not  now  in  hia 
place;  but  he  would  only  say  that  ho 
thought  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  did  not 
wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  HottiO  ill 
Committee,  by  entering  at  length  into 
matters  of  dry  detail,  was  fully  justified  ill 
availing  himself  of  the  means  he  (Sir  D. 
Norreys)  had  taken  for  expressing  hia 
views.  His  opinion  on  this  subject  cer- 
tainly was,  that  the  Bill  was  not  sufficiently 
extensive  in  its  character. 

Colonel  RAWDON  thought  it  shovid 
be  left  to  the  Commissioners  to  determine 
what  description  of  works  were  best  calea- 
lated  to  ctTect  the  objects  contemplated  by 
this  Bill.  He  considered  that  this  measure 
was  confined  too  exclusively  to  the  im- 
provement of  land,  without  providing  for 
the  improvement  of  buildings  upon  the 
land. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  that  one  principle 
of  this  measure  was,  that  the  iroprovementa 
on  whieh  the  loans  to  bo  aiforded  under 
this  Bill  were  laid  out.  should  W  of  pcnn»o 
nent  character.  Now,  tile  works  could  not 
be  '-'»7A>-Hed  as  works  of  a  permanent  Be- 
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tore.  They  might  be  erected  merely  in  a 
temporary  way,  either  for  the  purpose  of 
improving  an  estate,  or  of  providing  bricks 
for  sale;  but  there  was  no  security  what- 
ever that  the  estate  upon  which  they  were 
erected  would  derive  any  permanent  ad- 
vantage from  them.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  adopt 
the  ^fotion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin. 

The  Eaul  of  LINCOLN  thought,  as 
tiles  were  indispensable  for  draining,  the 
encouragement  of  drainage  would  create 
such  a  demand  for  them  as  would  insure 
a  supply;  they  ought  to  leave  something  to 
private  enterprise,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
not  extend  the  operation  of  the  clause.  If 
the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  (Sir 
D.  Norreys')  letter  wore  acted  upon,  ho 
was  sure  not  merely  a  million  and  a  half, 
but  a  hundred  millions,  would  be  required 
for  Ireland.  The  sum  being  limited  to  the 
former  amount,  it  woidd  do  more  perma- 
nent good,  applied  to  defined  purposes,  than 
if  spread  over  a  large  surface  in  a  way  that 
would  make  its  good  effect  imperceptible. 

Mr.  HAMILTON  said,  it  was  of  course 
useless  to  urge  his  Amendment  against  the 
feeling  of  the  Committee;  but  he  wished 
to  explain  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  the  mills  he  proposed  to  bring 
within  the  Bill  were  not  what  he  had  called 
speculntivo  undertakings,  for  the  spinning 
of  flax;  but  mills  for  tlie  preparation  of  the 
raw  material,  with  that  preparation  of  flax 
which  was  necessary  to  its  .sale  as  a  raw 
material.  The  tile  works  and  lime  works 
were  also  essential  to  the  very  objects  of 
the  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  Clause  G, 

Mr.  grog  AX  moved  as  an  Amendment 
the  insertion  of  the  words,  **  Or  any  person 
emj>owored  by  law  to  embank  and  reclaim 
lands  from  the  sea."  The  companies  en- 
gaged in  reclaiming  lands  from  the  sea 
deserved  encouragement;  they  employed 
much  unskilled  labour,  w^liich  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
(jUER  objected  to  the  Amendment;  it 
would  divert  the  money  applicable  under 
the  Act  to  thosii  companies  who  had  al- 
ready received  powers  of  raising  money 
under  their  own  Acts.  It  would  be  a  still 
wider  departure  from  the  principle  of  the 
Act,  than  the  proposition  to  erect  spinning 
mills. 

Lord   G.   BENTINCK  thought  these 


companies  might  receive  Buohaidasownera 
of  the  land. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  toe  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  consider  they  were  owners; 
the  proposal  was,  in  fact,  an  amendment 
in  the  private  Bills  of  those  parties. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to.  House 
resumed.    Bill  to  be  reported. 

THE  GALWAY  ELECTION. 
Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  stated  that  he 
held  in  his  hand  for  presentation  a  petition 
from  certain  electors  of  Galway,  complain- 
ing against  the  election  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposito  (Mr.  Monahan). 
The  hon.  Member  proceeded  at  some  lengtli 
to  observe  that  the  present  was  the  last 
day  upon  which  the  petition  could  be  pre- 
sented, and  the  prayer  of  it  was  that  time 
might  be  allowed  to  amend  the  recogni- 
zances  and  the  aflidavits  of  the  sureties. 
By  the  recent  Act  which  had  been  passed 
with  respect  to  disputed  elections,  it  was 
necessary  that  the  recognizances  should 
be  presented  to  the  examiner,  whose  duty 
it  was  to  ascertain  that  thej  wore  made 
out  in  the  prescribed  form,  and  to  endorse 
them,  if  they  were  found  to  be  within  the 
provisions  of  the  Act.  In  the  present  case 
the  affidavits  of  the  sureties,  Messrs. 
Thomas  Francis  Meagher  and  Charles 
Gavan  Dufly,  were  objected  to  by  the  exa« 
miner,  on  the  ground  of  a  flaw,  viz.,  thai 
they  swore  thej  wore  worth  the  sum  of 
5002.  each,  whereas  they  should  ha?e 
sworn  that  they  were  seised  and  possessed 
of  property  to  the  extent  of  5wl.  The 
question  at  issue,  then,  was,  whether 
**  worth  501, f*'  was  similar  to  being  seised 
of  an  estate  of  the  value  of  500{.  He 
had  been  told  that  it  was,  and  that  the  re* 
cognizances  could  be  put  in  suit  under 
those  circumstances;  and  belieying  ihatall 
indulgence  ought  to  be  extended  in  a  case 
of  this  sort,  where  the  time  for  completing 
the  petition  was  so  short,  and  the  distaaoa 
between  the  place  of  election  and  the  me- 
tropolis so  very  considerable,  he  hoped  tlie 
House  would  grant  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioners, and  permit  the  time  to  be  extend- 
ed in  order  to  amend  the  recognizances. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
a  resolution  to  that  effect. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  appre- 
hended that  the  House  could  not  accede 
either  to  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  or 
to  the  Motion  d  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick,  for  the  decision  of  the  examiner 
was  declared  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  to 
be  final  and  oonclosive.    The  Act  of  7th 
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and  8th  Victoria,  c.   103,  distinctly  pro- 
vided that  the  recognizances  should  he  en- 
tered into  within  fourteen  days,  and  that  j 
certain  sureties  should  perfect  their  rccog-  | 
nizances  in  a  given  form,  and  should  swear  j 
that  they  were  seised  or  possessed  of  real ; 
or  personal  property  to  the  amount  of  500?.  . 
The  wording  of  the  Act  evidently  contem-  i 
plated  that  the  possession  should  not  he  | 
merely   of  a   temporary  character.     The  i 
14th  section  of  the  same  Act   expressly 
enacted  that  the  decision  of  the  examiner 
should  ho  final  and  conclusive.     He  suh- 
mitted,  then,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  had  no  locus  standi,  and  the  in- 
dulgence prayed  could  not  be  granted  by 
the  House. 

Mil.  MCCARTHY  thought  it  was  mere 
special  pleading  to  cavil  at  the  construc- 
tion of  the  word  *'  worth,*'  and  its  mean- 
ing as  compared  with  the  terms  **  seised  or 
possessed.'  He  hoped  the  House  would 
consent  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  grant  time  to  amend  the  recogni- 
zances. 

Sill  R.  PEEL  said,  that  he  was  the  per- 
son who  had  introduced  the  Act  alluded 
to,  the  main  object  of  which  was  to  pre- 
vent appeals  to  the  House  from  the  deci- 
sions of  competent  authorities.     Two  au- 
thorities   had   boon   appointed — one   exa- 
miner of  recognizances,  whose  duty  it  was 
to  sec  that  the  recognizances  were  entered 
into  in  due  compliance  with  the  provisions  ! 
of  the  Act;  and  the  other  a  Select  (.'omniit-  ! 
tee;   and   in  both   cases  the  decision  was  i 
made  final  and  conclusive  an;ainst  all  par- 1 
ties.  This  was  done  on  purpose  to  exclude 
any  party  considerations  being  brought  to  | 
bear  on   such  subjects  withiu  the  llouse.  | 
He  thought  the  examiner  of  recognizances  I 
had  acted  properly  in  refusing  the  petition.  | 
The  Act  stated,  that  thi'  object  of  the  re- 
cof^nizance  was  to  make  the  party  subject  i 
to  pain  of  from   ,")()()/.   to   l.OOO/.,  to  be  1 
levied   on  his   respective  goo<ls   and  chat- 
tels, lands,  and  tenenuMits.    It  became  ne- 
cessary, therefore,   that  the  party  should 
swear,  not  accordin£^  to  his  own  discr<»tion,  j 
that  h<'   was   worth  .500/.,   but  expressly  I 
that  he  was  seised  or  possessed  of  real  or  | 
personal   estate   equal   to    that    sum,   and ! 
above  what  would  satisfy  all  his  debts.     A  \ 
person    niii^ht    swear  that   he   was   worth  | 
;')0i»/.,  Iiecause  another  pers<ni  nii;:ht  owe; 
him   tliat   sum;   but   that   wns  a  ditiVront  | 
thiuif   from  swiMirliij^  that  he  was  '• 
Hcisetl  of  goods  j  'tt<'ls,  nr 

perty,  enabling  '  tliat 

was  necessarv  ''rder 


ply  with  the  intentions  of  the  Aet.  tliat 
every  person  on  entering  his  recognixance 
before  the  person  by  whom  that  recogni- 
zance was  to  be  taken,  should  swear  that 
he  was  seised  or  possessed  of  real  or  per- 
sonal estate  to  the  amount  required.  If 
the  parties  concerned  did  not  do  that,  it 
was  impossible  that  the  House  could  enter- 
tain a  petition  such  as  the  present.  No- 
thing could  be  more  dangerous  than  for 
the  House  to  sanction  such  a  laxity  in  its 
proceedings.  The  intentions  of  the  Act 
and  its  design  would  be  best  inferred  bj 
those  extrinsic  authorities  who  were  in- 
fluenced by  no  party  or  personal  considera- 
tions, and  the  House  would  be  saved  the 
odium  of  deciding  questions  of  this  kind 
by  a  majority.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  must,  for 
one,  advise  the  House  to  decline  assuming 
a  jurisdiction  which  they  had  already  trana- 
ferred  to  another  authority. 

Mil.  MORGAN  O'CONNELL  said,  it 
was  very  unpleasant  to  discuss  a  question 
of  this  kind  on  such  very  short  notice.  His 
first  impression  was,  that  it  was  the  beat 
plan  to  have  the  debate  adjourned;  but  the 
Attorney  General  having  given  so  decided 
an  opinion  upon  the  matter,  his  (Mr.  M. 
0*Conneirs)  intention  was  shaken  in  that 
respect.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
House  ought  to  be  cautious  in  deciding  a 
matter  of  this  kind  hastily,  because,  in  the 
iirst  place,  there  was  a  great  principle  at 
stake;  and,  secondly,  because,  upon  such 
a  subject,  the  House  were  in  danger  of 
having  their  actions  mi&cuustrucd.  On 
these  grounds,  he  was  anxious  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  subject  should 
be  postponed  until  the  next  sitting  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  SMITH  O'RRIEX,  in  reply,  said 
the  givini^  in  of  the  recognizances  was  only 
a  preliminary  pn»ceeding,  after  which  a 
day  was  generally  appointed  to  examine 
whether  the  securities  were  or  were  not 
homi  fide.  On  that  transaction  the  deci- 
sion of  the  examiner  of  recognizances 
would  of  course  be  final;  but  in  this  prcli- 
nunary  stage  nn  damage  could  be  done  to 
either  party.  In  point  of  fact,  the  House 
was  now  rest  in  sc  on  a  mere  technieality  in 
opposition  to  law  and  justice — a  techni- 
cality which  would  be  scouted  in  any  court 
of  law — fur  the  purpose  of  preventing  par- 
ties from  be  in:;  heard  whu  hail  charged  an 
otficer  «»f  the  Cn>wn  with  corrupt  practices. 
That  was  a  proceed inir  t«»  v     •*  the  House 

(Jnumions   should  not  '  ^y.      IIo 

not.  after  i^hat  hi  \  diridc 

nc  upou  the  9<  ^  would 
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throw  on  them  the  responsibilitj  of  reject- 
ing the  petition. 

Motion  negatived. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  March  9,  1847. 

MiNUTsa.]  PxTiTioNS  Prbbxxtxo.  By  theEcrlof'De- 
nit,  tram  the  Relief  CominitCee  of  Callan,  for  the 
Adoption  of  a  more  extendTe  Syitem  of  Railwayi  in 
Ireland.— From  Newtownardi,  for  the  EstabUahmcDt  of 
one  uniform  Poor  Rate  in  every  Union  in  Ireland«~By 
Lord  Monteagle,  from  limerick,  for  the  Abolitloii  of 
certain  Oaths  required  to  be  talun  by  Partlei  entering 
upon  the  Duties  of  certain  offices.— From  Guaniianaof 
the  Helmsley  Union,  for  Repeal  of  the  Poor  Removal 
Act. 

IRISH  PROCEEDINGS. 
The  Earl  of  LUCAN  said,  that  he  was 
not  in  the  House  last  night,  when  a  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham)  read  a 
letter,  relating  to  a  part  of  Ireland  with 
which  he  (the  Earl  of  Lucan)  was  con- 
nected, which  letter  contradicted  some  oh- 
servations  which  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
make  to  their  Lordships  upon  a  former  oc* 
casion  relative  to  the  issuing  of  certain 
processes  in  the  county  of  Mayo.  He 
trusted  that  their  Lordships  would  not 
deem  him  out  of  order  if  he  asked  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  whether  he  had  any 
objection  to  give  up  the  writer  of  the  letter 
which  ho  had  read.  He  could  positively 
declare  that  many  statements  contiuned 
in  that  letter  were  unfounded  and  incor- 
rect. It  appeared  to  him,  that  when  a 
noble  Lord  read  a  letter  in  extenso  in  that 
House,  he  was  bound  to  do  one  of  two 
things — either  to  give  up  the  name  of  the 
writer,  or  to  make  himself  answerable  for 
the  contents  of  the  letter.  Now,  he  un- 
derstood that,  in  the  present  instance,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  refused  to  do  either 
one  or  the  other.  He  would  take  tiiat  op- 
portunity of  warning  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  not  to  adopt  every  statement  he  re- 
ceived or  might  read  in  a  newspaper,  and 
treat  it  as  authentic.  To  his  great  aston- 
ishment he  saw  in  I%e  Times  the  other 
day,  under  the  heading  of  •*  The  Ministry 
and  the  Roman  Catholic  Clergy,"  some 
statements  respecting  himself.  It  miglit 
appear  surprising  that  he  should  be  drag^ 
gcd  into  a  dispute  between  the  Government 
and  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy ;  but  it  «p- 
peared  that  a  body  of  the  Roman  Oathwc 
clergy,  assembled  at  Ballinrobe,  on  the  2iid 
of  the  present  month,  had  agreed  to  « 
resolution  which  contained  the  foUowing 
passage : — 

"  That  we  could  not  famish  to  the  worid  a 
strikiDg  proof  of  the  melaaeholy'i 


and  deiolatim  daily  oooiming  la  this  eoontrj^ 
and  aggravathig  all  the  horrors  of  fiunine,  than 
some  df  Hi  have  witnened  on  our  approach,  tiUs 
day,  to  the  town  ootteges  on  the  property  of  tihe 
Eari  of  Luoan,  stripped  of  thdr  roo6,  and  the 
poor  inmates  oast  out  on  the  streets,  and  bereftof 
the  comfinrt  of  dying  in  their  own  hoaaee.  *  Ihs 
village  of  Gallowshill,  in  which  this  occurred,  haa 
a  name  of  historic  and  ominons  celebrity,  wUeh 
still — ^what  a  irinjpilnr  nnlnniilnnm  *  pnipntinlas 
the  tragic  scenes  ^death." 

Now,  as  it  happened,  he  had  not  anyim- 
perty  within  two  miles  of  the  town  <^  nil- 
Unrobe.  But  the  village  of  Gallowshill  waft 
partionlarised;  and  their  Lordships  migkfc 
suppose,  that  though  there  promkbly  wii 
some  exaggeration  m  the  statement  mmdft 
respecting  it,  there  could  be  no  doubt  tibat 
a  portion,  at  least,  of  the  village  had  baan 
pmled  down,  and  a  portion  of  its  inhafail- 
ants  turned  loose  upon  the  world.  It  hap- 
pened, however,  that  upon  the  Tory  day 
when  ihe  Roman  Catholic  clergy  met  at 
Ballmrobe,  he  was  at  the  village  of  Gal> 
lowshill;  and  he  now  declared,  upon  Us 
honour,  tiiat  not  one  house  in  it  was  toiieli» 
ed,  not  one  person  evicted  from  it,  nor  had 
any  proceedmgs  of  that  kind  takoi  plftoe 
there,  to  his  Imowledge,  for  a  great  mmi* 
her  of  years.  His  object  in  xefening  to 
that  circumstance  was  to  warn  the  noUo 
and  learned  Lord  against  giving  implioil 
credence  to  eveiy  statement  whien  ho 
might  receive. 

LoBn  BROUGHAM  assured  the  noUa 
Earl  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  warn  Uaa 
not  to  give  implicit  credit  to  ovorr  staAo^ 
ment  he  received,  or  eveiy  word  wnidi  Iw 
heard.  The  degree  of  heliof  aoeorded  Iqr 
him  would  depend  entirely  i^on  the  jodg^ 
ment  and  credit  of  the  person  who  wn»lo» 
and  on  the  judgment  and  erodit  of  Iha 
person  who  printed.  He  was  maeii  dis- 
posed, heeanse  he  knew  tiie  noUe  Bail^  to 
believe  the  statement  which  he  had 


and  if  the  matter  were  to  he  tUbr 
inquired  into»  and  the  other  party  showl 
have  an  oppcnrtantty  of 
mighty  pethisps,  beKeve  lum' 
eitly.  It  was  slways  deshahlo  tiiat  a  per- 
son whose  statemont  waa  ooiitndieled» 
should  have  an  opportanity  of  oAringas- 
phuiation.  For  instanee,  Ci^taia  WynMb 
in  a  l0tter»  charged  two  MeB||en  of  flw 
other  Honse  cf  Paxliaaiant  widi  having 
quartered  on  the  laboor-nAe  flmd  rtat 
was,  np<m  the  pnhlio  porso — ^tenanla  if 
their  own  who  lentod  oonndeffaUefiMnBS. 
Those  hon.  Henhers  sot  vp  one  after  tto 
other,  aad  said  that  ttera  was  not  a  werl 
of  tmih  in  Ch^tain  Wynne's  loiter,  reoei*- 
od  and  puled,  hj  Oa  CknwHBMk  1m 
jo€  "tiaadadanttaBS  Mad*  W 
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the  two  hon.  Members,  the  GoTernnient 
referred  the  matter  to  Captain  Wynne; 
some  sort  of  inquiry  took  place,  and  they 
received  a  letter  from  the  gallant  Captain, 
reaffirming  his  former  statements.  It  was 
impossible  to  doubt  that  the  Qovemment 
were  satisfied  of  Captain  Wynne's  veracity, 
because  they  had  not  removed  him  from 
his  situation,  which  it  would  have  been 
their  bounden  duty  to  do  if  he  had  sent 
them  a  letter  full  of  falsehoods.  Notwith- 
standing, therefore,  all  the  hon.  Members 
of  the  other  House  had  said,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  was  bound  to  believe  Captain 
Wynne ;  and  yet  the  denial  of  those  hon. 
Members  was  just  as  complete  as  any 
denial  which  the  noble  Earl  ever  saw. 
Now  with  respect  to  his  statements  last 
night.  He  made  two  statements :  one  was 
of  a  general  nature,  referring  to  a  county 
which  he  mentioned ;  but  he  did  not  men- 
tion the  name  of  a  single  individual,  nor 
did  he  give  any  indication  or  clue  by  which 
their  Lordships  could  suspect  who  were 
the  persons  alluded  to  in  his  statement. 
He  was  not  bound  to  give  up  the  name  of 
his  informant.  He  stated  what  he  behoved 
to  be  true,  because  the  information  came 
from  persons  who  ho  knew  would  not  wil- 
lingly deceive  any  one;  and  at  tlie  time  he 
declared  himself  satisfied  with  the  credi- 
bility of  the  persons  who  had  written  to 
him.  If  he  had  taken  another  course, 
as  he  might  have  done — if  he  liad  stated 
that  he  had  boon  informed  of  such  and 
such  things,  and  that  he  believed  the 
information,  without  alhiding  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  had  reached  him,  could 
any  one  have  called  upon  him  to  give 
up  his  authority  ?  If  he  had  attacked 
individuals,  that  would  have  been  another 
matter.  In  one  statement  which  he  made, 
seven  or  oi^ht  individuals  were  nameil, 
and  in  that  case  he  gave  up  the  name 
of  his  infornumt,  together  with  his  address 
and  calling  in  life,  that  being  the  editor- 
ship of  a  newspaper.  No  part  of  the 
statement  which  he  made  yesterday  cast 
any  reflection  on  the  noble  Earl,  and  there- 
fore ho  was  HurpriHed  that  he  should  call 
upon  him  to  give  up  his  informant.  As  to 
the  nol>le  Earl's  warninaf,  it  was  hard  to 
say  what  ought  not  to  be  believed  after 
what  had  happenctl  in  Cnptnin  Wynne's 
case. 

The  Eaul  of  LUCAN  :  Since  the  noble 
Lord  refuses  t(»  name  his  informant,  he 
will  perhaps  state  whether  he  is  a  respect- 
able person  and  worthy  of  credit  i 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  I  made  a  sUte- 
ment  fitting  for  me  to  make,  and  proper 


for  the  House  to  receive;  and  neiito  ihm 
noble  Earl  nor  the  House  baa  any  ridit 
whatever  to  ask  a  Peer  to  come  to  the 
question  in  this  way.  I  will  not  gire  an 
answer.  [An  ir<mic<U  cry  of  **  Hear !"] 
I  beg  to  inform  noble  Lords  who  cry 
"Hear,"  that  they  show  an  utter  igno- 
rance of  Parliamentary  proceedings.  Since 
I  first  entered  Parliament,  which  I  am  sonr 
to  say  was  not  yesterday — ^I  hare  heara, 
over  and  over  again,  Peers  and  Members 
of  Parliament  refusmg  to  give  up  the  names 
of  their  informants,  stating  merelT  that 
they  believed  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  to  them;  and  every  oneknows, 
that  from  the  time  of  Henry  III.,  when 
Parliament  first  assumed  its  form,  down- 
wards, common  fame  has  been  held  to  he  a 
ground  for  statements  made  in  Parliainent 
and  proceedings  founded  thereon. 

The  Makquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
presented  a  petition  from  Newtownaida. 
complaining  of  the  present  mode  of  rating 
to  the  poor.  As  an  Irish  proprietor,  he 
was  perfectly  willing  that  Ireland  should 
have  an  efficient  system  of  poor  laws;  hut 
he  considered  that  there  ought  to  he  • 
fairer  mode  of  rating  than  existed  at  pre- 
sent.  Before  he  sat  down,  he  begged  to 
congratulate  himself,  and  he  hoped  he 
might  also  congratulate  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham),  upon  « 
fact  which  he  hoped  he  would  be  indulgent 
enough  to  look  to,  and  not  continue  hia 
constant  and  eternal  animadversions  upon 
the  landlords  and  people  of  Ireland — 4ho 
fact,  namely,  that  in  the  county  with  whidi 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry)  waa 
connected,  the  county  of  Down,  the  land* 
lords  had  not  asked  a  shilling  of  assist- 
ance from  the  Government,  or  a  shilling 
from  the  presentment  sessions;  and  that 
the  tenantry  had  not  applied  to  them  for 
reduction  of  rent  except  in  one  single 
parish.  He  did  Iiope  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  remember  this  faet» 
and  not  continue  his  sweeping  attacks  upon 
the  landlords  and  people  of  Ireland  gene- 
rally. As  an  Irish  proprietor,  it  was  painful 
to  him  to  hear  such  repeated  statements 
against  a  body  of  men  by  many  of  whom 
in  many  districts  they  were  quite  unde- 
served. The  difficulty,  as  had  been  oh- 
serve<l  by  a  near  relation  of  his  in  the  other 
House,  was,  that  legislation  adapted  for 
one  part  of  Ireland,  did  not  apply  to  an« 
other.  Yet  the  noble  and  learned  Lotd 
came  forward  with  general  statemenUt 
which  were  at  all  events  totally  inappli- 
cable  to  those  persons  who  had  never  asked 
the  Goyemment  for  a  shiUiag,  and  lolhoee 
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parts  of  the  cotmtrj  where  ^  esiatet  w«re 
well  managed,  and  rents  regnlarlj  paid. 
He  alluded  particularlj  to  Ulster. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  if  ihe 
noble  Lord  would  insist  upon  being  blamed 
whether  he  was  blamed  or  not,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  could  not  help  it.  He  had 
nerer  said  that  all  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
were  to  blame;  he  had  never  made  sweep- 
ing  charges  against  them;  on  the  oontrarj, 
he  had  confined  himself  to  a  few  instances, 
and  had  expressed  his  hope  and  trust, 
almost  his  belief,  that  such  cases  were 
not  general,  and  that  they  could  not  with 
justice  be  said  to  be  general.  But  the 
noble  Lord,  nevertheless,  got  up  from  time 
to  time,  and  said,  '*  I  will  be  accused,  and 
nobody  shall  prevent  it. ' '  It  was  the  most 
extraordinary  use  of  the  words  "  will"  and 
<'  shall*'  he  ever  heard  of,  except  perhaps 
in  the  case  of  the  man  who  said,  **  1  will 
be  drowned,  and  nobody  shall  save  me." 
He  (Lord  Brougham)  repeated,  that  he 
had  never  accused  the  Irish  landlords  as  a 
body;  but  if  the  noble  Marquess  ever  said 
again  that  he  had  done  so,  he  would  not 
deny  it.  The  noble  Marquess  also  com- 
plained that  he  did  not  give  him  informa- 
tion. Now,  he  was  going  to  give  him  in- 
formation, for  he  was  going  to  move  for  a 
return  of  the  names  of  the  plainti£Si  and 
defendants  in  all  the  processes  for  rent  due 
at  the  let  of  November,  1846,  which  were 
brought  to  trial  at  the  sessions  of  ihe  11th 
of  January,  1847,  held  at  Ballina,  barOBT 
of  Tyrawley,  in  the  county  of  Mayo,  witn 
the  orders  made  thereupon;  also  a  return 
of  all  the  processes  for  use  and  occupation 
of  lands  and  tenements  ending  the  same 
date,  and  for  conacre  for  the  harvest  of 
1846.  With  respect  to  what  the  noble 
Marquess  had  stated  about  ihe  north  of 
Ireland,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  that  part 
of  the  country  was  in  so  favourable  a  con- 
dition; and  as  there  was  often  a  cry  to  have 
the  full  benefit  of  the  legislative  Union,  and 
to  have  the  same  laws  for  Ireland  as  for 
England,  he  hoped  that  those  landlords  at 
least  would  not  object  to  have  the  benefit 
of  the  same  system  of  taxation  as  in  Bog- 
land,  particularly  as  regarded  the  assessed 
taxes,  the  income  tax,  and  the  land  tax. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDBRBT 
thought  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
no  right  to  occupy  the  time  of  their  Lord- 
ships with  bad  jokes,  ridicule,  and  sar- 
casms, in  order  to  turn  away  tiieir  atteiu 
tion  ^om  his  general  deelaratioiis.  He 
(the  Marquess  of  Londonderry)  appealed 
to  the  judgment  of  their  Lordships  If  ihe 
noble  and  Teamed  Lord  had  aei  aftii^lhi'* 


Irish  laudbrdi  a  aort  of  geaeral  hitii)  and 
then  he  got  up,  and  with  his  special  ]^ead» 
ing,  his  volubility,  and  his  had  jcdus,  a** 
tempted  to  show  tiiat  he  had  not.  If  tha 
noUe  and  learned  Lord  went  on  in  this 
way,  the  end  of  it  would  be  that  nobodj 
would  mind  what  he  said.  If  he  nada 
such  attacks  upon  other  persons  as  he  h«i 
done  upon  the  Irish  landlordsy  the  noUe 
and  leuned  Lord  would  find  ihat  ikmt 
would  leave  him  in  the  contempt  wham 
such  attacks  deserved.  With  respect  to 
what  the  noUe  and  learned  Lord  had  said 
about  certain  taxes,  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Londonderry)  hegjeed  to  say,  from  what  he 
knew  of  the  loyatty  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, that  they  wodd  eheeifnlly  snbnib  to 
any  taxes  which  Parliament  deliberatalj 
imposed  upon  them. 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  said,  ihat  with  re- 
spect to  the  contempt  in  whidi  it  seemed 
he  had  fisUen  with  that  House  and  the 
country -^80  much  so,  that  no  person 
would  listen  or  attend  in  the  smallest  de^ 
gree  to  anything  he  said-^e  oonU  nol 
help  it;  it  was  the  common  lot  of  manUnd, 
senators  as  well  as  others.  He  oonU  not, 
of  course,  hope  ever  to  reeeive  or  meet 
with  the  same  reception  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess received  when  he  addressed  tiie 
House;  but  he  was  satisfied  with  the  re- 
ception he  got;  and,  if  he  were  satisfied, 
the  noble  Marquess  had  no  right  to  oooik 
plam.  If  what  he  said  was  so  very  ooiip 
temptiUe,  he  only  hoped  and  tnuled  tfail 
the  noUe  Marquess  would  take  the  usual 
means  d  showing  his  contempt,  wUdi 
was  by  letting  hfan  entirely  done,  end 
which  he  ihought  would  be  ihe  more  pro- 
doit,  as  it  certainly  would  to  him  he  the 
more  agreeable  reeeptkm  to  give  to  a&j- 
ihing  he  said.  The  noUe  lurquess  bed 
aeensed  him  of  special  pbadmg,  vdnbOilj, 
and  bad  jokeas  hot  what  he  had  said  ahont 
the  Irisn  landhvda  was  no  joke:  h$  Bed 
stated  fiMta,  thongh  he  denied  ihat  ke  feed 
attacked  them,  it  seemed,  howeter,  d^t 
^  noUe  Maraoesa  would  Jiot  aOowhba  to 
knew  idietiber  he  hadaeenod  ikam  ornoi; 
and  he  had  appealed  to  tiMr  LordsUpe  to 
demde  whether  v  not  hehad  doneso.  ifie 
(Lord  Bnnujliani)  had  e  grseit  rametAr 
iheir  Lord&ps'JQdfmeBt;  aadif  ttej»in 
their  wisdom,  SMndd  decide  that  he  mi 
not  attacked  the  Irish  laodkffds,  that  he 
had  only  meotioDed  a  hw  insteaeae,  end 
given  them  a  Btile  adme,  then  ihat  wonU 
acquit  him;  hot  if^  en  the  other  hand,  thof 
should  eonviet  him,  hj  saying  ihat  hie  had 
attednd  ihe  UihlaadlovlB,  &en  h•w^d 
if^  Aaft  he^  liil 
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"  cheerfully  submit,"  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess said  they  were  prepared  to  do  to  the 
income  tax;  which,  by  the  way,  was  more 
than  could  be  said  for  the  people  of  this 
country,  for  they  made  many  wry  faces  at 
it,  and  the  longer  it  continued  they  liked 
it  the  worse.  But  such,  it  appeared,  was 
the  blessing  of  the  legislative  Union,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  be  delighted  to 
have  it,  if  Parliament  should  only  think  it 
necessary. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  did  not  at  all 
deny,  or  pretend  to  deny,  that  there  had 
been  many  processes  for  rent;  but  the  let- 
ter read  last  night  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  as  to  1,500  or  2,000  processes  of 
ejectment,  was  a  most  extraordinary  exag- 
geration, for  which,  he  believed,  there  was 
no  foundation  whatever. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHEL  wish- 
ed that  a  return  should  be  also  obtained 
in  reference  to  the  alleged  eviction  of  400 
tenants  in  a  part  of  the  county  of  Cork 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  ab- 
stained from  naming. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Returns  ordered. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  March  9,  1847. 

MixuTU.]    Public  Bills.— 1°  Agricultural  SUtisUa. 
Reported.'— Iamu* 

PsTiTioivs  Prbseivtxu.  By  Mr.  W.  Milet,  fh>m  Shepton 
Mallett,«nd  Mr.  Broadley.  from  Filey  and  Muston  (Vork- 
ihire),  against  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Uill.— By  Mr. 
W.  Miles,  fhim  Wincanton,  for  Repeal  of  the  Stamp 
Duty  CD  Attorney*'  Certificatei. — By  Capuin  Gordon, 
from  Aberdeen,  and  from  Goole  and  Kingibridge  and 
Saloorobe.  for  the  Reduction  of  Lighthouse  Dues. — By 
Mr.  T.  Egerton,  from  Stalybridgc.  for  Inquiry  respecting 
Cotton  (India).— By  Mr.  Dickinson,  firom  North  lurry, 
for  a  Day  of  Humiliation  on  account  of  the  Famine  in 
Ireland.— By  Sir  J.  Y.  BuUer,  from  Torbay,  against  the 
Repeal  of  the  Narigation  l4iws.— By  Mr.  E.  Shirley. 
fh>m  tlie  High  Sheriff  and  Grand  Jurors  of  the  County 
of  Monaglian.  against  Union  Rating  (Ireland). — By  Mr. 
P.  Scrope.  from  Mayo,  and  Mr.  Bellew,  from  Guardians 
of  the  Poor  of  tlie  Ardee  Union,  for  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  l4iw  (Ireland.)— By  Mr.  Allix  and  other  lion.  Mem- 
bers, from  several  places,  foi  Repeal  or  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  Removal  Act.— By  Mr.  Fwart  and  other  Hon. 
Members,  from  a  great  many  places,  fur  Abo^ion  of  the 
I*unishment  of  Death.- By  Mr.  Duncan  an(R>ther  Hon. 
Members,  from  so-cral  Railway  Companies,  against  the 
Railways  RilL— By  Lord  O.  Bentinck,  from  several  places, 
in  Favour  of  the  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill.- By  Mr.  AMam, 
fWnn  Leeds,  against  laying  the  Burden  on  the  Revenue 
for  the  Relief  of  Ireland.— Hy  Mr.  Brotherton.  tnnn 
several  places,  for  rpfi-rring  National  Disputes  to  Arbitr.i. 
tion.— By  Mr.  S.  Crawfoni,  from  .Members  of  several 
Relief  Committees  (Ireland),  for  Inquiry  into  ceruin 
Charges  resiK'cting  C.-tptaiii  Wynne. 


PU.NISIIMKNT  OF  DK.VTII. 

Mr.  EWART  presented  petitions  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  runishment  of  Death  from 


a  numerous  meeting,  one  of  the 'lai]gMl 
ever  held,  at  Exeter  Hall;  from  Lireipooly 
signed  by  13,000  persons;  another  from 
Liverpool,  signed  by  the  stipendiary  ma- 
gistrate, and  several  of  the  other  magi». 
trates  of  the  town  and  county;  also  peti- 
tions from  Birkenhead,  Exeter,  Nonrich« 
Chichester,  Dorchester,  Bridgewater,  and 
many  other  places,  as  well  as  from  meet- 
ings, and  from  congregations  in  the  metro- 
polis and  elsewhere. 

Mr.  THORNELY  also  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  the  magistrates  and  a  large  nmn- 
her  of  the  respectable  inhabitants  of  Liver- 
pool to  the  same  effect. 

Mr.  EWART  then  rose  to  bring  for- 
ward the  Motion,  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  for  the  Total  Repeal  of  the  Pmiiali- 
ment  of  Death.  Seven  years  had  now 
elapsed  since  it  had  been  his  lot  to  bring 
this  subject  before  the  attention,  or  rather 
before  the  patience,  of  the  House.  At  that 
time  the  subject  excited  a  strong  interest; 
but  it  now  assumed  a  far  deeper  and  more 
earnest  character.  This  appeared  partly 
from  the  number  of  the  petitions  just  pre- 
sented, and  the  numerous  meetings  ndd 
throughout  the  country,  partly  from  the 
altered  character  of  the  petitioners.  Seven 
years  ago,  few  of  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England  had  given  in  their  adherence 
to  the  principle  of  total  abolition;  now,  a 
considerable  number  had  done  so.  Many 
were  willing  to  append  their  names  to 
petitions,  and  to  support  at  public  meet- 
ings the  Christian  principle  of  repeal.  The 
further  spread  of  these  opinions  was  to  be 
inferred  from  the  increasing  difficulty  whieb 
he  understood  to  prevail  of  obtaining  from 
juries  verdicts  which  involved  the  punish- 
ment of  death.  One  particular  instance 
had  been  cited  to  him  in  which  the  verdict 
was  directly  against  the  facts.  If  so, 
their  instrument  uf  justice  failed  them. 
It  might  ultimately  fall,  enfeebled  and  use- 
less, from  their  hands.  Proceeding  into 
the  subject,  he  should  avoid  two  views  of 
it — the  reli^ous  view,  although  he  enter- 
tained as  strung  a  conviction  of  the  essen- 
tially im-ChriHtian  spirit  of  capital  punish- 
ment a.i  any  man,  and  the  theoretical  view 
of  the  question.  He  would  endeavour  to 
argue  it  on  practical  grounds:  first,  at- 
tempting to  prove  that  death-punishment 
was  nu  loni|:er  neces.sary:  secondly,  that  it 
was  {Hisitivoly  injuriuus.  The  most  eminent 
writers,  philosophical  as  well  as  practical, 
fixed  capital  punishment  on  the  basis  of 
necessity.  Filangieri  argued  that  it  was 
originally  based  on  the  necessity  of  self- 
defence.    But  if  society  could  defend  itaelf 
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without  capital  punislimeiit,  this  plea  of 
necessity  vanished.  A  more  modern,  and  a 
royal  writer— distinguished  hy  the  mingled 
henevolenee  and  reason  which  add  the 
highest  lustre  to  a  Crown — ^the  King  of 
Sweden,  had  also  laid  it  down  that  capital 
punishment  could  he  justified  hy  necessity 
alone.  That  most  enlightened  monarch 
had  appointed  a  commission  to  inquire  into 
the  criminal  laws  of  Sweden.  In  his  own 
work,  he  stated  that — 

"  The  Commission  considers  that  capital  puniah- 
ment  cannot  be  defended  before  the  tribunal  of 
reason  and  justice  on  any  other  grounds  than  its 
being  found  necessary  for,  and  conducive  to,  the 
existence  and  objects  of  the  State.  But" — ^he  sig- 
nificantly adds — **  this  necessity  and  applicabili^ 
are  doubtful." 

Was  then  the  infliction  of  this  punishment 
necessary — he  (Mr.  Ewart)  would  use  a 
stronger  term,  indispensahle^ — in  our  own 
existing  state  of  society?  Had  it  not 
safely  been  dispensed  with  in  less  advanced 
and  more  dangerous  states  of  society? 
Had  the  familiar  reference  to  the  mild 
justice  and  sound  policy  of  the  code  of 
Leopold  of  Tuscany,  abolishing  capital 
punishment,  ever  been  disproved  ?  or  the 
successful  experiment  of  Sir  James  Mack- 
intosh in  Bombay,  as  stated  by  himself  ? 
or  the  less  known,  but  equally  favourable 
result  of  the  late  Lord  Metcalfe's  merciful 
criminal  code  in  Delhi,  recorded  in  the 
annals  of  the  East  India  Company  ?  He 
(Mr.  Ewart)  understood  also  on  good  au- 
thority— which  extended  to  the  year  1845 
— that  the  reign  of  the  present  Emperor 
of  Austria  was  distinguished  by  theabsenoe 
of  capital  punishment;  yet,  that  the  crime 
of  murder  in  Austria  had  diminished.  But 
the  advocates  of  the  maintenance  of  capital 
punishment  took  their  stand  on  the  last 
step  of  the  scaffold;  and,  granting  much 
in  favour  of  mitigation,  insisted  on  ihe  ab- 
solute necessity  of  this  punishment  in  ihe 
single  case  of  murder.  But,  had  they  not 
urged  also  this  same  plea  of  necessity 
through  each  succeeding  step  of  those  va- 
rious acts  of  mitigation  which  they  first 
opposed,  and  now,  it  seemed,  approved  of? 
When  it  was  attempted  to  abohsh  capital 
punishment  for  the  stealing  of  sheep,  of  eat* 
tie,  and  of  horses,  and  even  of  51.  in  a  dwell- 
ing-house, there  were  those  in  the  Hooae 
of  Commons  who  asserted  its  peculiar  ne- 
cessity in  such  especial  cases.  When  it 
was  hinted  that  even  forgery  need  not  be 
capitally  punished,  how  many  insisted  on 
the  necessity  of  protecting  the  moneyed 
interest  by  sanguinary  laws  ?  In  alinoit 
every  successive  stage  of  mitigttiofr  A# 


plea  of  the  necessity  for  maintaii^ng  tlie 
punishment  of  death  was  ui^ged  against 
it.  And  yet  such  necessity  was  no  hng&t 
felt  suice  the  mitigation  was  acfaieTid, 
Might  not  the  plea  then  be  equally  fiitile 
that  capital  pimishment  was  necessary  fiir 
the  crime  of  niurder  ?  Its  remission  ex- 
tended to  cases  on  ihe  confines  of  thai 
crime,  so  nearly,  indeed,  that  ihe  Hnt 
of  demarcation  was  scarcely  to  be  dii- 
tinffuished.  Was  it  not,  iherefore,  poa- 
sibk  or  pro1>able  that  it  might  as  salis- 
ly  extend  even  to  that  crime?  On 
what  reasonable  grounds  had  thmr  op- 
ponents shown  ihat  it  should  not  t  Tna 
only  plausible  distinction  which  tiiey  drew 
was»  that,  in  the  case  of  murder,  ihera 
was  a  sort  ciproporium  between  ihe  orima 
and  the  punishment  of  death.  For  Ua 
part,  he  could  not  see  why  the  princ^le 
of  proportion  was  not  similarly,  if  nol 
equally,  applicable  to  other  cases  in  which 
the  punishment  of  death  had  been  abaa^ 
doned.  He  could  not  understand  that  H 
was  anything  else  than  ihe  primitive  law  ef 
barbarous  retaliation — the  short,  simple^ 
and  easy  doctrine  of  the  2e«  faUontt,  so 
long,  but  now  no  loiter,  the  royal  road  to 
punishment.  Lord  Bacon  had  justiy  de- 
scribed revenge  as  a  *'  kind  of  wild  jn»> 
tice."  But  l£is  species  of  retaUatory  jna- 
tice  was  only  a  sort  of  deliberate  and  civil* 
ised  revenge.  He  denied,  therefore,  that  Oft 
the  ground  of  '*  proportion, "  the  retentian 
of  ca^talpnnismnent  was  proved  ia  be  any 
bnger  necessary.  But  its  naeesiiWinii^ 
possibly  be  proved  from  statiatiea.  Baaiott 
not  being  strongly  in  its  favour,  reftiga 
mightbefonndinngiirea.  Let  them,  tiien- 
fore,  meet  ihe  question  on  Ae  dabaieaUa 
gronnd  of  statistics.  Now,  it  iras  gen^ 
raDy  admitted  that  statistiea  wSiAt  to 
found  or  fishricated  on  either  side  ofaa  aN 
gument :  ihey  wine,  or  th^  migfat  'tot 
two-sided  instnnnenta  of  rariiainanlaty 
warfisre — like  the  aradea  of  oM,  Itolf 
mi^t.  utter,  not  the  inapiratiob  of  Ilia 
Deity,  hnt  die  promptinga  of  Ae 
It  was  ako  admitted  that  aUtiatieal 


often  depended  on  Ae  particular  yean 


sia  of  a  calenlati<m.  Other  eanaaa,  not  per^ 
manant,  hot  teinpotaiyy  might  away  Aa 
balanee,  and  diatorb  the  hir  prina'  ' 
ealoulati<Hi.  But,  to  tiuwi^  the 
pinoipla  to  proceed  on  waa,  to  take  a  aiP^ 
tain  nnmher  of  yean  daring  wUeli  tta  0^ 
ptalConidiinaBtwaa  infictad,  andaaii^ 
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dispensod  with,  and  compare  the  results. 
He  would  first  refer  to  a  large  class  of 
crimes  in  general  for  which  capital  punish- 
ment had  ceased;  and  next,  to  the  crime  of 
murder,  for  which  alone,  practically  speak- 
ing, it  was  still  retained.  The  first  return, 
then,  which  ho  would  cite,  related  to  the 
first  general  class  of  crimes.  Its  date  was 
May  22,  1846.  It  referred  to  seventeen 
species  of  crime  punishable  with  death  in 
1830 — the  period  whence  the  modern  mi- 
tigation of  our  code  might  be  deemed  to 
date — it  extended  backwards  to  five  years 
of  capital  pmiishment,  forwards  to  five 
years  of  non-capital  punishment,  for  those 
seventeen  kinds  of  crime.  The  result  was, 
that,  during  the  five  years  of  capital  pun- 
ishment, the  total  amount  of  crimes  in 
those  seventeen  cases  was  7,276;  during 
the  five  years  of  non-capital  punishment 
they  fell  to  7,120.  This,  too,  notwith- 
standing the  increase  of  the  population, 
lie  thought  this  a  fair  comparison.  In 
subsequent  years,  possibly,  other  causes 
might  incline  the  balance  one  way  or  an- 
other. In  one  year  it  was  better,  in  an- 
other worse.  In  the  years  1842  and 
1843,  from  distress,  vast  was  the  increase 
of  crime.  Last  year,  again,  it  had  de- 
creased, if  he  remembered  right,  eight  per 
cent  in  general ;  and,  in  one  particular 
case,  in  which  it  had  before  increased,  and 
whence  arguments  against  further  mitiga- 
tion had  been  drawn — the  case  of  rape — 
it  had  decreased  twenty-six  per  cent.  So 
much  for  crimes  generally.  Now,  for  the 
crime  of  Murder.  A  return,  moved  for  in 
1841,  giving  executions  and  their  results 
in  successive  periods  of  ^wq  years,  showed 
that  for  the  five  years  ending  in  1825, 
1830,  1835,  and  1840.  iw  the  number  of 
executions  for  murder  diminished,  the  num- 
ber of  murders  decreased.  The  number  of 
executions  fell  from  76,  in  the  five  years 
ending  in  182.5,  to  40,  in  the  Hxq  years 
ending  in  1840;  while  the  number  of  com- 
mittals for  murder  fell  from  383,  in  the  : 
former  five  years,  to  291,  in  the  latter  five  ! 
years.  In  the  same  periods  it  would  ap- ' 
pear  that  the  certainty  of  punishment  in-  ' 
creased;  fur  the  centesimal  proportion  of 
convictions  to  committals  rone  from  22-1)8  \ 
to  2i)'90.  Another  return,  elueidatin«r  this  ' 
subject-  -movod  for,  like  almost  all  these 
returns,  at  the  »u;;^estion  of  a  very  highly 
valued  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Wrightson),  a 
gentleman  who  had  written  ably  on  the  ' 
subject — was  dated  August  22,  1.S43.  It  = 
comprehended  perio<ls  of  six  years,  friun  ' 
the  year  1812  to  1H43.  As  the  capital 
punishmenta  for  murder  deereased  ia  tho ' 


descending  scale,  the  orime  of  murder  ^- 
peared  to  decrease  also.  In  the  first  pa* 
riod  of  six  yeftrs,  when  the  nnmbor  of 
capital  punishments  was  122,  tka  nsmber 
of  murders  was  444.  In  the  last  of  ika 
periods  of  six  years,  when  the  capital  pun- 
ishments  were  only  50,  the  number  of  mur- 
ders had  fallen  to  351.  Another  taUe  m 
the  same  return  showed  another  importaai 
result.  It  reviewed,  first,  those  yean  in 
which  all  who  were  convicted  of  mnrdflr 
were  executed,  and  an  equal  number  of 
years  in  which  the  smallest  mmber  of 
those  who  were  convicted  were  executed; 
thus  comparing  the  effect  of  the  aioat 
unsparing  execution  with  that  of  the 
greatest  amount  of  forbearance.  What  waa 
the  result  ?  In  each  year  following  tlioae 
years  in  which  executions  invariaUy  took 
place,  tlie  number  of  murders  increased. 
Combining  them  together,  the  increase  waa 
from  239  to  270.  On  the  other  hand,  ia 
the  years  following  those  years  in  wUdi 
there  had  been  the  fewest  executaons,  tli« 
number  of  murders  had  fallen  from  268  W 
222.  lie  might  adduce  further  statialiea 
illustrative  of  this  argument,  especiallj 
those  drawn  from  the  results  of  commuta- 
tions in  different  countries.  But  be  fore- 
bore  to  overload  the  subject  and  fatigue  the 
Ilouse.  lie  likewise  might  refer  to  the 
results  of  mitigation  in  France,  Prus8ia» 
and  Belgium.  But  he  would  limit  himself 
to  those  experienced  in  the  last-named 
comitry  ;  because  Belgium  was  the  oolj 
country  in  which  capital  punishment  had 
been  recently  abolished.  It  was  abolished 
there,  or  suspended,  in  the  year  1830. 
But,  in  the  year  1835,  it  appeared  that 
certain  individuals  advised  its  reintrodue* 
ti(m  for  the  sake  of  setting  an  *'  example." 
Capital  punishments  were  therefore  revived: 
and  what  was  the  result  i  Condemnationa, 
which  from  tho  year  1830  to  1834  had 
only  amounted  to  sixty-four,  rose  in  the  ia* 
terval  between  1  d3t'>  and  1 839,  to  eighty ;  or 
about  twenty-five  per  cent.  Here  he  would 
close  his  argument  from  figures.  Anpi- 
ments  from  facts  and  circumstances  led  to 
the  same  conclusion.  Our  prison  discipline 
was  immensely  improved ;  our  police  every- 
where better  regulated;  education  waa 
yearly  advancing.  The  additional  safe- 
guards which  these  improvements  gave. 
while  they  rendered  crime  more  unlikely 
or  more  controllable,  rendered  less  neeea- 
sary  the  usuqMition  of  the  disposal  of  ha- 
man  life  by  man.  Finally,  on  this  part  of 
his  argument,  he  would  say,  that,  howefer 
he  might  havo  argued,  ill  ur  well,  agaiait 
the  necessity  of  capital 
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real  anus  prohandi  did  not  lie  an  him  to 
prove,  or  try  to  prove,  the  negative — that 
capital  punishment  was  not  necesaary--*- 
but  upon  those  who  opposed  him  to  prove 
the  affirmative  issue  of  its  necessity.  JSere 
he  left  this  part  of  his  argument,  and  pro- 
ceeded with  the  next,  to  show  that  the 
punishment  of  death  was  not  only  not  ne- 
cessary, but  that  it  was  positively  injurions 
in  its  results.  Injurious  to  whom?  Ta 
the  criminal  who  suffered,  to  the  jury  who 
tried  him,  and  to  the  public  for  whote  sake 
the  suffering  was  supposed  to  be  permitted. 
First,  with  respect  to  the  criminal.  It  had 
been  admitted  ever  since  the  days  of  Beo- 
caria,  that  the  main  element  of  a  well- 
chosen  punishment  was  its  certainty  of  in- 
fliction. But,  he  would  ask, ''  Can  you  un- 
varyingly, or  with  any  due  degree  of  cer- 
tainty, inflict  the  punishment  of  death 
even  for  the  crime  of  murder?  If  you 
cannot  do  so,  the  general  effect  on  the  cri- 
minars  mind  must  be  an  uncertain  one." 
In  such  a  case  the  disposition  of  man  in- 
clines towards  the  chances  in  hii  own 
favour :  a  species  of  moral  gambling  is  en- 
gendered, and  he  boldly  stakes  the  uncer- 
tainty of  his  own  life  against  the  general 
uncertainty  of  the  law.  But,  besides  the 
final  uncertainty  of  the  punishment^  there 
were  many  intermediate  causes  of  imoer- 
tainty.  There  was  an  uncertainty  whieh 
had  not  been  sufficiently  dwelt  on— that  of 
the  English  legal  definition  of  mnrder  I 
"  Malice  prepense"  must  be  an  essential 
ingredient  in  the  crime.  Now  it  appeared 
to  him  that  *'  malice  prepense"  might  bear 
a  different  definition  in  the  minds  of  dif- 
ferent judges  ;  for  the  proof  of  it  depended 
on  the  circumstances  of  the  case ;  and  that 
which  might  appear  to  amount  to  a  delibe- 
rate purpose  in  one  man's  mind,  might  not 
appear  so  in  the  mind  of  anchor.  He 
thought  the  uncertainty  of  this  deflaitioii 
was  traceable  in  the  constructions  whieh  it 
had  undcrgoue  by  different  tribunals.  He 
forbore  to  dwell  on  the  various  stages,  be- 
fore, during,  and  after,  the  trial,  all  so 
many  different  degrees,  or  professions,  of 
uncertainty.  Before  the  final  eonsmnmatiMi 
of  the  sentence,  both  local  intereiU  and  pub- 
lic feeling  interposed  to  stay  the  vphfted 
arm  of  justice.  What  was  worse,  a  morhid 
sympathy  was  engendered — engendered  lie 
(Mr.  Ewart)  maintained  by  eapiUd  piBiisI^ 
ment  alone — which  threw  a  false  spiaodoiir 
around  the  criminal,  and  raised  him  avto  ft 
sort  of  felonious  hero.  This  false  q^MI- 
dour  was  flung  over  one,  who  wmdd  «lh«v 
wise  be  unnoticed,  by  the  magnitrndo  if  Ui 
punishment,  and  wh«l  »i|^1bt  mM  Hm 
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dignity  of  deaih.  That  it  was  the  punish- 
ment, not  the  crime,  whieh  produced  thii 
false  sympathy*  he  (Mr.  Ewart)  was 
vinoed,  tn  this  reason :  formerly  the  i 
sympathy  existed  for  eriminals  who  wec» 
capitally  sentenced  for  f<urffery,  for  sob- 
bery,  or  for  shecrpstealing.  But,  now  tb^ 
the  capital  punishment  was  aboUsbed  m 
those  cases,  the  false  sentiment  in  tbw 
fsTour  existed  no  longer.  Surely  the  stm^ 
result  must  follow  if  the  capital  peoal^  wtre 
repealed  in  the  ease  of  murder.  The  hat 
bad  effect  on  the  eriimnal,  too  obvious  wti 
too  often  urged  for  him  to  dwell  upon, 
was,  thai  serious,  hut  unanswerable  ohjep- 
tion  in  the  eyes  of  reason  end  religion,  tha 
withdrawal,  or  raiher  extinotion,  of  the 
criminal  without  the  chance  of  refoniu 
By  capital  punishment  he  was  dismisiod  n 
«  UiihmiNll*4,  disapmiinttd,  vBMaml% 
No  reckoning  made,  bat  sent  to  bis  a^ooml  . 
With  all  his  imperfeetions  on  hit  hflad!'' 

Thus  justice  precipitately  closed  the  caraor 
of  crime  I  He  (Mr.  Ewart)  turned  neixt 
from  the  prisoner  to  the  a^iudicating  hodj 
— the  jury.  He  maintained  that  tha  etmr 
tinuanoe  of  capital  punishment  was  po^- 
tively  injurious  also  m  its  influence  on  tli^ 
jury,  it  dasxled,  or  dimmed,  the  vision  cif 
justice,  which  should  he  strong  and  dear. 
The  magnitude  of  the  pnnisliment  thr«r 
the  crime  into  the  shade.  The  jurjr  wore 
taught  to  shrink  from  a  FesponsibUitjiv 
wh^  ih^  ought  umjfij  to  disohaq(<i  ib 
duty ;  and  thmr  decisions  were  oTmti%- 
dowed  by  the  magnitnde  of  ihependtr  iuh 
posed  hj  the  lav.  This  feeling  hna  eid- 
denily  incraMed  in  modem  times.  In]uis 
opinion  it  wonU  continue  to  increase.  Am 
men  advancc'd  III  cLvinzati(>iL  they  iiiu^t  nioiTo 
acutely  feol  ihQij;<  o^ii  reapoueibilltieit  ; 
above  allf  tlicy  must  feel  that  awtiil  re&pon- 
sibilityi  thid  infliction  of  ti  punii^hmeut,  fliial 
and  fatal,  by  a  foIHLle  tribunal.  In  modem 
timtSi  too,  mea  wero  pi\>ne  to  draw  refined 
diatinctioua  on  the  ground  of  insanity  m 
eiiminal  casei .  Perhaps  it  might  be  even 
aaid^  tliat  the  more  horrible  and  strongt^r 
tbe  murder,  the  more  inclined  might  »ome 
nicn  bo  to  asonbe  it  to  tho  nraudennj^s  of 
reason.  Here  theix  vras  e^nother  0[>en)nj^ 
the  escape  of  Uie  re^poniiibiltty  of  a 
The  continuance,  therefore,  of  capi- 
tal puniatuueiit  enfeiabled  the  Administrft- 
ticn  of  justice,  an^]  fihook  on r  jury  system 
to  itfl  foundation  \  it  wtiz  injunona  {a  the 
tribunal  w^hich  administered,  as  well  as  to 
the  eriminal  who  suffered  IVtjin,  the  law, 
Biitwa»  it  nott  abo.  fa  toll  v  mjunous  to  the 
yihiic  ? — tliO  pnblie  ^hotn  they  ongbt,  firti 
4(  HU,.  U>  rej^urd— tiuf  public,  for  whose 
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sake  it  was  said  that  capital  punishments 
were  maintained  as  an  example.  As  an 
example  to  whom  ?  What  thoughtful 
father  would  admonish  his  children  hy 
means  of  such  an  exhibition  ?  What  pious 
tutor  would  initiate  his  pupils  in  such  a 
lesson  ?  Was  it  then  for  the  more  labor- 
ious classes  that  they  maintained  this  public 
ceremony;  those  classes  whom  they  ought 
to  elevate  and  refine,  not  demoralize  and  de- 
base ?  To  which  portion  of  those  who  be- 
held it  could  it  do  good  ?  To  the  virtuous  ? 
They  shunned  it  entirely,  or  retired  from 
it  with  abhorrence  ;  or,  if  they  endured  to 
witness  it,  they  became  one  step  the  fur- 
ther removed  from  virtue.  To  the  vicious  ? 
It  had  been  proved  by  repeated  evidence 
that  criminals  were  not  only  the  unreformed 
witnesses  of  executions  ;  but  that  they 
were,  in  some  cases,  incited  to  crime  by 
witnessing  them.  Was  it  then  the  uncer- 
tain mass  who  fluctuate  between  good  and 
evil,  the  indifferent,  on  whom  they  were  to 
produce  an  effect  ?  If  for  such  as  these 
executions  were  to  be  maintained  as  an  in- 
centive to  virtue,  why  not  make  a  great 
moral  lesson  of  them?  Why  not  invest 
them  with  the  serious  dignity  of  a  so- 
lemn ceremony?  Instead  of  that,  they 
were  hurried  through,  often  suddenly,  in 
the  doubtful  twilight  of  the  morning — as  if 
the  State  were  ashamed  of  this  great  moral 
lesson ;  and,  still  more,  as  if  it  were 
ashamed  of  the  minister  of  public  instruc- 
tion by  whom  this  moral  Icifson  was  practi- 
cally imparted.  Hut,  it  might  be  said, 
•*  Execute  in  private  ;'*  and  some  persons 
were  in  favour  of  such  a  proposition.  If 
80,  what  became  of  the  argument  of  exam- 
ple ?  It  must,  in  that  case,  be  abandonud 
as  untenable.  But  there  was  another  point 
of  view,  which  more  especially  disclosed 
the  inefficiency  of  capital  punishments  in 
free  countries  like  our  own.  In  such  coun- 
tries efficient  punishment  might  be  said  to 
consist  of  two  combined  forces :  the  one 
derived  from  the  sentence  of  the  low  ;  the 
other  fn)m  the  weight  which  public  opinion 
superadded  to  that  sentence.  In  such 
cases,  the  effect  of  law  was  enforced  by  the 
coincident  pressure  of  public  approbation. 
But  if  the  law  were  at  variance  with  pub- 
lic opinion,  public  opinion  exorcised,  not  a 
coincident,  but  a  perpetually  oounteractinir, 
effect  to  the  prossurr  of  the  law.  J>iit 
what  if  that  counteracting  effect  went  on 
constantly  increasing  i  From  the  petitions 
on  their  Table,  from  the  well-known  senti- 
ments of  the  people,  it  appeared  that  it 
did  so.  In  the  ease  of  capital  punish- . 
mcnts,  therefore,  they  had  uot  only  an  cs- ' 


tablished  resistance  to  the  pressure  of  the 
law,  but  a  resistance  which  was  constantly 
increasing.  Every  year,  therefore,  mnst  ndd 
to  the  difficulty,  if  the  present  system  were 
continued.  But,  if  it  were  discontinaed, 
he  might  be  justly  asked,  what  punisbment 
would  he  substitute  for  the  punishment  of 
death?  To  that  question  he  would  answer, 
that,  with  all  the  appliances  and  means, 
and  all  the  skilful  refinements  of  our  pre- 
sent system  of  imprisonment,  be  would 
substitute  imprisonment  for  life.  This  had 
been  done  in  other  countries  possessing 
less  advantages.  Why  should  it  not  bo 
tried  in  this  ?  Such  a  punishment  was 
not,  like  the  punishment  of  death,  barbar- 
ous, yet  evanescent;  it  was  ever-present 
and  effective.  It  was  no  transient  and 
futile  horror,  like  the  spectacle  of  a  sudden 
and  sanguinary  death,  but,  while  life  lasted, 
an  ever-living  lesson.  Nor  would  it  bo 
wanting  in  severity ;  since  what  more  for- 
midable sentinels  for  the  portals  of  a  pri- 
son, than  the  dread  phantoms  of  solitude 
and  sin?  Thus,  in  the  course  of  time, 
the  prisoner  might  be  brought  under  the 
control  of  religious  influences ;  reformation 
would  take  the  place  of  execution: — 
*'  Donoc  longa  dies  pcrfecto  temporis  orbe 
Coiicretani  excniit  labem  purumque  reliquii 
.^thercum  sensum :" — 

and  he  might  be  softened  and  moulded  in- 
to a  new  creature.  But  what  was  the  oper- 
ation of  the  ])resent  system  ?  Time  was, 
in  many  cases,  deniinl  for  the  operation  of 
repentance.  If  the  distinguishing  doctrine 
of  Islamism  was  resignation,  surely  one  at 
least  of  the  vital  characteristics  of  Chris- 
tianity was  repentance.  Yet  by  the  in- 
fliction of  capital  punishment  they  closed 
the  gates  of  repentance  on  mankind.  Nay, 
some  of  the  strongest  opponents  of  aboli- 
tion admitted  this  objection;  for  they  pro- 
posed that  the  execution  of  a  capital  sen- 
tence should  be  suspended  for  a  year,  in 
order  to  give  time  for  repentance.  But  if 
for  ono  year,  why  uot  for  two — for  three 
— f<ir  four — five,  or  ten  {  Who  shall  pre- 
scribe within  what  time  a  sinner  shall  re- 
pent ?  The  principle  of  oppositiim  on  this 
ground  was,  then,  virtually  ahandoneil: 
and  what  more  momentous  ground  could 
be  submitted  to  their  contemplation  {  This 
only  passini;  glance  at  one  religious  aspect 
of  the  <|uestion,  which  forced  itself  on  his 
attention,  would  ho  iMr.  Kwart)  allow 
himself.  But,  ere  he  elosi>d.  he  must  turn 
to  another  view  of  the  question.  It  was 
not  by  sanguinary  ])unisliments,  or  punish- 
ments of  any  description,  that  they  conld 
overcome  the  tendency  to  crime.    The  le- 
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medy  was  a  more  searching  one.  To  ex- 
tirpate the  evil,  they  must  strike  deeper ; 
they  must  give  the  people,  not  a  horror  of 
the  punishment,  hut  a  horror  of  the  crime. 
They  must  educate  the  people.  But  there 
were  two  modes  of  educating  them;  one 
acting  hy  internal  means,  the  other  by 
the  external  influence  of  outward  objects. 
Among  the  external  influences,  one  was, 
the  withholding  from  the  view  of  the 
public,  sights  which  could  only  tend  to 
harden  and  degrade  it.  All  experience 
showed  that  such  scenes  debased  and  bar- 
barized the  people.  The  King  of  Sweden, 
to  whose  work  he  had  already  referred, 
showed  this  result,  he  thought  conclusively. 
He  gave  a  catalogue  of  countries  in  which 
capital  punishments  were  most  common, 
yet  in  which  savage  and  sanguinary  crimes 
appeared  most  prevalent.  Thus  Spain, 
which  exhibited  the  most  numerous  execu- 
tions (1  in  122,000  inhabitants)  was  the 
most  fertile  in  atrocity  of  crime.  But  Nor- 
way, in  which  country  no  execution  had  oc- 
curred from  the  year  1835  to  the  year  1837, 
showed  only  one  execution  to  every  720,000 
of  its  inhabitants.  Yet  the  conterminous 
country  of  Sweden,  in  which  crimes  were 
far  more  common,  exhibited  one  execution 
for  every  172,000  inhabitants.  The  same 
inferences  might  be  drawn  by  comparing 
Ireland,  and  even  England  and  France, 
with  Pennsylvania,  Prussia,  or  Bavaria — 
States  in  which  executions  were  most 
rare.  History  told  the  same  tale.  In 
the  best  times  capital  punishments  were 
the  most  uncommon,  or  the  most  at  va- 
riance with  the  feelings  of  the  people. 
Thus,  in  the  high  and  palmy  days  of 
Rome,  they  found  capital  punishments 
generally  abolished.  Even  on  occasion  of 
the  treason  of  Catiline,  an  argument  was 
raised  against  the  infliction  of  the  pun- 
ishment of  death.  It  was  argued,  says 
Cicero — 

**  Mortem  a  diis  immortalibus  non  ease  nippUoii 

causi  constitutam Itaque  earn  sapientes 

nunquam  inyiti,  fortes  etiam  sepe  libenter  oppe- 
tiverunt." 

In  the  earlier  and  purer  era  of  primitive 
Christianity,  the  same  reluctance  had  been 
manifested.  High  reason,  and  deep  reUgion 
combined  and  coincided  on  this  good  prin- 
ciple. The  time  was  come  when,  in  this 
country,  the  experiment  might  be  fairly 
tried.  Commercial  freedom  was  opening 
trade  and  labour  to  the  people.  Eduea- 
tion  was  following  in  the  track  of  eom- 
mercial  freedom.  The  people  even  mom 
were  scarcely  patient  of  these  pompa  of 
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death  and  spectacleB  of  blood,  the  sttri- 
butes  of  an  age  more  barbarous  than  mnr 
own.  He  asbd  the  Legidatnre  to  listen 
to  their  aspurations;  to  achieve  a  great 
social,  moral,  and  rel^;iou8  victory;  and  to 
offer  up  this  last  sacriflce,  expiatory  of  tho 
sanguinary  l^islation  of  the  past,  on  the 
united  ^altars  of  civilization  and  Christi* 
anity. 

Dr.  BOWEINO  seconded  the  |ffopo»- 
tion.  Eveiy  discussion  that  took  |ilace  in 
that  House  and  out  of  doors  on  ihis  ques- 
tion brought  the  period  nearer  to  them,  at 
which  ihe  total  abolitioa  of  the  punisbotieiit 
of  death  would  become  inevitable.  It 
could  not  be  domed  that  eveiy  experiment 
that  had  been  made  had  be^  8QCce8sfiiI» 
and  that  with  the  diminntion  of  poniah- 
ments  there  had  been  a  correffponaing  di- 
minution in  crime.  If  anythmg  chmo- 
teri2.ed  an  advancing  and  progressive  age» 
it  was  respect  for  life.  Disr^^ard  of  that 
highest  and  greatest  of  treasures,  was  al- 
ways associated  with  backwardness  and 
barbarism.  Reverence  for  life,  and  a  dis- 
position to  recognise  its  sacredness,  and  aa 
unwillinffness  to  throw  it  away,  was  what 
distii^rauhed  the  best  nnderstandinff  of  the 
principles  of  Christianity,  and  the  Irst  adi* 
vance  of  civilisation  and  philos<^y.  In  m 
state  of  society  in  which  life  was  wantonlj 
wasted,  be  assured  they  would  find  aO  tbe 
elements  of  crime;  hut  the  indiqioaition  to 
crime,  as  far  as  their  experienee  wenty 
should  always  be  associated  with  that  hosi« 
tation  with  which  legislators  consent  to  de* 
stroy  life,  and  in  which  public  opfaiion 
comes  to  confinn  the  decision  of  legisla- 
tors. It  appeared  to  him,  that  tf  they  do* 
sured  to  inspire  in  the  minds  of  eveij  one 
a  respect  and  a  reverence  for  that  posses- 
sion which  they  called  life,  thej  oaglit 
themselves  on  no  occasion  to  throw  it 
away.  On  what  principle,  be  asked,  did 
societytake  altogether  fron  the  eriminal. 
the  hope  of  reformaticn.  His  hoii.  Friend 
had  quoted  statistics  of  several  ooonlriea 
which  folly  bore  out  his  statement;  bat  ha 
had  not  rrfened  to  those  of  Pnsda,  wUeh 


were  pecnfiariy  ShslniiiTe  of  the  sobjeot. 
Agun,  let  them  look  to  the  nvaaSbmt  of 


homicides  and  other  aggravated 
committed  m  the  Bonaa  States  as  eonh 
pared  with  Tnseany.  These  were  a^ooi* 
mg  States,  and  the  people  mneh  leseinUed 
eaeh  other;  and  be  mipiited  the  small  com* 
parative  nmnber  of  bomiMdes  and  odisr 
crimes  in  Tnseanj  to  the  bnmanity  of  tbo 
legislation,  wUen  waa  in  Us  nund  tbo 
phihisophy  eC  Wgislstion.  He  did  jwl 
2N 
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think  that  the  House  could  be  better  em- 
ployed than  in  diminishing  the  number 
of  crimes  for  which  the  perpetrators  were 
now  executed;  and  as  experience  had 
hitherto  been  successful  in  all  proceedings 
in  that  direction,  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  assent  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  regretted  that  he 
could  not  assent  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries.  On  the 
present  occasion  his  hon.  Friend  had 
avoided  an  objection  which  was  made  to 
another  Motion  he  brought  forward  in 
1841  on  this  subject,  the  last  time,  he  be- 
lieved, that  it  had  been  brought  before  the 
House.  That  Motion  stated  distinctly  that 
capital  punishment  should  cease;  and  the 
effect  of  the  adoption  of  such  a  resolution 
would  have  been  the  involving  those  charged 
with  the  execution  of  the  law  in  great  em- 
barrassment. His  hon.  Friend  now  moved 
for  the  abolition  of  the  punishment  of  death 
in  another  manner;  but,  looking  at  the 
arguments  adduced  in  support  of  the  Mo- 
tion, and  also  to  the  effect  which  he  be- 
lieved that  the  adoption  of  a  Motion  for 
the  total  abolition  of  the  punishment  of 
death  would  have,  he  felt  it  to  bo  his  duty 
to  resist  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  very  properly  discarded 
the  urging  any  theological  ground  for  his 
Motion,  but  rested  it  on  the  state  of  so- 
ciety, and  on  the  diminution  of  crime  which 
it  would  lead  to.  The  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  call  upon  them  to  diminish  the  number 
of  offences  for  which  the  punishment  of 
death  now  appeared  in  the  Statute-book, 
because  there  were  peculiar  groiuids  for 
such  diminution;  but  invite<l  tlioni  to  agree 
that  in  all  cases,  and  even  cases  of  the 
most  aggravated  murder,  and  cases  of 
high  treason,  which  might  involve  the 
greatest  danger  to  the  nation,  and  be  at- 
tended with  the  most  serious  loss  of  life, 
they  should  dis])cnse  with  the  punishment 
of  death.  He  could  not  agree  in  surli  a 
large  and  sweeping  proposition.  His  lion. 
Friend  said,  that  he  founded  his  case  on 
statistical  returns;  and  his  hon.  Friend  who 
seconded  the  Motion  also  quoted  further 
statistical  returns,  and  said  that  they 
showed  that  in  proportion  as  they  had  ns 
pealed  the  punishment  of  death  for  crimes, 
so  in  the  same  or  a  greater  pro]>ortion  had 
crime  diminished.  He  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  statistics  were  the  ele- 
ments of  rarliamentarv  warfare;  but  if 
they  took  other  quinquennial  periods,  in- 
stead of  those  quoted  by  hib  hou.  Friend,  it 


would  be  found  that  they  would  ghre  di- 
rectly opposite  results.  If  they  took  onlj 
one  period,  particular  circmnstanoes  mignt 
have  existed  to  lead  to  a  diminutioD  of 
crime;  but  if  they  took  an  equal  period  at 
another  time,  an  increase  would  appesr. 
In  stating  this,  however,  he  admitted  tibat 
the  effects  to  the  contrary  were  not  of  a 
very  serious  nature;  and  he  believed  thai 
no  one  in  that  House  would  say  that  he 
wished  the  Legislature  to  retrace  its  stepe, 
and  go  back  to  the  punishment  of  death  in 
cases  where  it  had  been  abolished.  The 
principle  was  an  important  one  as  related 
to  the  interests  of  society,  and  as  regarded 
the  prevention  of  crime.  His  hon.  Friend 
said,  that  the  infliction  of  the  punishment 
of  death  in  cases  of  murder  did  not  answer 
the  object  in  view;  and  he  founded  tlut 
opinion  not  on  statistics  as  to  the  crime  of 
murder,  but  on  statistics  having  referenee 
to  other  crimes  for  which  the  punishment 
of  death  had  been  removed.  With  respeet 
to  the  results  obtained  respecting  the  latter 
class  of  crimes,  it  must  be  admitted  that 
public  opinion  did  not  go  with  the  inflietkm 
of  the  severer  punishment.  They  were  a 
class  of  crimes,  the  commission  of  which 
did  not  so  deeply  involve  the  interests  of  so- 
ciety. It  was  therefore  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  inflict  the  capital  punishment 
against  the  operation  of  public  opinion.  Aa 
long  as  the  severer  punishment  existed,  it 
held  out  an  inducement  to  the  commissioa 
of  the  crime,  as  criminals  believed  that 
they  might  to  a  certain  degree  commit 
them  with  impunity,  from  the  unwilling* 
ness  of  parties  to  prosecute  and  of  juries  to 
convict.  Persons,  in  many  of  these  casea* 
would  not  come  forward  to  prosecute,  as 
these  crimes  involved  only  a  pecuniary 
loss;  and  they  therefore  would  not  prose- 
cute when  the  result  probably  might  lead 
to  the  shedding  of  hlood.  Juries  also  were 
uuwillinj!^  to  convict  in  such  cases,  even  on 
the  strongest  evidence.  The  hope  of  im- 
punity was  thus  e.Tcited,  and  a  pmninm 
was  thus  held  out  for  the  commission  of 
this  elass  of  crimes.  It  was  certainly  true 
that  no  threat  of  capital  punishment  would 
deter  from  the  commission  of  crime,  when 
it  was  known  that  the  punishment  would 
not  be  inflicted.  In  fact,  no  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment could  answer  the  object  in  view  if  it 
impelled  punishments  and  penalties  which 
ran  counter  to  the  current  of  public  opinion, 
and  sueh  a  law  nnist  s(M»n  be  n*pealcd  by  the 
succe.'i^ful  influence  of  public  opinion.  What 
was,  however,  now  the  htate  of  the  law 
with  rcsiHHft  to  capital  punishments  t  Sinet 


1093 


PtmishmmU 


{KAB0B9} 


of  IhaA. 


1094 


1841,  when  tlie  last  amendment  of  the  law 
in  this  respect  was  made,  certain  cases 
were  reserved  in  which  capital  punishment 
should  he  inflicted ;  hut  not  a  single  exe- 
cution had  taken  place  since  that  time,  hut 
in  cases  of  murder.  He  would  now  show 
the  House  that,  instead  of  there  having 
heen  an  increase  of  the  crime  of  murder  in 
this  country,  there  had,  on  the  contrary, 
heen  a  gradual  decrease  in  the  commit- 
ments for  murder.  On  the  average,  during 
the  periods  of  1813-15,  there  had  heen 
hut  one  commitment  to  every  133,000  souls; 
during  the  years  1823-25  hut  one  commit- 
ment to  every  157,000;  during  the  years 
1833-35  hut  one  commitment  to  every 
193,000;  and  during  the  years  1844-46 
there  had  heen  but  one  commitment  tcr 
every  240,000  souls,  showing  a  great  and 
progressive  decrease  in  the  commitments 
for  murder ;  while  in  the  same  period  the 
commitments  for  crime  generally,  to  which 
the  punishment  of  death  is  not  attached, 
increased  276  per  cent.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  aholition  of  the  capital  punishment 
was  the  cause  of  the  increase  of  other 
crimes,  for  they  must  take  into  considera- 
tion the  increase  in  the  population  since 
that  time,  and,  above  all,  tiie  improvement 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  police,  which 
had  increased  its  efficacy,  and  led  to  a 
greater  number  of  criminals  being  detected 
and  brought  to  trial.  The  almost  certainty 
of  execution  following  in  clear  cases  oiF 
murder  had  not  tended  to  increase  that 
crime,  but  had  had  the  practical  effect  of 
diminishing  it.  He  believed  that  criminals 
looked  forward  with  a  degree  of  horror  at 
the  infliction  of  the  punishment  of  death, 
which  they  would  not  feel  at  any  other 
punishment.  The  certainty  of  its  following 
in  cases  of  murder,  rendered  it  different 
from  its  being  attached  to  other  crimes, 
where  it  was  not  inflicted.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  public  opinion  was  in  favour  of 
the  abolition  of  this  punishment,  although 
a  large  number  of  conscientious  persons, 
for  whom  ho  entertained  the  greatest  re- 
spect, were  in  favour  of  it;  but  still  he 
believed  that  the  great  majority  of  ihe 
people  would  be  shocked,  and  public  feeling 
would  be  outraged,  if  it  was  at  once  abo- 
lished. His  hon.  Friend  had  stated  that 
life  was  the  highest  and  greatest  treasure 
of  man,  and  that  it  should  not  be  sacrificed 
wantonly.  He  not  only  agreed  in  this,  but 
he  would  observe  that  it  would  be  disffrace- 
ful  in  any  Government  wantonly  to  infliet 
any  punishment.  It  was  the  fiivt  doty  of 
Government  to  look  to  the  protection  irf 


life ;  and  he  beUered  that  it  wat  by  the 
continuance  of  the  punishment  of  death  in 
cases  of  murder  that  this  object  would  he 
obtained.  In  cases  of  mnrder,  there  was 
no  unwillingness  to  come  forward.  On  tiie 
contrary,  in  snch  cases  there  wma  envy 
desure,  on  the  part  of  both  prosecntor  am 
witnesses,  to  convict  the  criminal ;  and  it 
was  very  rarely  in  England  that  jnriea 
hesitated  to  discharge  weir  dntyin  inch 
cases.  Therefore,  he  said  that  no  man 
who  committed  murder  could  reaionaUj 
expect  that  the  punishment  of  death  weoU 
not  follow.  His  hon.  Friend  had  spoken 
of  executions,  and  had  asked  what  was  the 
use  of  them.  Did  he  iunpose  that  it  was 
to  operate  as  an  example  only  on  those 
who  saw  them  with  their  own  eyes  f  He 
believed  that  the  effect  was  not  prodneed 
only  on  the  spectators,  but  was  widely  in* 
fluential  when  the  result  became  known. 
When  persons  read  accounts  of  the  ezecn- 
tion  and  the  trial,  and  were  stmck  witk 
the  solemn  mode  in  which  sentence  was 
passed,  the  effect  was  produced  on  the 
rest  of  the  community,  and  was  not  merelr 
confined  to  the  crowd  which  had  assemUed 
to  witness  the  dying  struggles  of  the  eii- 
mmal.  He  woold  not  say  whether  ezecn- 
tions  produced  crimes  to  die  esrtent  elated 
by  his  hon.  Friend;  but  he  hdiered  that  per- 
sons who  went  to  executions  wa«  generally 
deeply  imbued  with  crime.  With  refarenoe 
to  juries  haring  been  said  to  aoanit  impio- 
perly  persons  charged  with  mnroer,  on  the 
ground  of  insanity,  he  oeuld  aaj,  from  hia 
ezperimice  in  the  office  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  fill,  that  the  casea  were  not 
neariy  so  general  as  stated ;  and  although 
there  were  cases  of  this  aerions  nature, 
where  juries  had  girwi  snch  verdieta  en 
comparatively  slight  in^eationi  of  insanitgr, 
yet  there  were  many  more  where  jnriea  had 
given  foch  Yerdicta  in  simple  easee  of  kr- 
ceny,  from  some  mistaken  feeUnga  of  htt^ 
manity.  In  the  latter  cases,  the*lMMrtiee 
wonld  certainly  have  a  much  hmgor  innri* 
sonment  inflieted  on  them.  Ae  to  waft 
part  of  his  hon.  Friend's  speeeh  fai  irUeh  ke 
stated  that  if  the  omftal  pmudmient  wan 
abolished  in  cases  of  merder^  the  Jviee 
woold  be  unwilliBff  to  m%  eredil  to  tke 
nlea  of  msani^,  he  dUl  tet  tUnk  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  addoeed  aajargnMBi 
whieh  would  justify  Ae  imort  of  the 
Motion  on  that  gronod*    He  dUI  not  tUnk 


it  was  nooessaij  flir  Um  thenio  no  IWl 
into  the  anhjeet.    As  to  the  MoBCien 


the  pnmahnMot  of  deadi  fbr  the  edier 
crimes  on  nUeh  H  wee  noir  in^poMdt'lM 
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would  only  observe  that,  altliough  for  the 
last  ^ye  years  no  case  had  occurred  in 
which  it  was  necessary  to  inflict  it,  yet 
cases  might  arise,  such  as  treason,  in  which 
it  would  be  necessary,  although  this  was  a 
orime  of  such  unfrequent  occurrence ;  but 
because  the  crime  was  not  common  was  no 
answer  to  the  necessity  for  the  severest 
punishment  for  it. 

Mr.  HUME  observed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  admitted  the  diminution  of 
some  crimes  by  the  abolition  of  the  punish- 
ment of  death.  Was  not  that  the  strongest 
argument  for  going  on  in  the  same  course  ? 
The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in- 
volved an  argument  against  the  abolition 
ef  the  punishment  of  death  in  all  cases. 
He  said  life  was  valuable  and  sacred ;  and, 
therefore,  they  should  protect  it  by  such  a 
punishment  as  was  best  calculated  for  the 
purpose  of  deterring  criminals  from  taking 
away  life.  This  was  the  old  argument 
against  the  abolition  of  the  punishment  in 
all  cases  of  stealing,  on  the  principle  that 
property  was  sacred,  and  should  be  protect- 
ed m  every  possible  way.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  was  not  prepared  to 
take  a  further  view  of  the  question — that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  go  back — but  all 
his  arguments  told  against  him  on  this 
point.  It  was  notorious  that  persons  who 
went  to  executions  became  indifferent  to 
the  shedding  of  blood,  and  very  often  ulti- 
mately became  murderers  themselves.  The 
result  of  every  proceeding  on  the  subject 
in  that  House  for  the  last  twenty-five 
years,  showed  the  propriety  of  diminishing 
the  severity  of  punishments.  The  right 
'  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  public  opinion 
was  not  favourable  to  the  removal  of  capi- 
tal punishments  in  cases  of  murder.  But 
there  were  four  or  five  other  crimes  for 
which  this  punishment  was  now  retained, 
but  never  executed.  Surely  it  could  be 
abolished  with  respect  to  tlu^m.  Juries 
formerly  hesitated  to  convict  in  the  clear- 
est cases  where  property  was  concerned, 
because  they  objecte<l  to  the  infliction  of 
capital  punishment,  and  so  it  would  b(>  in 
oases  of  murder.  The  question  was,  whe- 
ther the  taking  the  life  of  a  nmrderer  de- 
terred another  from  the  commission  of  that 
crime?  Such  had  been  the  etfect  of  abo- 
lishing this  punishment,  that  ho  I'alU'd 
upon  the  IIouso  to  go  on  in  the  same 
course.  He  trusted  that  at  any  rate  tlie 
Govenunent  would  allow  the  \V\\\  to  be 
brought  in. 

Mk.  AG  LI  on  by  was  anxious,  as  a 
supporter  of  the  Motion,   to  say    a    few 


words  on  one  point  which  had  been  alluded 
to.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that 
the  feeling  of  the  country  was  against  tbe 
Motion.  Now  as  far  as  his  obserratioii 
extended,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  mis- 
taken, for  he  believed  that  it  was  almost 
entirely  in  favour  of  the  Motion.  He 
knew  this  to  be  the  case  with  respect  to 
his  constituents,  who,  if  they  did  not  en- 
tertain an  unanimous  feeling  on  the  sub- 
ject, yet  a  very  large  majority  of  them 
were  decidedly  of  opinion  that  this  punish- 
ment should  cease. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  if  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  had  not  thrown  the  shield 
of  his  character  over  part  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries,  which  he 
thought  was  open  to  exception,  he  should 
not  have  risen  to  address  the  House  on 
that  occasion.  As  far  as  he  could  under- 
stand, his  right  hon.  Friend  had  praised 
the  hon.  Member  for  having  avoided  all 
the  theological  part  of  the  question.  Now, 
if  he  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  rightly  compre- 
hended that  question,  it  was  not  left  to 
tlieni  to  decide  as  a  matter  of  ezpediencj 
whether  or  not  they  should  inflict  the  pun- 
ishment of  death  in  cases  of  murder* 
whatever  they  might  do  in  any  other  cases. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  stated  that  the  pun- 
ishment of  death  under  the  Levitical  utw, 
had  been  abolished  by  the  more  humanising 
spirit  of  the  Christian  dispensation.  But 
that  was  not  the  point  at  issue;  the  pun- 
ishment of  death  did  not  rest  on  the  Le- 
vitical law.  It  was  a  law  given  by  God 
himself  when  the  world  had  been  newlr 
repleni.shed.  The  law  given  by  the  Al- 
mighty was,  that  *'  whoso  sheddeth  man*s 
blood,  by  man  shall  his  blood  be  shed.** 
lie  did  not  tliink,  therefore,  that  human 
legislators  were  at  liberty  to  dispense  with 
the  punishment  uf  death  for  wilful  mur- 
der. Ho  had  always  avowed  that  opinion 
in  private,  and  he  would  never  shrink  from 
avowing  it  in  public.  The  House,  how- 
ever, would  show  itst'lf  prepared  to  blot 
out  that  universal  command  of  God,  as  he 
believed  it  to  be,  if  it  were  to  accede  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
fries. But,  even  on  lower  grounds,  he 
should  deprecate  the  adoption  of  that  Mo- 
tion; for  it  was  elear  that  if  the  same  pun- 
ishment were  enacttnl  for  murder  and  for 
I  bur^rlary,  the  man  who  committed  burglary 
would  also  commit  munler.  bocAUst*  he 
I  would  by  that  means  take  away  a  witness 
'  of  his  erime,  and  would  incur  no  greater 
decree  of   punislunent.      He    shuuld  not 
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trespass  bdj  longer  on  the  time  of  the 
House,  as  he  had  frequently  on  former  oc* 
casions  expressed  to  them  his  views  upon 
the  subject.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  give 
his  decided  opposition  to  the  Motion  of  his 
hoD.  Fi-iend,  believing,  as  he  did,  that  the 
measure  would  not  be  productive  of  good, 
but  would  loosen  the  ties  of  society.  Let 
them  remember  that  all  their  sympathies 
should  not  be  in  favour  of  the  criminal, 
but  that  they  should  also  be  extended  to 
the  victims  of  his  crime. 

Mr.  BRO^HERTON  said,  that  pun- 
ishment  could  only  be  justified  on  the 
ground  that,  by  its  infliction,  it  would 
either  reform  the  offender,  make  repara- 
tion to  society  for  the  injury  done,  or  de- 
ter others  from  the  commission  of  crime 
by  the  example  it  afforded.  It  could  easily 
be  shown  that  capital  punishment  did  not 
produce  any  such  effects.  It  was  impossi- 
ble to  reform  a  man  after  you  had  hanged 
him.  As  long  as  a  man  lived,  he  migbt 
make  some  reparation  to  society  for  the 
injury  he  had  done;  but  he  who  was  hang- 
ed could  no  longer  be  useful  to  society: 
and  there  was  a  growing  conviction  in  the 
public  mind,  that  the  punishment  of  death 
did  not  prevent  crime.  In  his  opinion,  it 
was  of  the  greatest  importance  that  the 
laws  and  institutions  of  the  country  should 
cherish  in  the  minds  of  the  people  a  feel- 
ing of  the  sacreduess  of  human  life.  The 
punishment  of  death  was  either  right  or 
wrong.  If  it  were  wrong,  it  could  not, 
under  any  circumstances,  become  right. 
He  who  gave  life,  had  alone  the  right  to 
take  it  way.  The  infliction  of  capital  pun- 
ishment was  a  violation  of  the  principles 
of  humanity,  justice,  and  mercy.  With 
regard  to  the  text,  *•  Whoso  sheddeth 
man*s  blood,  by  man  shall  his  blood  be 
shed,"  he  believed  it  was  no  more  a  pre- 
cept than  the  declaration  that  "they  that 
take  the  sword,  will  perish  by  the  sword," 
was  a  precept.  Both  were  intended  to  teach 
men  that  they  must  expect  just  retribution 
for  the  committal  of  injustice.  That  the 
quotation  was  not  a  law,  was  proved  by 
the  fact  that  it  was  forbidden  to  slay  the 
first  murderer  on  record.  If  the  text 
mentioned  by  the  hen.  Baronet  were  to  be 
taken  in  the  sense  in  which  he  wished  it 
to  be,  one  murder  would  lead  directly  to 
another,  and,  in  that  case,  where  was 
bloodshedding  to  end?  Would  that  text 
justify  murder  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
taliation ?  He  maintained  that  eajntnl 
punishment  was  wrong  in  principle,  and 
that     the    law     sanctioning     it,    shonM 


DO  longer  remain  on  the  Stainte-boolu 
There  were  many  ways  of  punishing 
crime — from  the  tread-mill|  the  silent 
or  separate  system  of  imprisonment,  to 
transportation — without  putting  men  to 
death.  The  State  had  power  orer  the 
civil,  but  it  had  no  right  to  take  the  ni^ 
tural  life  of  man.  There  was  i^  growing 
public'  opinion  that  crime  diminished  in 
proportion  to  the  mildness  of  the  laws. 
The  improvement  in  public  opinion  on  this 
subject  was  illustrated  by  a  case  that  had 
occurred  in  the  year  1 81 4,  when  a  man 
was  executed  at  Chelmsford,  in  Essex, 
for  cutting  down  a  cherry  tree.  It  was 
reported  that  the  judge  on  the  trial  ob* 
served,  that  "  a  man  who  would  cut  down 
a  tree  maliciously,  would  kill  a  man/* 
No  judge  at  the  present  day  would  niter 
such  a  sentiment.  He  trusted  that  puUie 
opinion  would  improve  still  further,  nntit 
the  punishment  of  death  was  finallj  abo- 
lished. 

House  divided: — Ayes,  41;  Noes,  81: 
Majority,  40. 

Liit  of  the  Atrb. 

Maekinnon,  W,  A. 


AgUonby,  11.  A. 
Baine,W. 
Barclaj,  D. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  W. 
Caitlercnrii,  Visct. 
Chriatie,  W.  D. 
Crawford,  W,  S. 
Currie,  E. 
Denniftoan,  J. 
lyEynconrt,  rt.  boi 
Duncan,  G. 
Em8,W. 
EMOtt,  B. 
Fielden,  J. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hutt,  W. 
Kelly,  Sir  F. 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 


McCarthy,  A. 
Idflnes,  R.  M. 
Bloniion,  Gen* 
Mnnti,  G.  F. 
O'Brien.  C' 
0*CoBiieU,  J. 
PsttiMm,  J. 
Pecbell,Grat. 
StrieklaMl,SirG. 
Tanered,  H.  W. 
TlionieIy,T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Turner,  E. 
Walker,  R. 
Warlmrtoo,  H. 
WiUiaiii8,W. 
Torke,H.a. 


EwmrC,  W. 
Home,  J. 


Liet  of  the  Nobs. 

Aolaad,  Sir  T.  D.  ^sy.  Sir  W. 

Addeney,  C.  B. 
Aldam,  W. 

Arundel    and    Surrey, 
Eariof 


Bailey,  H.  J. 
Baring,  II.  B. 
Baring,  T. 
Barrington,  Visoi. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bennet,?. 
BontiadL,Lord6. 
Bereiford,  Mi^. 
Borkeloy,  Immi.  C« 
BuUer.SirJ.  T. 
Carew,  W.  H,  P. 
OliUiestor,IefdJ.]:.. 


Clerk,  rt  kon.  Sir  O. 
Cttve,yiiel. 
Douglas,  Sir  n. 

Dandas.  Sir  JT^ 
EBlwisle,W. 
Fellowes,E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  Ra  A« 
Frown,  C*  H. 
GladrtoiM,GB^. 
GnuMUB,  ft*  MMB.  Sir  « • 
Gr^y,  rtto  kon*  Sir  G* 
HalM,SirH. 

Henley,  j!w. 
Herbert,  rt.  kin*  «• 
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desirable  that  this  mode  of 
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ii6F0iif  Sir  R. 

Hope.  G.  W. 

]>ulsford,  K. 

Howard,  bon.  C.  W.  G. 

Pusoy,  P. 

Ingeatre,  Visct. 

Raslilci^h,  W. 

Inglifl.  Sir  U.  H. 

Reid,Col. 

James.  Sir  W.  C. 

Round,  C.  G. 

Jervis.  Sir  J. 

RuBscU.  Lord  J. 

Law.  hoD.  C.  E. 

Scropc,  G.  P. 

LawBon,  A. 

Seymour,  I^rd 

Lefroy.  A. 

Sliaw,  rt.  bon.  F. 

Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Sheppard,  T. 

Lindsay.  Col. 

Sibthorp,  Col. 

MacauUy.rt.  hon.T.B. 

Smitb,  J.  A. 

Maokensic.  T. 

Sniythe.  bon.  G. 

Manners.  Lord  J. 

Somorvillo,  Sir  W.  M. 

Matheson.  J. 

Siwoncr,  R. 

Miles.  W. 

Stuart,  W.  V. 

Monahan.  J.  H. 

Strutt,  rt.  bon.  E. 

Morpeth.  Visct. 

Vescy,  bon.  T. 

Newry,  Visct. 

Vysc.  n. 

NorthUnd.  Visct. 

Wortlcy,  bon.  J.  S. 

l»almer,  R. 

Wrigbtson,  W.  B. 

Palmer,  G. 

Parker,  J. 

TKLUBRS. 

Patten.  J.  W. 

Tufiioll,  H. 

Peel,  J. 

Craig,  G. 

AGRICULTURAL  STATISTICS. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  rose  to  ask 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  collection 
of  several  returns  of  agricultural  statistics 
in  England  and  Wales.  By  this  measure 
it  was  proposed  to  obtain  a  return  from 
every  occupying  tenant  of  pieces  of  land 
of  not  less  than  from  three  to  five  acres,  a 
description  of  the  crops  which  were  sown 
upon  his  land.  Tho  Bill  provided  that  the 
return  might  bo  annual;  but  it  also  pro- 
vided that  in  case  the  Board  of  Trade,  or 
other  authority,  should  think  fit,  it  would 
be  in  their  power,  if  annual  returns  should 
appear  unnecessary,  to  order  them  to  be 
made  at  longer  intervals  of  time.  A  dis- 
pensing power  would  be  given  to  the  Bonrd 
of  Trade.  It  was  pro]M)sed  to  divide  Eng- 
land and  Wales  into  .superintendent  regis- 
trar generals*  districta.  Kach  superinten- 
dent registrar's  district  was  to  be  divided 
into  registrars*  distriet.s;  and  it  was  pro- 
j)osed  to  obtain  in  each  registrar's  district 
the  form  of  return  of  which  he  had  spoken. 
The  registrar,  or  agricultural  enumerator, 
who  would  be  placed  in  each  district,  would 
be  Wind  by  his  duty  to  communicate  with 
every  fanner,  and  to  procure  from  each 
the  returns  sought  for.  He  would  th(»n 
forward  the  returns  to  the  superintendent 
n»gistrar,  who  wouM  afterwards  forward 
them  to  the  Kogistrar  (JeiuTal  in  London, 
who  would  send  them  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  where  they  wniild  be  arrangi'd  in 
form  to  be  laid  before  rarliament.  The 
I^ill  was  confined  in  its  i>perations  to  Eng- 
land and  Wales;  but  if  it  should  appear 


turns  should  be  extended  to  Scotkiidt  it 
could  be  done.  With  regard  to  Irebuid, 
he  would  leave  the  collecting  of  those  re- 
turns to  the  Executive  GoTemment.  The 
plan  was  under  consideration  bj  which  the 
Executive  Govemment  would  he  enaUed 
to  obtain  them.  By  these  means,  the 
whole  of  tho  returns  of  the  United  King- 
dom would  be  completed.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to 
show  how  important  those  returns  would 
be,  as  the  House  was  not,  he  heliered« 
inclined  to  refuse  its  assent  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  measure.  He  would  merelj 
observe  that  it  went  no  further  than  ob- 
taining from  tho  farmers  returns  of  the 
quantity  of  land  under  cultiration,  of  the 
different  kinds  of  crops  from  which  thej 
should  endeavour  to  approximate  to  the 
quantity  of  grain  likely  to  be  produced 
during  the  year,  by  estimating  the  quan- 
{ titles  usually  ])roduced  from  the  Tarioas 
qualities  of  soil,  taking  into  account  the 
sort  of  weather  prevailing.  Thej  could 
not  pretend  to  do  more  than  approximate 
by  such  means  to  the  probable  quantity 
of  wheat,  barley,  here,  and  oats  in  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Mk.  HUME,  if  he  did  not  misUke,  be- 
lieved the  whole  plan  to  be  wild  and  use- 
less. Why  did  they  not  take  example 
from  India,  where  those  agricultural  stans- 
tical  returns  were  so  clearlv  made  out* 
that  every  acre  of  land  under  tillage  in 
Bengal,  and  its  actual  produce  within  m 
bushel,  were  known  directly  after  the  har- 
vest was  over  ?  But  by  this  Bill  they  were 
to  have  registrars  in  every  parish.  They 
had  already  machinery  of  registrars  enough. 
The  registrars  of  births  and  deaths  cost 
them  between  70,(H)0^  and  80,000?.  a 
year;  and  now  they  were  to  have  another 
set  of  registrars.  He  would  suggest  the 
possibility  of  their  using  those  already  en- 
ployed.  Why  could  they  not  have  parish 
returns?  But,  after  all,  the  measure  would 
Im>  of  no  value,  if  its  provisions  did  not 
extend  alike  to  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland. 

Mil.  HENLEY  thour^ht  it  hardly  fair  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  England  and  Walee 
before  the  E.xiH'Utive  hnd  prepared  a  sys- 
tem for  Scotland  and  Ireland.  One  thing 
was  very  certain,  that  by  its  pruvisions 
they  wtmld  «*stablish  a  va>t  number  of  enu- 
merators throughout  England  and  Wales; 
but  he  did  not  see  that  thoy  would,  after 
all,  be  much  nearer  to  a  knowledge  of  the 
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actual  quantity  of  produce  in  the  eoontiy 
than  hefore. 
Leave  given. 

DEATHS  (IRELAND). 
Mr.    smith    O'BRIEN,   in   moving 
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for- 

"  A  Return  of  the  number  of  persons  who  have 
died  in  each  parish  in  Ireland,  during  each  Month 
since  the  1st  day  of  November,  1846,  in  so  fitf  as 
the  same  can  be  ascertained  by  information  derived 
from  the  inquiries  of  the  constabulary,  speoify- 
ing  the  number  who  have  died  firom  starvation, 
or  disease  consequent  upon  insufficiency  of  food, 
with  a  summary  for  the  whole  of  Ireland ;" — 

observed,  that  he  was  very  much  surprised 
to  find  that  there  was  an  objection  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  grant 
such  return. 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  begged  to  ex- 
plain, that  the  only  portion  of  the  Motion 
to  which  he  objected,  was  that  which  con- 
tained the  words,  "  officiating  clergymen 
of  the  several  religious  denominations.'* 
Over  those  gentlemen  the  Government  had 
no  control,  and  they  could  not  therefore 
ask  them  to  furnish  the  returns.  He  had 
no  objection  to  have  them  from  the 
constabulary,  and  he  freely  consented  to 
that  portion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  expressed  his 
contentment  with  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  SHAW  would  be  unwilling  to  object 
to  anything  of  the  nature  under  consider- 
ation, but  he  thought  returns  by  mere 
policemen  insufficient. 

Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK  could  not 
see  any  objection  to  asking  the  varioiui 
clergymen  in  Ireland  for  returns  of  the 
deaths  this  year,  last  year,  and  the  year 
before,  in  their  several  parishes;  and  under 
present  circumstances  he  did  not  think  they 
would  refuse. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  thought  it  might  have 
been  shown  that  returns  of  such  a  sort  as 
those  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick,  might  rather  mislead  the  public, 
than  be  of  any  use.  How  was  it  to  be  ex- 
pected that  policemen  or  clergymen  either, 
could  distinguish  the  cases  in  which  death 
was  the  result  of  starvation  or  of  disease 
brought  on  by  insufficiency  of  food?  Why 
all  the  forms  of  typhoid  might  be  ascribed 
to  such  a  cause.  Every  one  was  aware 
that  typhus  fever  was  an  attendant  npon 
bad  diet  and  low  living.  Even  cofoners' 
inquests  were  not  to  hb  always  taken  as 
sure  tests  of  the  cause  of  doath.    TImn 


were  too  many  instanees  cS  mistaken  ter* 
diets  retomed  by  <N>ronerB'  juries. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNELL  sud,  he 
greatly  feared  the  time  of  the  dergy  was 
so  much  occupied  in  attending  to  the  dying 
people,  that  they  could  scarcely  fumuu 
the  returns  required  of  them ;  but  he  was 
sure  they  would  do  whatever  was  in  thdr 
power  to  meet  the  wishes  of  Pariiaraent* 
He  believed,  however,  that  a  great  many 
deaths  took  place  unknown  even  to  the 
clergy. 

LoBD  JOHN  BUSSELL  said,  as  (kr 
as  the  Government  was  concerned,  there 
could  be  no  objeotion  whatever  to  tiie  re* 
turns  required  mm  the  constabulary.  He 
feared,  however,  that  the  House  woiiU 
most  probably  be  led  into  error 
such  returns.  For  instance,  a  man  i 
dead  in  the  fields  would  probably  be  men- 
tioned in  the  police  returns  as  haying  died 
of  starvation;  and  in  mAny  eases  the  eon- 
stabulary  were  guided  in  the  reports  they 
made  by  what  they  had  heard  rumourea 
among  tiie  people,  rather  than  by  any  po^ 
sitive  knowledge  which  they  possessed  of 
the  precise  facts.  The  House  oould  there* 
fore  hardly  rely  on  the  aeeuracy  of  the 
constabulary  returns  in  this  instance,  nor 
could  they  eipect  to  obtain  in  this  manner 
the  fuU  number  of  those  who  died  from 
want  of  food.  With  respect  to  asking  the 
clergy  for  returns,  the  role  was,  as  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  observed,  fbr  ihe 
Government  not  to  ask  fbr  retoms  eaoepi 
from  iheir  own  offioers,  whom  they  eoold 
summon  to  the  bar  of  the  House  if  thmr 
refused  to  comply  with  the  demand  made 
on  them.  Besides,  the  hon.  Cknilemaa 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  given  a  good 
reason  why  the  elergy  mi^i  not  be  aUa 
to  furnish  sneh  returns.  He  thonght  thaifc 
under  all  the  eirenmstanoes  the  hon.  Oeur 
tleman  would  do  well  to  take  the  sogges> 
tion  thrown  ont,  and  not  to  nresa  hisMo- 
tion.  He  woold  b^  to  remuid  Um  that 
some  years  ago,  he  (Lord  John  BnsseB) 
gave  a  pledge  to  bring  in  a  Bill  fior  the 
registration  of  births,  deaths,  and  mar- 
riages in  Ireland;  hot  he  ftond  the  Cseling 
agamst  it  so  strong  among  eertain  parties 
that  he  abandoned  the  idea. 

Mr.  SMITH  O'BBIBN  said,  it  bad 
been  oahmlated  that  as  many  as  240,000 
persons  had  been  already  allowed  to  ^  <f 
starvation  in  Iidand;  and  if  sndb  were  die 
fiust,  or  even  if  Oennmber  werelwt  2»000, 
he  wished  it  to  ffo  forth  duiA  soeh  thmga 
were  pssmitled  fai  the  weaHhiesI  eonatiy 
intfaeivwkL    H«  MIeved  H ivaa  in  tl» 


1103 


Boiiery 


{COMMONS} 


Mcmufacture. 


lUX 


power  of  the  Legislature  and  of  Govem- 
ment  to  prevent  a  single  death  from  star- 
vation in  Ireland ;  and  if  the  present  state 
of  things  were  permitted  to  continue,  he 
would  do  his  utmost  to  endeavour  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  civilized  world  to  the 
fact,  that  his  countrymen  were  allowed  to 
perish  like  vermin  hj  that  Legislature  and 
hy  that  Government.  It  was,  he  con- 
fessed, with  that  view  that  he  made  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  HUME  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  state  how  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government  could  have  prevented  even  one 
of  those  deaths  from  taking  place.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  he 
prepared  to  prove  his  statement  hefore  he 
made  such  an  allegation  in  that  House. 
He  could  not  allow  such  a  charge  against 
the  humanity  of  this  country  to  go  forth 
withoiif  comment,  helicving  as  he  did  that 
it  was  heyond  all  hounds.  The  only  fault 
which  he  found  with  the  Government,  was 
for  the  excess  of  their  humanity — exer- 
cised he  had  no  douht  with  the  hcst  inten- 
tions; hut  still  he  helieved  tending  to  ag- 
gravate the  evil  which  they  wished  to 
check.  He  would  call  on  the  hon  Gen- 
tleman to  state  how  and  in  what  manner 
the  calamity  could  have  heen  kept  from 
one  individual  by  the  Government  or  that 
House.  lie  hoped  that  the  returns  called 
for  would  not  be  given  unless  a  proper  re- 
port had  been  made  of  the  cause  of  the 
death  of  each  individual,  founded  on  proper 
authority,  at  the  time  of  its  occurrence, 
othemi'isc  he  believed  no  dependence  could 
be  placed  on  the  returns. 

Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  said,  he  had 
contended  from  the  very  first  day  of  the 
Session,  that  food  ought  to  bo  supplied 
and  em])loyment  given  to  the  i)eople. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  after  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  grant  the  returns  without 
being  certain  of  the  real  cause  of  death  in 
eacli  case. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

IIOSIKIIY  MANUFACTURE. 

Sir  H.  HALEORD  rose,  according  to  the 
resolution  of  which  he  had  given  notice — 

"  To  move  for  a  Cominittcc  of  tho  wholi*  Hutiflo, 
to  t«kn  into  <'onKi(Ieratioii  the  Sth  and  Ut}i  Victoria, 
chap.  77,  b<»inp  •  An  Act  to  make  further  rc^rula- 
tioii  rosjH'ctin^  the  tickotH  of  work  to  Ik*  delivered 
to  iM«r»on»  employed  in  the  manufacture  of  lIo»icr}' 
in  certain  cases.' " 

It  would  be  remembered  tbat  during  the 
last  Session  he  brought  the  condition  of 


the  stocking  weavers  of  the  midland  < 
ties  before  the  House,  and  showed  ihai  is 
consequence  of  the  work  passing  throuffh 
the  hands  of  a  bagman  or  agent,  the  won- 
man  was  defrauded  in  the  price  paid  to 
him.  To  prevent  this  the  Act  of  last 
Session  was  passed,  requiring  the  hosier 
to  give  out  a  ticket  with  his  work,  stating 
the  price  to  be  paid  for  it,  and  which  the 
agent  was  bound  not  to  keep  back  from 
the  work.  This  Act  was,  however,  found 
to  be  practically  inoperative ;  for  although 
it  was  passed  with  the  unanimous  consent 
of  the  House,  high  legal  authorities  hid 
put  such  a  construction  upon  it  as  defeated 
the  purposes  intended  to  be  effected  bj  the 
Act.  His  object,  then,  was  to  repeal  the 
ticket  provisions  of  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
and,  in  lieu  of  it,  to  require  an  entry  in  a 
book  to  be  kept  by  the  manufacturers,  and 
to  which  the  workmen  were  always  to  have 
access ;  and  thus  always  might  have  it  in 
their  power  to  know  the  price  paid  for  their 
work.  This  mode  would  be  no  incon- 
venience to  the  manufacturer,  and  he  hoped 
would  protect  the  workmen  from  having 
their  miserable  pittance  plundered  hy  the 
bagmen.  The  distress  of  the  framework 
knitters  of  the  midland  counties  was  un- 
equalled in  any  part  of  the  British  empire, 
unless  it  was  in  Ireland.  They  had  heard 
a  great  deal  of  agricultural  labourers  only 
being  paid  7^.  or  Ss,  per  week ;  but  that 
was  afiducncc  compared  with  the  wages 
obtained  by  these  poor  framework  knitters. 
The  chairman  of  the  board  of  guardians  of 
the  Leicester  union  had  forwarded  him  a 
statement  of  the  actual  wages  received  by 
500  stocking-makers  of  that  union,  which 
showed  an  average  of  4s.  4|d.  a  week ; 
and  in  many  families,  seven  in  number,  the 
average  earnings  were  no  more  than  6<.  6d. 
per  week.  This  state  of  poverty  was  not 
to  be  accounted  for  by  fluctuations  or  de- 
pressions such  as  are  encountered  at  inter- 
vals by  other  trades,  like  that  of  the 
liandJooni  weavers,  for  instance,  who  were 
ruined  by  the  competition  of  steam  power. 
On  the  contrary,  they  had  no  such  compe- 
tition to  contend  with ;  and  the  article  they 
manufactured  was  one  of  general  and  uni- 
versal necessity.  The  distress  arose  solely 
from  tlie  vicious  mode  in  which  the  manu- 
facture was  conducted,  and  the  heavy  de- 
ductions made  fn)ni  the  nominal  wages  of 
the  workmen.  The  principal  and  most 
oppressive  of  these  deductions  was  a  charge 
called  frame-rent.  In  no  other  trade  was 
the  machine  by  which  the  workman  pro- 
duced the  article  of  manufacture  subject  to 
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rent ;  and  it  was,  in  fact,  just  the  same  as 
if  the  ploughman  were  subject  to  a  deduc- 
tion from  his  wages  under  the  name  of 
rent  for  the  plough  he  drove  or  directed. 
There  was  a  general  desire  among  the 
workmen,  which  was  participated  in  by 
many  masters,  to  see  this  impost  abolished. 
It  often  induced  persons  to  embark  in  the 
trade  without  a  sufficient  capital  or  credit ; 
and  by  means  of  the  frame-rent  they  were 
enabled  to  obtain  a  trade  by  a  depreciated 
price,  at  which  the  fair  manufacturer  could 
not  compete  with  them  in  the  market. 
Besides  this,  a  numerous  class  of  workmen 
were  reduced  to  a  state  of  distress  approach- 
ing starvation.  To  remedy  these  manifold 
evils,  if  possible,  ho  sought  to  bring  in  this 
Bill ;  and  for  that  purpose  moved  that  the 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  chair. 

House  in  Committee. 

Sir  H.  HALFORD  moved  the  following 
resolution — 

•*  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move,  that 
leave  bo  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Aot 
8  and  0  Vic.  o.  77,  intituled, '  An  Act  to  make  far- 
ther Regulations  respecting  the  Tickets  of  Work 
to  be  delivered  to  persons  employed  in  the  manu- 
facture of  llosierj  in  certain  cases,'  and  to  make 
other  provisions  instead  thereof,  and  to  make  fbr- 
thcr  provisions  to  secure  the  wages  of  persons 
employed  in  the  manufacture  of  Hosiery." 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  shonld 
not  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  bringing  in  the  Bill,  but  should 
not  consider  himself  or  the  Government 
pledged  to  support  it.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  asked  for  much  more  than  ap- 
peared on  the  Vote.  He  proposed  now  to 
interfere  with  other  trades  than  those  in- 
cluded in  the  Act  of  the  8th  and  9th  of 
Victoria.  [Sir  H.  Halford:  No,  no!]  At 
any  rate,  he  proposed  to  interfere  more 
with  the  relations  of  master  and  workmen 
than  did  the  Bill  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  instrumental  in  getting  passed  last 
Session.  Under  those  circumstances,  it 
was  impossible  to  say  what  course  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  respecting  the  present 
Bill,  until  it  had  been  further  considered. 
He,  fur  one,  had  always  been  opposed  to 
this  species  of  legislation;  and  was  aure 
last  Session,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
undertook  to  meet  all  the  evils  of  whidihe 
complained  with  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
that  he  would  soon  come  back  for  an  Atft 
to  amend.  If  they  passed  this  Bill,  he 
felt  certain  another  Act  to  amend  thai 
would  be  required  next  Session.  It  was 
impossible  to  meet  evils  of  this  nature  by 
Acts  of  Parliament. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


House  resumed. 

Resolution  reported,  and  Bill  ordered  to 
be  brought  in. 

House  acyoumed  at  Eight  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OP   COMMONS, 
Wedneiday,  March  10, 1847. 

1fnroT»k3   Pmuo  BiUA-^g*  and  fmud  t    Ifiiwli  ■ 
Fain  ClanaMt  CommteloiMn  Ctanmt 
Clauwt;  Water  Woriu  ChuMiu 

Pannows  PasssimD.  By  Mr.  C  Bowaid,  from  HaklOB, 
for  Altemtkm  of  the  Law  mpeettigthe  Regirtrlfci  cf 
Votanb— By  Sir  O.  Onft  fton  Ocvonpoci*  Ibr  Altmtfni 
ofthe  Law  of  Mazriife.~By  Sir  J.  Y.  Bvllar*  IhMi  Pmr* 
dcrlunn,  and  Mr.  C.  Roiuid*  ftom  Whit*  Ropaiif, 
agaiaaK  tha  Ronaa  CathoHa  lUUaf  BilL— By  Mr;  Bn» 
UicrtoD.  ftom  IJandly.  afiimt  tba  Via  of  43ltaln  hi 
Brewariet  and  DirtillcrlM.— By  CoIomI  Uodmy.  Aoaa 
Wigui,  Ibr  Inqnlry  reipMlIng  Cotton  (Iiidla)«--By  Mr. 
C  Round,  Ikom  Wlitia  RoolMiv>  te  a  Day  of  Hnmlia 
tkn  on  aeeonnt  of  tha  Itenina  fai  Irclaad.^-By  Mi,  B. 
Clubman,  ftom  Hora  and  CoOiiMtowa  (WwUnaathK  Ibr 
Aitaratfcm  of  tha  Law  lalatiTa  to  Landloid  and  TiMBt 
(iTChnd).— By  Mr.  R.  CkMtv^  ftom  Naw  Rom,  Ibr  AMm- 
tioooT  Om  Uw  SHptating  Municipal  CoipoMtluaa  ^m- 
land).— By  Mr.  O.  HamlHon,  ftom  M?anl  plaoH,  ^phmt 
Union  Ratfaif  (baiand).— By  Mr.  R.  Goca,  ftom  Waitad, 
Ibr  AHamtloii  of  tha  Poor  Lmr  (IrHiit)  By  Mb  O, 
HamUton,  ftom  tha  Elaoloial  Di^iiionorGMloab  I 
tha  Poor  Rdltf  (Iialand)  BOL— By  Mr.  T.  I 
ftmn  John  Epps,  89,  Ormt  RmMll  8ti«aC»  Loadoa»  hi 
Favour  of  tha  Poor  RallcC  (iNhBid)  BiB.— By  Mr.  a»- 
lay  and  othar  Hon*  Mwibau^  ftom  favand  phMib  ttif 
RapmlorAHmtionorthtPoor  RcflMval  AaU- By  Mr. 
R.  Goca,  ftom  Naw  Rom,  and  Mr.  8.  Wortiay,  ham 
Darid  Bail,  Ola«ow,  in  Favour  of  tha  POiti,  Haihonw 
Ae.  Bin  (lH6)^By  Mr.  Mnnti^  ftom  Ralatt  Biawwof 
tha  Midland  Oountiai  of  England,  Ibr  Altanliaa  anht 
Uw  mpMtfaig  tha  Sala  of  Ba«. 


ARREST  FOR  DEBT  (IRELAin>)  BHX. 
Sm  H.  W.  BARRON  mored  the  Seeond 
Reading  of  the  Arrest  for  Debt  (Irdaiid) 
Bill,  whieh  had  for  its  objeot  that  no  bmui 
be  imprisoned  for  a  debt  under  20L  His 
wish  was  to  assimilate  the  law  of  Irriaad 
to  that  of  England  m  this  reneet.  TlMMPe 
was  no  good  reason  why  it  should  not  te 
so;  for  Ireland  was  the  pom-er  eoanltjp 
and,  eonsequentlj,  stood  in  greater  need  ef 
the  intenrention  iti  the  Legudatore.  He 
had  heard  no  ejection  urml  agi^nst  Ae 
principle  of  ihe  Bill;  it  had  been  pahlisMi 
throughout  Irdand  for  upwards  ofia  meadi* 
yet  there  was  not  a  single  petitioo  afpdMt 
it.  The  failure  of  the  potato  erop  reofcr 
ed  thousands  unaUe  to  BMei  their  VMb 
engagements;  and,  under  the  present  Imr, 
they  would  he  thrown  into  gaol«  or  eke  te 
compiled  to  fly  from  their  homes  in  eriar 
to  ardd  the  eifH  hill  proeess.  It  beeuBW, 
therefore,  the  aftoie  ineumbcnt  en  Parib- 
ment  to  interfSera  at  Ads  partieular  etirfft. 
He  did  not  now  ask  the  House  to  ptoeoai 
with  the  Bill  at  onoe,  hut  only  to  sanete 
its  prineiple  hw  asssnting  to  its  aeeail 
It  B^ght  then  be  ooDunitted  |i#o 
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formd,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  up 
Btairs,  who  would  examine  into  its  details. 
He  would  prefer  the  Government  taking 
charge  of  the  measure;  and  if  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  do  so  he  would 
not  urge  any  claim  to  its  paternity.  lie 
had  consulted  several  legal  gentlemen  in 
Ireland,  who  were  all  in  favour  of  it,  as 
was,  indeed,  generally  speaking,  the  whole 
Irish  har,  even  the  law  adviser  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  lie  had  already  postponed  it 
at  the  request  of  the  Government,  and  did 
not  think  he  should  he  doing  justice  to  the 
merits  of  the  measure  if  he  asked  for  a 
further  postponement.  He  moved  that  the 
Bill  he  read  a  second  time. 

Mn.  MONAHAN  did  not  deem  it  con- 
sistent with  his  duty  to  accede  to  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  The  ohject  of 
the  Bill  was  hy  one  sweeping  clause  at 
once  to  aholish  arrestment  lor  deht  in  Ire- 
land where  the  amount  did  not  exceed  20^. 
Now,  those  who  were  aware  —  as  many 
Gentlemen  in  that  House  were  —  of  the 
numher  of  dehts  contracted  in  Ireland  the 
amount  of  which  did  not  exceed  201.,  would 
at  once  see  what  an  immense  change  in 
the  law,  and  of  what  had  hitherto  heen 
the  rights  of  creditors,  would  he  effected 
hy  a  Bill  of  this  description.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  this  was  not  a  matter 
deserving  the  serious  consideration  of  any 
hody  interested  in  the  well-heing  of  the 
country  and  the  advancement  of  the  people; 
hut  certainly  it  was  utterly  impossihle  that 
the  House  could  accede  to  a  measure  of 
this  description  unless  they  meant  to  give 
facilities  that  did  not  at  present  exist  in 
Ireland  to  prevent  the  i)ayment  of  debts  to 
bond  fide  creditors.  No  one  entertained  a 
greater  sympathy  than  ho  did  for  the  man 
who  in  nn  honest  spirit  contracted  a  debt 
which  he  afterwards  had  not  the  means  t(» 
discharge;  but  he  had  no  sympathy  for  the 
man  who  dishonestly  contracted  a  debt 
which  he  fraudulently  and  dishonestly  with- 
held from  the  hoiui  fide  creditor.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  excuse  the  deficiencies 
which  he  himself  felt  in  addressing  them 
on  this  oecrasion.  It  was  the  first  time  he 
had  had  the  honour  to  address  the  House. 
He  had  Wv.w  for  so  short  a  time  a  Member 
of  it,  and  his  time  had  really  been  so  much 
occupied  sineci  he  came  from  Ireland,  that 
ho  had  not  been  able  to  ^lv(^  his  attention 
to  tho  safeguarils  which  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  j)rovidf  before  the  prin- 
ciples of  a  Bill  of  this  description  could  be 
acceded  to.  A  Bill  precisely  aimilar  tu 
that  now  brought    forward   >>^    ^»»  Hon. 


Friend  was  passed  for  England  in  the  7th 
and  8th  of  Victoria;  but  the  coimtrir  felt 
that  this  was  such  an  imperfect  act  of  le> 
gislation,  that  next  Session  very  consider- 
able safeguards  were  introduced  for  the 
protection  of  creditors — safeguards  which, 
unfortunately,  could  not  at  present  bo  ex- 
tended to  Ireland.  In  England  there  were 
commissioners  of  bankrupts  all  over  the 
country,  and  local  judges,  before  whom  all 
cases  of  debt  under  20^  came  for  adjudi- 
cation, and  by  tho  decisions  of  which  the 
property  of  the  debtor  was  rendered  araU- 
able  for  tho  payment  of  the  debt.  But 
they  had  no  such  judges  in  Ireland-^no 
machinery  similar  to  that  of  England  to 
carry  out  a  BiU  of  this  kind.  He  felt 
bound,  therefore,  on  various  grounds,  to 
oppose  the  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  he 
might  state  that  this  matter  was  under  his 
serious  consideration.  He  could  not  plodgo 
himself  at  that  moment  to  any  particular 
course;  but  he  had  no  hesitation  m  saying, 
that  he  would  lay  before  Her  Majesty  a 
advisers  a  measure  to  be  submitted  to  that 
House.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman,  therefore, 
would  leave  the  matter  in  his  hands,  he 
would,  as  indeed  he  was  now  doing,  giro 
it  his  best  consideration,  tho  result  of 
which  would  be  submitted  to  Her  Maies- 
ty*s  Goveniment,  and  probably  adopted  bj 
them.  If,  however,  this  suggestion  were 
not  acceded  to  by  tho  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
must  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  SHAW,  though  generally  favour- 
abl(*  to  the  assimilation  of  the  Irish  to  the 
English  law,  must  oppose  the  present  Bill, 
which,  owing  to  the  different  circumstaneea 
of  the  two  countries,  would  in  his  opinion 
operate  most  injuriously  in  Ireland.  After 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
not  trespass  on  the  patienco  of  the  Honse. 
However  desirable  it  might  bo  to  assimi- 
late the  law  of  arrest  in  Ireland  to  the  law 
as  it  existed  in  England,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  there  were  faults  in  the  latter  which 
I  were  of  great  magnitude.  He  was  satis- 
fitnl  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
learned  Solicitor  (ieneral. 

•  M  K.  M .  ( V rE K K  A  LL  thanked  the  hon. 
.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Woterford  for 
I  bringing  in  this  Bill,  of  which  Ireland  at 

this  moment  st<iod  greatly  in   need.     Ho 

knew  that  hundreds  were  contined  in  the 

,  gaols  of  that  eountry  for  debts  of  0«.,  6t., 

and7«.,  whilst  their  wives  and  children  at 

•  home  were  in  a  state  of  starvation,  and  had 
■  not  a  '*'*  '!"•  to  pay  off  the  demand.  He 
I  hope'  General  would  y 
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redeem  his  pledge,  and  that  the  Irish  law 
in  this  respect  would  undergo  a  complete 
revision  and  alteration. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE  S  said,  he  had  put  his 
name  to  the  hack  of  the  Bill  hecause  he 
had  himself  seen  in  Ireland  the  most  piun- 
ful  and  shocking  effects  of  the  present  law. 
He  helieved  the  ohject  of  the  hon.  Memher 
who  hrought  forward  the  Bill  was,  to  a 
certain  degree,  to  limit  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  inferior  courts.  The  law  in  Ireland 
was,  it  could  not  he  denied,  as  regarded 
dehtor  and  creditor,  in  a  deplorable  condi- 
tion, and  contrasted  most  unfavourably 
with  our  recent  legislation  for  the  people  of 
England  in  this  regard.  It  was  impossible 
for  a  traveller  in  Ireland  who  entered  the 
gaols  there  not  to  be  struck  with  the  enor- 
mous number  of  poor  people  who  were 
confined  therein  for  debts  so  ridiculously 
small  that  the  release  of  them  was  often  a 
piece  of  amusement.  In  some  oases  per- 
sons had  been  imprisoned  in  the  Irish  gaols 
for  two  or  three  years  for  debts  not  exceed- 
ing 10«.;  in  fact  they  were  kept  there  to 
gratify  the  revenge  of  the  creditors.  At 
present  there  was  what  he  might  justly 
term  an  extreme  facility  of  civil  bill  pro- 
cess. Fictitious  suits  were,  in  consequence 
of  this  facility,  often  got  up,  and  persons 
often  got  up  a  Bill  against  tneir  near  rela- 
tive for  diet  and  lodging,  and  placed  those 
persons  whom  they  were  bound  to  maintain 
in  the  county  gaol.  The  effect  of  the  pr^ 
sent  system  was,  that  the  Irish  gaols  were 
crowded  with  persons  whom  pubuc  opinion 
in  this  country  would  not  suffer  to  be  in- 
carcerated for  a  single  hour.  He  supposed 
the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Waterford  would  not  meet  with  much  sup- 
port among  the  lawyers  on  account  of  its 
painful  simplicity  and  brevity.  He  feared 
that  if  the  matter  was  now  postponed,  the 
Government  would  avail  themselves  of  the 
very  valid  excuse  which  they  would  have, 
that  the  pressure  of  public  business  would 
not  allow  them  to  bring  it  forward  during 
the  present  Session,  and  so  the  evil  would 
remain  to  its  full  extent. 

Mr.SHARMAN  CRAWFORD'thought 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  imperatively  called  for 
in  Ireland.  There  was  the  greatest  deme 
of  i>er8ecution  inflicted  on  tiae  poor  of  Ire- 
land by  this  power  of  arrestment.  To  that 
power  was  to  be  traced  the  fact  that  no 
fewer  than  2,000  processes  had  been  is- 
sued at  Castlebar  against  poor  tenants  for 
sums  which  they  were  wholly  unaUe  to 
pay,  and  which  might  be  oiod  againft  thim 
for  the  most  oppressive  purpoaea.  Ha  liopad 


the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  SoK- 
oitor  General  for  Ireland  would  not  forgvt 
his  pledge.  He  felt  the  need  of  some  B^dh 
measure  for  Ireland,  and  he  therefore  con- 
sidered it  to  be  his  duty  to  urge  the  sub- 
ject upon  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  GROGAN  opposed  the  Bill,  oh- 
serving  that  the  very  announeement  of  th« 
measure  spread  alarm  among  the  eitiaena 
of  Dublin,  because  while  it  prcmosed  at  one 
**  fell  swoop"  to  abolish  imprisonment  for 
debt,  it  did  not  provide  any  substitute  for 
recovering  just  and  htmdjiae  debts.  Still 
he  was  gkd  the  subject  had  been  taken  np 
by  Government;  axid  he  trusted,  after  tm 
pledge  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Solioitor 
General  for  Ireland,  the  Bill  would  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mb.  p.  SOROPE  hoped  the  Govm^ 
ment  would  pay  attention  to  this  snlneot. 
The  greatest  evils  resulted  from  civil  Mil 
process  for  debt.  He  had  received  a  letter, 
which  he  now  held  in  his  hand,  from  a 
competent  authority,  in  which  the  writer 
stated  that  the  assistant  barrister  for  the 
county  of  Mayo  was  almost  wholly  ooen- 
pied  with  these  civil  bill  processes,  br 
which  poor  eottiera  were  turned  from  their 
farms.  [Mr.  Shaw:  Tou  mean  ejeet^ 
ments.]  He  meant  nothing  of  the  kbid. 
He  knew  the  difference  very  well,  and 
he  now  held  in  his  hand  three  of 
sdf-same  civil  bill  jproeesses.  The 
stated,  that  at  Baihna  and  that  neighbour 
hood  the  landlords  were  rewHtbig  to  tbe 
eivO  bill  proeew  in  order  to  elear  their  aa- 
tates;  for  the  poor  wretched  peasant  who 
had,  owing  to  the  destruction  of  his  potato 
erop,  no  means  of  paying  hia  debta,  flow 
from  his  home  sooner  than  be  thrown  into 
prison  and  separated  fkvm  hia  wifo  and 
children;  and  m  this  way  the  landlord  ob* 
tained  poasesaioB,  and  hia  object  waa 
aehievecL  Thia  system  waa  in  that  part 
of  the  eoimtry  to  a  great  extent  ioeoeMfaL 
At  the  qnarter-aeasiona  in  BalUna,  on  tho 
11th  of  January,  between  1,500  and2g000 
of  thoee  eivil  bill  proeeaaea  were  triod.  «id 
that  number  aetuaOy  preeoodad  to  entiy 
ud  decree.  Bnt  ttuvo  waa  a  for  ' 
number  in  wluch  the  partioB  did  not 
at  all,  hot  tho  same  ofleot  waa 


bdaotamaar 
fBB  prodioed. 


and  tho  same  oMeet  gained, 
of  tho  lands.  Tho  nanal  proeesa  waa  for 
landlords  to  distrain  for  weir  ronta;  lart 
this  did  not  take  plaoo  nntU  after  tho  tcbI 
was  dno  for  aomo  mootha.  Bni  in  ikm 
oaata  ko  had  nantioBod,  soma  of  tho  Magro 
iyaViwg  vaaof  Ao  atiA  UH 
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process,  or  threatening  arrests  for  the  doht, 
succeeded  much  hotter,  more  speedily,  and 
effectually  in  clearing  the  land,  than  if  the 
ejectments  were  resorted  to.  He  was  as- 
sured that  the  prisons  there  were  almost 
full  of  a  starving  peasantry,  whilst  their 
families  and  children  were  also  starving 
outside  the  walls,  and  thousands  upon 
thousands  were  obliged  to  emigrate  from 
their  native  place  and  wander  to  the  quays 
of  Drogheda  or  Belfast,  whence  they  soon 
found  their  way  to  Liverpool,  Bristol,  or 
some  other  English  port.  He  had  received 
a  letter  from  the  Rev.  Mr.  Neary,  the  pa- 
rish priest  of  Tyrawley,  in  the  county  of 
Mayo,  which  stated  that  there  were  in 
that  parish,  in  September  last,  1 ,000  fa- 
milies; but  at  the  present  moment,  owing 
to  the  above  mode  which  the  landlords  of 
that  county  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  rid  of  the  surplus  population,  there 
were  not  more  than  500.  The  rev.  gen- 
tleman further  stated,  that  not  more  than 
thirty  families  in  that  parish  possessed  the 
means  of  maintaining  themselves;  and  that 
he  verily  believed,  if  the  landlords  were 
allowed  to  go  on,  before  August  next, 
there  would  not  be  two  hundred  souls 
there.  The  poor  people  so  ejected  formed 
a  large  number  of  those  employed  u])on 
the  public  works;  and  it  behoved  the  peo- 
ple of  England  to  see  that  the  public  mo- 
ney was  not  spent  in  ministering  tu  the 
inhumanity  of  such  landlords,  and  to  put 
an  end  to  a  system  by  which  this  country 
was  inundated  with  Irish  labourers,  at  a 
time  when  the  English  ratepayers  were  so 
heavily  burdened  for  the  support  of  their 
own  poor.  He  called  emphatically  upon 
the  Government,  and  upon  the  people  of 
England  to  look  to  this.  He  undiM-stood 
further,  that  when  the  poor  occupants  re- 
fused to  quit  their  wretched  houses,  the 
landlords,  who  were  members  of  the  relief 
committees,  refused  to  allow  them  to  be 
employed  ujion  public  works;  so  that  they 
hud  no  alternative  but  to  ({uit  the  country, 
and  fly,  thus  increasing  the  burdens  of 
pauperism,  and  thus  doubly  taxing  the 
English  taxj)ayer.  Ho  would  say  only, 
in  addition,  that  ho  gav(»  his  cordial  assent 
to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  smith  O'UKIKN  thought  the 
lion.  Mcnilx'r  for  NVatcrford  would  act 
wisely  in  leaving  this  mat  tor  in  the  hands 
of  tho  (i<»vcrnm<'nt.  His  object  in  rising 
was  to  HUggcst  to  the  (iovcrnnient  whe- 
ther, considering  the  existing  circum- 
stances of  the  country,  some  tem]>orary 
measure  midit  not  be  introduced  with  a 
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view  of  enabling  the  asftistant  banbtflrtp 
upon  cause  shown,  to  stay  the  exeoution 
of  processes  in  such  cases  as  those  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud,  and  where 
parties  subject  to  process  were  not  endea- 
vouring to  evade  debt,  but  were  homd  fde 
unable  to  pay. 

Sir  R.  FERGUSON  thought  this  a 
very  good  suggestion.  Another  sugges- 
tion he  would  make  was,  that  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  support  bj  the 
plaintiff  of  parties  against  whom  execution 
was  taken  out  personally.  With  regard 
to  tho  statement  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  respecting  Majo» 
he  did  not  consider  that  1,500  or  2,000 
processes  was  so  unusual  a  thing;  it  might 
be  unusual  in  Mayo,  but  it  was  not  nnnaual 
in  other  places.  It  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  these  were  all  for  rent ;  they  included 
every  other  species  of  debt,  and  tho  coorts 
discountenanced  the  civil  bill  processes  as 
a  means  of  recovering  rent.  He  believed 
that  the  reason  why  there  were  more  ar- 
rests for  debt  in  Mayo  now,  than  upon 
other  occasions,  arose  from  the  effects  pro- 
duced by  the  Act  of  last  Session. 

Sir  G.  GREY  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  consent  to  withdraw  his  Bill,  and 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, who  would  give  their  best  con- 
sideration to  the  subject.  If  the  hon. 
Member  declined  to  accede  to  his  request. 
he  should  have  no  alternative,  but  be 
obliged  to  move  that  the  Bill  bo  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mu.  BICKHAM  ESCOTT  likewise 
ho])ed  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
press  the  question  to  a  division.  At  the 
same  time,  he  must  say  he  thought  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  must  be  extended  to 
Ireland.  There  was  no  reason  why  the 
same  law  affecting  arrest  for  debt  should 
not  apply  to  Ireland  as  e.\it>ted  in  England 
and  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Recorder  for  Dublin  had  said  that  the 
alteration  of  the  law  of  arrest  for  debt  in 
England  had  not  worked  well.  He  be- 
lie veil  the  reason  why  the  alteration  had  in 
the  first  instance  operateil  prejudicially  to 
the  creditors,  was,  because  there  were  not 
then  local  tribunals  for  woi  ^  ng  it ;  since 
then,  the  right  hnn.  (ventleman  would  find 
that  it  had  operated  well. 

Mr.  STAFFOKD  O'BRIEN  was  quite 
willing  that  the  same  principle  as  tu  arrest 
for  debt  should  be  adupted  in  Ireland  as 
in  England;  and  he  did  ni»t  think  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  averse  to  that  prin- 
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ciple.  But  as  to  the  mode  of  earrjing 
that  principle  into  effect,  he  preferred 
leaving  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland;  and  he  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  withdraw  his  Bill. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Memher  for  Lon- 
dondeiTj  (Sir  R.  Ferguson)  had  so  well 
answered  the  statement  made  hy  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  that 
he  should  not  trespass  further  upon  the 
House  with  reference  to  that  matter.  It 
would  seem  that  nothing  could  be  done  for 
Ireland,  but  by  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
Now,  the  Bill  for  facilitating  the  sale  of 
estates  in  Ireland,  would  bring  such  es- 
tates into  the  market,  some  in  the  most 
disturbed  and  unimproved  and  barren  parts 
of  Ireland;  and  he  did  hope  to  see  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  become  the  purchaser 
of  one  of  those  estates,  and  take  up  his 
abode  there,  and  perform  the  duties  of  an 
Irish  landlord.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  meet  with  a  hearty 
welcome  and  ready  co-operation  in  all  his 
attempts  to  carry  his  plans  into  execution. 
But  he  warned  him  that  he  would  meet 
with  difficulties  which  he  did  not  foresee, 
and  obstacles  which  it  would  require  all 
his  nerve  and  energy  to  overcome.  Still, 
if  he  assumed  the  position  of  an  Irish 
landlord,  he  would  receive  his  reward;  and 
if  he  returned  to  this  country,  ho  would  re- 
turn a  wiser  and  a  better  man. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  thought  it  would 
be  exceedingly  imprudent  to  divide  the 
House  on  the  question;  but  before  he  with- 
drew the  Bill,  he  wished  to  ask  whether 
it  were  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  (Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  any  Bill  this  Session 
on  the  subject? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  had  not  had  Oie 
advantage  of  hearing  the  debate;  but  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
he  could  state  that  the  Irish  Oovemment 
were  extremely  anxious  and  desirous  to 
bring  forward  a  measure  on  the  subject 
referred  to;  at  the  same  time,  he  hoped  he 
should  be  excused  for  exercising  caution  in 
giving  any  positive  pledges  for  tiie  Session. 
There  were  a  great  many  measures  rela- 
tive to  Ireland  already  before  the  Houaey 
and  other  measures  contemplated;  there- 
fore he  hoped  he  should  not  be  expected 
to  give  any  positive  pledge  on  the  point. 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  would 
consider  the  subject;  and  he  hoped  that 
during  the  present  Session,  the  Govem- 
ment  would  be  able  to  carry  ^to  effect  a 
measure  that  would  prove  satisfSactorj. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON:  Will  the  ri^t 


hon.  Gendeman  object  to  a  Comnuttee  np 
stwsontheBill? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  did  not  think  that 
would  answer  the  purpose,  and  that  the 
Bill  had  far  better  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  Solicitor  Greneral  for  Ireland. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

DRAINAGE  OF  LAND. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair  for  the  House  to  resolye 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Drainage  of 
Land  Bill, 

Mb.  WILLIAMS  wished  to  make  a  few 
observaUons  connected  with  the  rate  of  in- 
terest in  Uiis  Bill.  That  rate  of  interest 
was  to  be  six  and  a  half  fer  cent  &r 
twenty-two  years,  when  principal  and  inte- 
rest would  be  extingnished.  That  was 
calling  for  a  rate  of  interest  not  exceeding 
three  and  a  quarter  per  cent.  [An  Hon. 
Member:  Three  and  a  half.]  Well.ifthe 
hon.  Member  had  made  the  cahmlatipn, 
he  would  not  not  dispute  it  with  him; 
but  at  any  rate  he  wished  to  remind 
the  House  that  this  was  a  less  rate  of 
interest  than  the  Goremment  pud  for 
their  loans.  He  thought  that  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  oumt  not  to  be  tax- 
ed for  noblemen  and  landed  proprietors^ 
whom  this  Bill  was  intended  to  benefit^ 
particularly  as  in  all  probability  the  inte- 
rest or  money  wonU  reach  a  still  higlMr 
rate.  He,  therefore,  thonf^t  that  a  hi^er 
rate  of  interest  ought  to  be  introdneed  into 
this  Bill. 

Sm  G.  GREY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  rather  late  in  making  his  olgeetioik,  as 
there  was  no  alteration  now  in  ike  B31 
nassed  last  Tear 

Mb.  H.  J.  BAILLIE  said,  ike  fiuth  of 
Parliament  was  pledged  to  this  measure  last 
Session,  and  it  oonld  not  now  be  nolated.    S^ ' 

Mb.  HUME  agreed  with  ike  hen.  Men- 
ber  for  CoTentiy  that  the  jfMfjfhb  eng^  not 
to  lose  b J  this  measarst  and  wished  to  know 
if  it  was  the  intention  to  make  those  pei^ 
ties  who  had  borrowed  monej  under  Hm 
Bin  pay  the  difterenee  of  interest  betwedh 
the  rate  at  which  it  had  been  lent,  and  ihat 
at  which  money  now  was.  When  ike- 
terest  of  money  was  likely  to 
hi§^,  he  wished  to  know  if  there  i 
be  any  objection  to  insert  a  clause  in  As  * 
Bin  comjpelling  persons  to  pay  a  lu|^isr 
rato  of  uteresfc  fer  the  moMj  to  be  al% 
nmced  than  was  now  eontomplaledt  Hft 
hoped  the  Ootirmnent  would  take  so—l 
measures  to  limit  loans  to  indifiduals,  $mi 
aDow  time  ior  people  to  make  their  SfpliK 
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eations,  and  that  they  would  not  make  any 
payments  until  all  the  applications  had 
come  in. 

Sir  G.  grey  stated,  that  many  landed 
proprietors,  particularly  in  Scotland,  rely- 
ing on  the  faith  of  Parliament,  as  pledged 
last  year,  had  expended  money  in  this  way 
to  a  very  large  extent;  and  it  was  remark- 
ahlc  that  the  measure  which  had  at  first 
heen  proposed  as  a  hoon  to  the  landed  in- 
terest, had  heen  found  most  availahle  for 
the  relief  of  distress  in  Scotland;  so  that 
there  had  not  been  more  than  300Z.  or 
400^.  granted  by  Government  for  the  relief 
of  distress  in  Scotland,  the  remainder  hav- 
ing been  advanced  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  landlords,  on  the  faith  of  the  money 
being  repaid  under  this  Bill.  With  regard 
to  the  limitation  of  grants  made  to  indi- 
vidual proprietors,  he  proposed  to  introduce 
a  clause  which  would  meet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's views. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  thought  this  was  a 
subject  much  better  to  bo  discussed  in 
Committee;  and,  although  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  truth  in  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montroso,  yet  it  would 
be  counterbalanced  by  a  breach  of  public 
faith. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  1  being  proposed, 

Mr.   OSWALD  stated,  with  regard  to 
the  proposal  to  limit  the  amount  granted  i 
to  individuals,  that  an  hon.  relative  of  his  j 
own,  who  had  advanced  a  large  sum  on  the 
faith  of  this  loan,  was  willing  to  restrict 
his  claim  to  15,000?.,  and  give  up  25,000/.  | 
Whether  this  measure  was  enough  to  re- 
lieve the  distress  in  Scotland  it  was  not  for 
him  to  say;  but  he" trusted  that  if  it  were 
not,  the  chieftains  would  not  he  indifferent 
to  the  sufferings  of  their  people.  ' 

The  Karl  of  LINCOLN  objected  to  the  [ 
plan  to  extend  the  advantage  of  the  loan 
from  its  original  purpose  of  draining,  to 
fencing  and  other  agricultural  purposes. 
The  very  lowest  estimate  made  of  the 
money  required  for  a  thorough  draining  of 
the  lands  in  Knicland  and  Scotland  was  from 
2(»,000.()0()/.  to  2.0,O(J<),U(K)/.;  and  if  the 
sum  of  1\000,()00/.,  to  be  actually  granted, 
wos  extended  to  fencing  as  well  as  drain- 
ing, its  uscfuln(».Ms  would  be  frittered  away. 

SiH  (1.  (illKY  expliiinod,  that  in  many 
cas(»s,  unless  means  of  fencing  were  af- 
f<)rdiMl,  it  would  be  uselcKs  to  drain.  That 
was  the  reason  for  extending  the  Act  of 
last  Session,  so  as  to  include  fencing. 

Vis<'orxT  I)rNCAN  wished  the  (iovem- 
ment  would  give  precedence  in  Uiis  Bill  to  the 


Highland  proprietors,  who  were  i 

with  severe  distress  in  their  distrieti  witli^ 
out  asking  for  Government  grants,  and  who 
were,  therefore,  entitled  to  the  ftill  beneSt 
of  the  present  measure.  There  wm  An- 
other reason  for  confining  the  meMore  to 
the  Highlands,  because  he  could  state  for 
that  part  of  the  Lowlands  with  which  ha 
was  connected — ^he  meant  the  connij  of 
Forfar — that  wages  in  that  county  weiB 
fifty  per  cent  higher  now  than  thej  had 
been  for  several  years  past.  He  coaU 
not  help  thinking,  that  if  the  Government 
would  relax  the  law  of  entail  in  Scotland, 
the  proprietors,  instead  of  borrowing  at 
the  Treasury,  would  borrow  from  ordinaiy 
sources,  of  course  the  consent  of  the  hmra 
of  entail  being  rendered  obligatory.  That, 
he  thought,  would  give  great  satisfisetion 
to  Scotland. 

Vlscount  MORPETH  thought  that  if 
the  Government  were  to  adopt  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bath,  and  lay  it  down  as  a  principle  that 
they  would  entertain  no  application  either 
from  England  or  from  the  Lowlands  of 
Scotland,  they  would  be  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  faith  as  great  as  that  which  had  alreadj 
been  adverted  to.  He  thought  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  proved  that  the  case 
(»f  the  Highland  proprietors  was  foremost 
in  the  minds  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
nicnt,  and  they  had  taken  the  best  means 
to  secure  attention  to  their  claims  by  being 
the  first  to  move  in  this  matter.  It  would 
be  found,  in  point  of  fact,  that  of  the  whdo 
amount  of  2,(K)0,000/.  to  be  advanced  un* 
der  the  Bill,  about  three-fourths  would  go 
to  Scotland.  On  the  other  hand,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Falkirk  need  not  fear 
that  the  amount  voted  would  be  frittered 
away  in  other  improvements  than  that  of 
drainage,  because,  in  fact,  it  would  not  he 
advantageous,  either  in  the  Lowlands  of 
Scotland,  or  in  England.  Its  benefits 
would  be  exclusively  confined  to  those  wide 

{)astoral  districts  where  arable  land  bore  a 
ligh  value.  In  fact,  no  applications  for 
money  to  trench  or  fence  had  yet  come 
fn»m  England;  and  no  ono  need  fear  that 
such  would  come  in  future,  as  lie  feared 
that  more  than  a  sufiicient  margin  of  ap* 
])lication  had  already  been  sent  in,  and 
that  they  would  not  be  able  to  entertain 
more  applications.  With  regard  to  the 
Highlands,  he  might  state  that  he  had 
seen  returns  reganiing  an  estate  in  Inver* 
n(vss-shirc,  that  the  expense  of  draining 
and  fencing  there  would  amount  to  IST 
per  acre;  and  before  any  money  coqU  be 
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granted,  they  must  prove  that  the  worts 
would  add  a  clear  additional  value  of 
II.  5s.  per  acre.  It  was  of  course  hope- 
less to  expect  that  this  additional  value 
would  be  gained  in  ordinary  operations. 

Lord  G.  BENTICK  :  Sir,  I  cannot  at 
all  concur  in  the  dismay  with  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Bath  sees  the  rise  of  wages  among  the  la- 
bouring classes  in  Forfarshire.  I  must 
confess  that  I  heard  with  great  surprise 
sentiments  of  this  kind  proceeding  from 
the  noble  Lord  the  liberal  Member  for  the 
city  of  Bath,  who  appears  to  desire  to 
grind  down  the  labouring  classes  to  the 
lowest  possible  amount  of  wages.     I  must 


purpose  of  draining  should  be  expended  on 
fences;  but  as  a  Scotch  proprietor  I  can 
state  from  experience  that,  in  many  in- 
stances, as  much  advantage  is  derived 
from  fencing  as  from  draining.  In  many 
districts  the  erection  of  stone  walls  for 
sheep  is  as  necessary  as  draining,  because 
the  greatest  difficulty  is  found  in  keeping 
sheep  from  going  adrift  in  winter.  I  find 
that  my  tenants  pay  as  high  a  rate  of  in- 
terest for  money  expended  in  erecting 
**  stone  dykes,'*  as  they  are  called,  as  they 
do  for  the  construction  of  drains. 

Sm  G.  GREY  said,  that  the  Bill  did  not 
authorize  an  outlay  for  fences  but  in  cases 
where  the  land  had  been  drained. 


confess  that  I  heard  with  great  pleasure  ,      Viscount  D  Ux\C AN  begged  to  explain. 
the  fact  that  wages  have  r/senm  Forfar- j  ^^  ^^^j^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  Lord  the  M 
sh.re,  in  proportion  to  the  rise  of  the  price  |  ^^^  ^ynn,  that  he  had  no  wish  to  grind 
of  food  m  this  country;  and  if  it  be  that ,  ^^^^  ;J^  „;„  „;^^  ,         -  ^^  - 

the    cifect   of    tins    measure,    in   lending  i ,  ^,  ' 

2,000,000^.    for  the  drainage  of  land   in  j 


Great  Britain,  should  be  generally  to  raise 


His  wish  was  that  every  la- 
bourer,  whether   working    under  a   Ten 
Hours  Bill  or  not,  should  have  a  fair  day's 
What  he 


v.rcaw>ruain,  snouiu  "«  generally  lo  raise  .  ^  ^^^   ^  ^^j^   day's  work. 

the   amount   of  wages     hroughout   Great    ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^,^j     ^^^^  ^^  ^^^     ,^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^ 

l^ntam,     I    shall    greatly   rejoice    m    ,t.  .^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^  ^  ^^.^^ 


greatly  rejoice 
Neither  can  I  concur  with  the  sentiments 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members  for 
('oventry  and  Montrose,  who  wish  to  raise 
the  amount  of  interest  on  the  loans  af- 
forded by  Goveniment.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  expressed  great  alarm  lest  the 
interest  on  the  Exchequer-bills  should  be 
raised,  and  lest  the  interest  upon  money 
should  rise  to  4  per  cent.  But,  if  I  am 
not  greatly  misinformed,  the  money  market 
is  not  yet  so  greatly  exhausted  but  that  in 
the  late  competition  for  8,000,000?.  the 
amount  offered  was  nearer  to  80,000,000?. 
sterling  than  to  eight.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  may,  perhaps,  be  able  to 
infonn  us  on  this  point  ;  but  the  report  in 
the  city  has  been,  that  the  bidding  for 
shares  in  Messrs.  Rothschild  and  Baring's 
loan  exceeded  80,O00,000Z.  sterling.  Is 
it  not  so  ?  [The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ruKQUKR  :  Not  that  I  heard  of.]  I  heard 
tliat  the  applications  for  shares  in  the  loan 
exceeded  80,000,000?.  sterling.  If  so,  I 
think  we  need  be  under  no  alarm  that  we 
bhall  exhaust  the  money  market  in  seeking 
to  borrow  the  sum  of  2,000,000?.  sterling 
for  the  improvement  of  land.  I  am  sorry 
to  h(»ar  that  there  is  to  be  a  restriction  in 
tlie  amount  to  he  advanced.  I  really  do 
not  understand  how  a  measure  intended  to 
operate  as  a  compensation  in  some  degree 
for  the  repeal  of  the  com  laws,  can  be  so 
limited  and  restricted.  I  confess  that  at 
first  sight  it  does  appear  inconsistent  that 
any  portion  of  the  money  advanced  for  the 


he  belonged,  he  thought  it  would  be  inju- 
dicious in  the  Government  to  encourage 
the  landlords  to  borrow  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  draining  their  lands,  because  he 
did  think  that  at  the  rate  of  wages  which 
existed,  the  improvement  would  not  repay 
them  in  the  same  mode  it  would  have  done 
were  the  wages  lower. 

Mr.  HENLEY  hoped  the  Government 
would  take  up  the  subject  of  a  drainage 
Bill,  giving  power  to  enter  upon  any  lands 
to  complete  the  drainage  of  others;  for 
land  could  not  be  thoroughly  drained  with- 
out a  proper  vent  for  the  water.  He  was 
afraid  the  money  granted  by  this  Bill  would 
be  frittered  away,  though  in  the  present 
state  of  Scotland  he  would  not  object  to 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  also  pressed  for  a  Bill 
with  powers  to  make  outlets  for  the  water. 
A  great  drawback  to  improvement  was  the 
copyhold  tenures  and  the  manorial  rights 
and  fines  on  death  and  alienation;  eccle- 
siastical leaseholds  were  another  obstacle, 
as  the  fines  were  payable  on  the  improved 
value;  and  he  wished  for  an  equitable  ad- 
justment of  these  matters,  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  interests  of  all  parties. 

Mr.  HOPE  said,  with  respect  to  en- 
tailed estates  in  Scotland,  there  was  a 
power  under  the  Montgomery  Act  to  charge 
three-fourths  of  the  money  spent  for  im- 
provements on  the  entailed  estates;  what 
he  wished  to  know  was,  whether  there  was 
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any  intention  to  extend  the  powers  of  that 
Act,  or  to  give  powers  of  sale  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  that  the 
powers  under  that  Act  had  heen  so  much 
used,  that  if  they  were  extended,  the  pro- 
prietors would  soon  ho  in  a  condition  that 
they  would  not  he  ahle  to  go  on,  for  if  they 
charged  the  estates  to  the  full  extent  of 
two-thirds,  there  would  he  only  one-third 
left  for  the  heir,  and  to  hear  all  puhlic  hur- 
dens;  and  the  great  ohject  contemplated 
was  to  give  a  power,  not  of  making  addi- 
tional charges,  but  of  making  sales,  and  by 
these  means  disencumbering  the  property. 

Mr.  BICKHAM  E SCOTT  said,  that  if 
he  thought  there  was  the  slightest  chance 
of  getting  rid  of  the  Bill,  he  should  detain 
the  House  at  greater  length  than  he  meant 
to  do  at  present,  as  he  knew  that  opposi- 
tion would  be  hopeless.  He  thought  that 
the  Bill  was  one  of  which  all  tlio  landlords 
in  the  kingdom  might  feel  considerably 
ashamed.  It  was  the  result  of  an  arrange- 
ment entered  into  between  the  late  Govern- 
ment and  some  other  parties.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  put  money  into  the 
hands  of  those  who  did  not  need  it.  The 
owners  of  land  were  well  off  at  the  present 
moment,  and  stood  in  no  need  of  compen- 
sation. If  money  was  to  be  advanced  to 
such  parties,  similar  favours  ought  to  be 
shown  to  persons  unconnected  with  the 
land. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed  to  make 
particular  reference  to  him  when  he  spoke 
about  the  Bill  being  the  result  of  an  ar- 
rangement between  the  late  Government 
and  some  other  parties.  He  entirely  re- 
pudiated any  such  arrangement.  What 
he  said  was,  that  the  faith  of  Parliament 
was  pledged,  seeing  that  it  consented  last 
year  to  the  principle  of  advancing  certain 
sums  of  money,  at  a  certain  rate  of  in- 
terest, not  to  raise  that  rate  of  interest  to 
parties  who  had  applied  for  advances. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  2  being  proj)osed, 

Mr.  FOllSTER  moved,  as  an  addi- 
tion — 

•••Provide<l  alwayH,  that  oorrwt  plans  <»r  trac- 
ings of  the  drain.if;o,  an  finally  offwtiMl,  Ik»  dep«»- 
sitod  with  aiid  pn'sorvwi  lor  public  use  and  in- 
spection hy  the  I'onnniitNioners." 

Visroi-NT  MOUrETlI  thought  that  the 
adoption  of  any  such  rule  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  murh  delay,  ineonvenience,  and 
ex|)en»e.  In  the  ease  of  Macleod,  of  Mac- 
leod,  whose  ]>roperty  extended  to  1  jO,0lH) 
acres,  the  operation  of  such  a  clause  would 


be  exceedingly  burdensome,  and  ihe  wmam 
inconvenience  would  apply  to  similAr  ttmetm 
of  land.  Besides,  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  Bill  provided  thai, 
the  currency  of  the  twenty-one  yean  ( 
which  the  payment  of  the  advance  waa  to 
extend,  an  annual  inspection  of  the  drain* 
age  was  to  be  made. 

Mr.  E.  ELLICE  thought  that  the  ut- 
most  discretion,  compatible  with  the  secu- 
rity of  the  money  advanced  should  be  al- 
lowed to  the  Scotch  proprietors  in  the  way 
of  conducting  their  operations.  Unleaa 
care  were  taken,  the  preliminary  expeniea 
connected  with  the  advance  would  form  an 
enormous  per  centage  on  the  8iiin  bor- 
rowed. 

Amendment  withdrawn.  Clause  agreed 
to. 

Clauses  3,  4,  and  5,  agreed  to. 
I      On  Clause  G, 

i      Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  had  an  Arnold- 

I  ment  to  propose.     The  Bill,  as  it  stood, 

I  provided  that  the  works  should  be  com- 

^  pleted   in  three   years  from  the  time   of 

granting    the    certificate,  with  a  discre* 

;  tionary  ]>ower  to  the  Commissioners  to  ez- 

:  tend  it  for  one  year.     The  object  of  thia 

limitation  was  to  prevent  the  money  being 

I  locked  up,  to  reduce  the  number  <^  large 

I  applications    from    individual   proprietora. 

and  to  diffuse  the  grants  as  widely  as  poa- 

;  sible.     It   had   been  suggested  that  thia 

;  object  would  be  more  directly  obtained  by 

limiting  the  pecuniary  amount  of  the  grant. 

I  It   was    therefore    ])roposed,    in   ordinary 

!  cases,  that  no  ])rovisionaI  certificate  should 

be  granted  for  a  larger  sum  than  15,0002., 

and  that  the  periwl  for  its  being  expended 

should  be  enlarged  from  three  years  to 

live.     In  order  to  meet  the  case  of  the 

I  Highland  proprietors,  a  discretionary  power 

was  given  to  the  Cimimissiouers;   where 

there  was  a  large  unemployed  population, 

and  it  could  be  shown  that  a  larger  amount 

wuuld  be  expended  in  three  years,  a  larger 

I  advance  should  hi'  made. 

>      Siu  J.  GRAHAM  said,  the  alteration 

!  proposed   by  the  right   hon.    Baronet   so 

much  improved  this  clause,  that  he  (Sir 

J.  Graham)  had  much  distrust  in  his  own 

judgment  in  making  any  observation  at  all 

hostile  tu  it.     He  thought  some  limitation 

of  the  pecuniary  amount  was  indispensable, 

fur  it  appeared  that  the  sums  already  ap* 

pliinl  f(»r  under  the  former  Bill  amounted 

to  L\8m),0<M)/.     The  tireumsUnces  of  the 

Highlands  of  SeDtland  entitled  them  to  the 

favourable   consideration   of  that  House; 

and  he  thought  it  right  that  some  discie> 
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tionarj  power  should  be  vested  in  the 
Treasury  or  some  authority  to  allow  a  de- 
viation from  the  inflexible  rule,  which  he 
had  feared  was  to  be  rigidly  adhered  to, 
that  the  applications  were  to  be  taken  in 
the  precise  order  in  which  they  arrived. 
If  that  rule  were  rigidly  adhered  to,  the 
object  of  this  Bill  would  be  defeated.  He 
did  not  apprehend  that  the  interests  of  in- 
dividual proprietors  were  sought  to  be  con- 
sulted by  this  measure.  The  great  object 
of  it  was  to  increase,  on  perfect  security, 
by  public  aid,  within  the  shortest  time,  the 
gross  amount  of  human  food  to  be  raised 
in  this  country.  He  very  much  doubted 
the  expediency  of  making  such  large 
grants  to  large  proprietors  of  land  as  un- 
der this  Bill  were  proposed  to  be  made. 
Men  who  possessed  large  estates  either 
had  the  command  of  capital  or  possessed 
sufficient  credit  to  obtain  any  loans  which 
the  improvement  of  their  estates  might 
render  necessary;  therefore,  those  who 
could  give  security  for  large  loans  were 
precisely  the  parties  who  did  not  stand  in 
need  of  any  assistance  from  the  State.  It 
was  the  yeomanry  and  the  small  proprie- 
tors who  found  a  difficulty  in  borrowing 
money;  their  credit  did  not  stand  so  hiffh 
as  that  of  their  wealthier  neighbours,  while 
their  estates  needed  improvement  qmte  as 
much.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  opera- 
tion of  these  loans  ought  to  be  dijBTused  as 
widely  as  possible ;  and  he,  therefore, 
should  never  have  thought  of  fixing  the 
proposed  limit  so  high  as  15,0001.  If 
sums  so  great  as  15,000^  were  granted, 
it  was  quite  evident  that  3,000,00U».  would 
not  satisfy  the  just  and  reasonable  claima 
of  those  who  most  required  assistance.  Bj 
fixing  the  proposed  amount  at  10,0002.,  a 
sufficient  sum  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  set 
loose  to  satisfy  all  fair  claims;  whereas,  if 
the  Government  adhered  strictly  to  the 
rule  of  15,0002. ,  many  very  £ur  claims 
must  necessarily  be  rejected.  The  object 
of  the  measure  ought  to  be,  especially  as 
regarded  the  Highlands,  not  so  mneh  to 
comply  with  the  wishes  of  a  small  body  of 
landlords,  as  to  give  efficient  assistance  to 
a  great  number  of  small  proprietors  and 
yeomanry.  He  trusted  that  the  Oovern- 
ment  would  seriously  consider  the  point 
that  he  had  brought  under  their  conudera- 
tion;  and,  by  reducing  the  sum  from 
15,0002.  to  10,0002.,  effect  a  great  im- 
provement in  the  Bill. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  thonght  that  an 
increase  in  the  amount  of  money  to  beleiil» 
say  3,000,0002.   instead  of  2,000»0001., 
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would  render  the  attainment  of  the  objeots 
proposed  by  the  Bill  more  certain.  T]ie» 
objects  of  the  Bill  were  said  to  be  two :. 
first,  to  give  employment  and  food  to  tho 
people;  and,  seoondly,  to  increase  tbe. 
quantity  ofthe  produce  (rf  the  land.  Asftr. 
as  these  objects  were  concerned,  it  did. not. 
matter  whether  the  loans  were  granted  to 
large  proprietors  or  small  ones  ;  and,  m  ft. 
was  admitted  on  aU  hands,  that  the  seen-. 
rity  was  ffood,  he  could  not  see  how  tbe 
State  couU  lose  anything.  He  ihooght  aU 
the  evidence  before  Pariiament  went  to 
show  that  large  sums  were  m 
the  improvements  required  in  the 
hmds;  and  he  hoped  that  if  any  othor 
were  pnrsued,  the  first  comen  would  al- 
ways be  taken.  The  Government  woaI4 
otherwise  be  placed  in  an  invidious  positionK 
and  might  be  subjected  to  the  suspicion  at 
showing  partiality  to  their  own  friends. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  that  the  inter- 
est of  the  additional  money  wUch  the  nflUo 
Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  proposed  to  raises 
would  have  to  be  paid  by  the  working 
classes,  and  therefore  he  deprecated  saeh  • 
course.  He  agreed  with  the  right  hoa* 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham),  ihat  ute  ]oaii| 
to  each  individual  should  be  limited  to 
10,0002. 

LoBD  0.  BBNTINCK,  with  regard  to 
the  working  cksses  having  to  pay  tko 
interest  of  the  money,  thought  the.  noljlp 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down*  who  miib 
that  statement,  eonld  not  have  read  tliis 
Bill  now  before  the  Hoose,  or  the  4^ 
passed  last  year,  or  he  would  have  learnt 
that  every  landowner  to  whi^ni  u  loan  was 
granted  was  to  pay  62.  lOf*  jior  ociit  per 
annum  for  twenty-two  year^,  l>y  nUtcli 
both  principal  and  interest  Wiis  dtKcbargetl. 
That  was  his  reply  to  the  mohh  Lord. 

Mb.  AGLIONBY  said,  Uiat  the  answer 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Meiubor  for  Lynn 
did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  qiiitc  aatiafai»^ 
tory.  The  hon.  Member  for  Motitro^e  had 
shown  that  the  State  would  ha  vo  in  burruw 
at  one  rate  of  interest,  and  woiild  liu  re- 
paid at  another  and  a  lower  lato  ;  «o  ilmt 
a  portion  of  the  interest  on  the  udvaJiocs 
would  be  thrown  on  the  taies  of  the  couu- 
try.  He  rose,  howerer,  print^lpal]  v  for  the 
purpose  of  stating  that  he  entirely  a|»]>n)ved 
of  Uie  snggestun  of  llie  riAt  hon.  Burguot 
the  MenKr  for  DonetsUn^  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham) for  limiaig  the  advaiicea  to  10,000^ 
instMd  of  IStOwL  It  was  most  desirable 
that  the  laiger  prf^rietors  fihould  not  ah* 
soib  mora  dull  tUr  fidr  share  of  the  ad^ 
sd  tllfrt  iho  avaDer  proprk-torsj 
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whose  resources  were  necessarily  more  cir- 
cumscribed, should  receive  under  that  Bill 
the  means  of  improving  their  land.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters had  any  returns  before  them,  or 
had  been  put  in  possession  of  any  informa- 
tion, by  which  they  could  ascertain  what 
portion  of  the  applications  hitherto  made 
could  be  met  in  case  the  advances  were  li- 
mited to  10,000?.  or  12,000?.? 

Mr.  ELLICE  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  seriously  consider  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Dorches- 
ter. Its  adoption  would  effect  a  great  im- 
provement in  the  Bill.  As  to  the  ditfercnce 
between  the  rate  at  which  money  was  bor- 
rowed, and  that  at  which  it  was  lent,  he 
rather  believed  it  would  not  prove  to  be  a 
matter  of  much  importance,  and  that  the 
public  would  suffer  very  little  by  the  result, 
whereas  a  great  addition  would  be  made  to 
the  future  productiveness  of  the  soil.  He 
thought  that  the  Government  were  entitled 
to  the  thanks  of  the  country  for  the  atten- 
tion which  they  had  bestowed  upon  this 
subject  ;  and  he  felt  assured  that  it  would 
lead  to  many  advantageous  consequences, 
especially  in  that  part  of  the  country  with 
which  he  was  more  immediately  con- 
nected. 

Lord  G.  BEXTINCK  said,  that  in  an- 
swer to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cockerniouth  (Mr. 
Aglionby),  he  would  appeal  to  the  rii^bt 
hon.  Gentl(Mniin  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Ex- 
chequer, if  it  were  not  true,  that  whiN»  the 
loan  of  8.000,000?.  for  Ireland  had  been 
contracted  at  the  rate  of  'M.  7s.  C)J.  per 
cent  interest,  the  advances  undor  tin*  Bill 
before  the  House  would  br  repaid  with  in- 
terest equivalent  to  .'U.  1  (>x.  per  cent.  Xow, 
if  that  were  so,  the  public  would  be  a 
gainer  to  the  extent  of  2,'?.  (id.  interest  on 
every  1 00/.  advanced  under  that  measure; 
and  the  working  ehisses  of  this  country 
would  not  lose,  hut  would  benefit  bv  the 
transaction. 

Sir  G.  CLEUK  rose  to  repent  on  his 
own  behalf  the  (juestion  put  hy  the  hon. 
Member  for  (*oekerniouth.  Were  the  Mi- 
nisters uhle  to  say  that,  hy  eH'cM'tin;;  the  pro- 
posed reduetion  from  l.^HOO/.  to  Id.OOO/., 
they  could  set  free  so  larixt*  a  sum  as  w«»uld 
enable  thcMu  to  meet  all  well-foundetl 
claims  ? 

Mr.  IFKNliKY  supjiorted  th«'su«rixestinn 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Uorehester. 
The  large  ])roprietors  h:i«l  made  a  nni  at 
the  money,  and  he  thought  that  the  small 
proprietors  ought  to  be  assi-jted. 
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Mr.  J.  COLLETT  said,  he  believed  tlwt 
the  advances  under  the  Bill  would  be  re- 
paid with  interast  equivalent  to  31.  3f.  per 
cent,  and  not  3L  10«.,  as  was  stated  bj 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn. 
But  at  all  events  that  measure  would 
enable  landowners  to  get  money  on  more 
favourable  terms  tlian  any  on  which  tbey 
could  otherwise  obtain  it. 

Captain  GORDON  supported  the  pro- 
position of  the  Government.  If  Ministers 
would  adhere  to  the  original  limitation  of 
l«^l,0()0/.,  and  divide  the  House  upon  it» 
he  would  vote  with  them.  There  were 
many  owners  of  large  entailed  estates  who 
could  not  otherwise  improve  those  estates 
than  by  taking  advantage  of  the  present 
measure. 

Sir  G.  grey,  in  reply  to  a  question 
put  by  Captain  Harris,  said,  that  the  High- 
lands formed  an  cxce])tional  case.  If  die* 
tricts  were  distressed,  and  the  labour  in- 
tended to  be  applied  in  the  improvement 
of  estates  were  to  be  performed  by  the  in- 
habitants of  those  districts,  then  the  Com- 
missioners possessed  a  discretionary  power 
to  extend  the  limit  be  vend  15,000/. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  from   unwillingness  to 
impede  the  progress  of  business  he  had 
not  sooner  risen.     lie  did  not  suppose  that 
!  the  public  would  sustain  any  loss  from  the 
I  proposed  aid  to  the  proprietors  of  land ; 
I  (m  the  contrary,   he  thought  there  were 
i  very  satisfactory  grounds  for  believing  that 
;  th(*  interest  and  ])rineipal  uf  the  money  ad- 
.  vanced  hy  the  State  would  be  fully  repaid. 
I  With  reference  to  the  observations  made 
;  on  the  other  side,  he  agreed  mainly  in  what 
:  had  been  said;   and  he  should  not  say  he 
,  was  sorry,   hut,   on  the  contrary,  he  was 
:  glad,  that  Iarg(>  demands  had  been  made; 
'  at  the  same  time,  they  were  not  to  lose 
I  sight  of  this,  that  requests  for  large  sums 
wen*    niado    by  parties  respecting  whom 
there  was   every   reason    to  suppose  that 
I  they  did  not  expect  to  obtain  nil  that  thcj 
asked  for.     He  did  not  by  any  means  deny 
I  that  the  greater  the  number  of  individuals 
'.  to  whom  the  operation  of  the  moaiture  cz- 
tc'uded,  the  nn»re  henetieial  would  bo  its 
etlects  upon  society  at  large.      He  need 
•  sean?ely  say  that   the  Government  had  no 
other  object   but  to  pnunote  employment 
and  pnuhietiveness ;  and,  as  there  soonictl 
io  prevail  in  the  House  »  very  general  im- 
j»re->iiiTi  that  tlnre  ought  to  be  a  further 
reduction  of  the  highest  sum  to  be  granted, 
he  willingly  consented  to  take  into  consi- 
I  deration  *(>-     -'^'^rostion  made  by  the  right 
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lion.  Member  for  Dorchester.  It  was  al- 
most superfluous  for  him  to  add,  that  all 
the  demands  made  upon  the  proposed  fund 
could  not  he  complied  with,  the  more  espe- 
cially as  applications  were  made  for  enor- 
mous sums  to  drain  estates  where  the  ex- 
tent of  land  was  small.  He  repeated,  that 
the  Government  would  scnously  consider 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  make  up  their  minds  before  the  Bill 
was  reported. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  was  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  assurance  which  the  House 
had  just  heard  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
If  the  Government  inquired  into  the  matter, 
they  would  find  that  the  rule  of  15,000^ 
would  impose  upon  them  the  necessity  of 
rejecting  many  claims,  which  adopting 
that  of  10,000?.  would  enable  them  to 
meet. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  did  not  quite  agree 
in  the  general  opinion  as  to  the  expediency 
of  this  limitation.  The  Bill  had  changed 
its  character  very  much  since  it  had  first 
been  introduced ;  it  was  then  intended  to 
be  a  compendation  to  the  agriculturists  for 
the  removal  of  certain  privileges — by  en- 
abling them  to  improve  their  lands  by 
means  of  loans  from  the  State.  By  the 
intervention  of  unforeseen  circumstances, 
the  Bill  was  now  made  to  embrace  other 
objects.  The  advances  were  made  not  so 
much  to  the  landowners  as  on  the  land, 
and  in  order  that  the  money  might  be 
spent  on  it.  When  a  proprietor  had  pro- 
perty in  tliree  different  counties,  it  might 
operate  very  badly  that  tw^o  of  those  pro- 
perties sliould  be  left  unsupplied  because 
he  had  gone  to  the  full  extent  of  his  claim 
on  the  first. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  denied  that  the  money 
was  lent  to  the  land.  The  object  was  to 
increase  the  general  productiveness  by 
lending;  money  to  those  proprietors,  espe- 
cially the  smaller  ones,  who  could  not  ob- 
tain it  in  any  other  way. 

Mr.  CAYLEY  said,  that  the  money 
]>ruposcd  to  be  advanced  by  this  Bill  would 
bii  put  to  productive  use  by  those  who  re- 
ceived it;  and  it  would  be  well  afterwards 
that  more  should  be  advanced,  under  an- 
otli^r  Act  of  Parliament,  to  the  smaller 
proprietors,  who  would  be  ready  then  to 
j>rotit  by  the  example  already  set  them  by 
the  larger  proprietors. 

Mr.  B.  DENISON  thought  that  the 
money  should  be  divided  as  equally  as  pos- 
sible among  the  applicants.  He  thought 
it  would  be  most  unfair  to  exclude  the 
smaller  proprietors  iu  the  first  instance^ 


by  allowing  the  amount  of  the  money  to  be 
first  absorbed  by  the  larger  proprietors. 
The  men  of  small  means  were  those  who 
most  wanted  the  money. 

Amendments  agreed  to,  and  clause 
agreed  to. 

Other  clauses  agreed  to.  The  House  re- 
sumed. 

Bill  to  be  reported. 

LANDED  PROPERTY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  for  bringing  up  the  Re- 
port on  the  Landed  Property  Bill, 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  the  House 
would  see  that  there  was  an  additional 
grant  of  half  a  million  given  by  this  Bill 
to  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  the  amount  of  money  applied  for  had 
been  very  limited,  and  he  should  wish  to 
know  whether  the  million  originally  granted 
had  been  exhausted  before  an  addition  of 
another  half  million  was  made. 

Bill  reported. 

ViscocsT  NEWRY  moved  a  clause,  to 
enable  trustees,  through  an  application  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  to  make  permanent 
improvements  by  monies  in  their  hands. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  a  first 
time. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  be  read 
a  second  time. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  clauses  proposed  were  not 
at  all  within  the  scope  and  intention  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  they  would  have  been  y&rv 
proper  to  introduce  in  the  Trustees  Bm 
passed  two  years  ago. 

Viscount  NEWRY  replied,  that  his  de- 
sire was  merely  to  give  power  to  trustees  to 
advance  their  own  money  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  estates  iu  their  charge.  He 
did  not  ask  for  a  loan.  In  cases  of  forced 
sales  of  land  to  railway  companies,  to  what 
better  purpose  could  the  purchase  money 
be  applied  than  to  the  improvement  of  the 
remainder  of  the  estate  ? 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  urged  upon 
Government  the  necessity  of  reconsidering 
their  decision  upon  this  clause.  Large 
sums  of  money  would  have  to  be  invest- 
ed out  of  the  country  without  some  such 
provision  as  the  one  now  proposed. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  if  private  individuals  could  be  found  to 
advance  money  to  improve  property  in 
Ireland,  it  would  he  much  better  to  take  it 
from  them  than  from  the  public  purse. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tub  EXCHB- 
QUER  had  received  many  valuable  sug- 
gestions  respecting  this  Bfll  from  variovB 
202 
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Members;  but,  like  the  present  proposed 
clauses,  they  were  quite  inapplicable.  Tbey 
were  no  doubt  very  desirable  things  to  be 
done,  but  not  calculated  to  be  introduced 
into  that  Bill.  Parliament  had  of  late 
very  properly  set  its  face  against  this  in- 
congruous style  of  legislation. 

The  Eaul  of  LINCOLN  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  thinking  that  the  proposed 
clauses  could  not  fitly  be  introduced  into 
the  Bill  then  before  the  House.  It  could 
not  be  denied,  however,  that  the  present 
was  the  fitting  time  for  carrying  out  the 
objects  embodied  in  those  clauses;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  take 
the  same  view,  and  devote  their  attention 
to  the  subject.  It  was  most  desirable,  not 
only  with  a  view  of  saving  the  public 
money,  but  also  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling and  encouraging  parties  to  spend 
their  money  in  Ireland  instead  of  investing 
it  iu  other  directions,  that  greater  facili- 
ties should  bo  granted  than  now  existed  for 
improving  land.  If  any  legal  Member  of 
the  Government  would  turn  his  attention 
to  the  subject,  he  had  strong  hopes  that 
a  Bill  for  carrying  this  object  into  effect 
might  bo  passed  in  the  present  Session. 
In  his  opinion  such  a  measure  ought  to  in- 
clude England  as  well  as  Ireland  iu  its 
provisions;  and  he  wuuld  rcconmiend  that 
the  measure  introduced  by  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  about  a  year  ago,  and  that 
brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire, two  years  ])reviously,  should  be  taken 
as  the  basis  of  legislation.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  an  effort  ought  to  be 
made  by  the  Government  to  take  advan- 
tage of  tlie  existing  feeling  with  resjieet 
to  Ireland,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
under  the  present  circumstances  such  a 
Bill  might  be  passed  tliis  Session. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CKAWFORD  con- 
curred in  the  proposition  uf  the  hon.  Mem- 
Iht  for  Limerick,  and  felt  desirous  of  im- 
pressing upon  the  Government  his  convic- 
tion that  the  only  way  to  give  extensive 
employment  would  be  to  promote  and  en- 
courage private  enterprise.  If  the  Go- 
vernment would  introduce  some  measure 
calculated  in  its  operation  to  throw  more 
capital  into  Ireland,  they  w«)uld  etVeet  a 
far  greater  amount  of  benefit  than  could 
be  realized  by  any  State  measure,  lie 
strongly  objected  to  the  .'34th  and  44th 
Clauses  in  the  Bill.  The  .JIth  gave  power 
to  the  owner  of  land  to  enter  upf  ^' 
holding  of  his  tenant,  whether  tin 
ant  riMuaiued  in  possession  under 


or  by  will,  and  order  improvements  with- 
out his  consent  being  obtained;  and  the 
44th  Clause  gave  the  Commissioners  power 
to  increase  the  rent  of  the  tenant  on  ae- 
count  of  such  improvements.  To  both  of 
these  clauses  he  entirely  objected;  and  he 
was  sure  if  any  proposition  could  tend  to 
embitter  yet  more  the  bad  feeling  which 
existed  between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland,  it  would  be  to  give  the  landlonl 
a  power  to  enter  the  occupation  of  his  ten- 
ant, and  increase  his  rent  on  account  of 
improvements  effected,  without  haying  first 
obtained  his  consent. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  would  introduce 
the  Bill  he  had  ])romised  as  early  in  the  en* 
suing  Session  as  possible,  and  that  the 
Government,  if  they  did  not  consider  a 
substitute  necessary,  would  put  it  into  such 
a  shape  as  in  their  estimation  might  prac- 
tically effect  the  object  in  view.  The  Go- 
vernment was  now  about  to  grant  assiat- 
ance  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  improTe 
their  estates,  partly  in  redemption  of  a 
promise  made  last  year,  and  partly  on  ac- 
count of  the  distress  which  prevailed  in  the 
country.  They  ought  not,  howcTer,  in 
doing  so,  to  overlook  the  necessity  of  paaa- 
ing  some  measures  calculated  to  stimulate 
and  encourage  private  enterprise.  If  anj 
such  Bill  were  brought  in,  cither  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  or  by  the  Go- 
vernment, he  hoi>ed,  were  it  even  for  no- 
velty sake,  all  parties  in  the  House  wouU 
unite  in  supporting  it. 

Mu.  AG  LI  ON  BY  concurred  in  the  ex- 
pression of  hope  indulged  in  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connell), 
that  a  Bill  of  the  nature  alluded  to  would 
be  brought  in ;  but  he  could  not  concur  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  hoping  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  would  be  the 
person  to  introduce  it.  lie  hoped  the  Uo- 
vernm(>nt  wuuld  take  u]>on  themselves  the 
task  of  introducing  the  Bill,  for  it  waa  one 
of  those  important  Acts  which  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  bring  into  the  House,  and 
respecting  which  individual  Members  had 
neither  th(>  machinery  at  command  nece^- 
sarv  for  the  purpo.ses  «»f  jireparation,  nor 
the  influence  to  carry  through  successfhllj. 
Then*  was  also  another  reason,  which  in 
his  mind  operated  as  an  additional  motive 
against  its  introduction  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick.  That  hon.  Gentleman 
would  only  ii*"l<  ^is  Bill  apply  t4)  Iri'land; 
'*'hile    if  •'  "^1     ut   brought   it  in« 

"^d  the  I  a  sound  one,  thcgr 

ley  and  Scc«^*  ^ 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  entirely  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  bad  just  sat 
down,  that  this  was  a  subject  which  could 
be  more  properly  dealt  with  by  the  Govern- 
ment than  by  an  individual  Member.  He 
fully  appreciated  the  great  impdrtance  of 
such  a  measure,  as  he  considered  any  mea- 
sures which  would  have  the  effect  of  en- 
couraging the  application  of  capital  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands  in 
that  country,  would  be  productive  of  much 
benefit;  but  he  hoped  the  House  would  re- 
collect that  although  nothing  was  more 
easy  than  to  give  expression  to  the  desira- 
bility of  such  a  measure,  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult for  the  Government  to  pledge  them- 
selves to  introduce  it  at  once.  In  the  course 
of  that  very  day  an  endeavour  had  been 
been  made  to  draw  the  Government  into  a 
pledge  to  introduce  no  less  than  three  Irish 
measures  within  the  present  Session.  [Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien:  And  why  not?]  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  "  Why  not  V  but  he 
would  take  leave  to  ask  him  whether  the 
Government  could  not  facilitate  Irish  mea- 
sures much  better  if  they  were  allowed  to 
go  through  the  business  now  before  the 
House,  rather  than  that  the  public  time 
should  be  wasted  by  discussions  upon  a 
great  variety  of  questions.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  introduce  the 
measure  this  Session;  but  he.  begged  to 
impress  upon  the  House,  and  more  espe- 
cially upon  Irish  Members,  that  the  endea- 
vour would  mainly  depend  upon  the  pro- 
gress which  they  might  be  able  to  make 
with  those  measures  which  they  considered 
more  immediately  necessary  to  meet  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  House  would  not  consider 
the  Government  was  indifferent  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  if  circumstances 
should  prevent  the  introduction  of  the  mea- 
sure this  Session.  It  was  his  mtention, 
with  the  assistance  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  to  fbond 
a  Bill  upon  the  suggestions  thrown  oat; 
but  he  hoped  the  House  would  not  force 
them  to  bring  in  the  measure  until  they 
had  ascertained  what  progress  had  been 
made  with  other  important  measures  di- 
rected to  the  improvement  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  more  OTERRALL  expressed 
the  deep  concern  he  felt  at  the  remarks 
which  some  hon.  Gentleman,  but  more 
especially  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck),  considered  it 
necessary  to  make  with  respect  to  the 
landed  proprietors  of  Ireland.  PerfaiqM  it 
was  not  generally  known  to  the  House  thftt 
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the  major  part  of  the  property  of  Irdtad 
was  settled,  and  that  ihe  sarings  froA 
estates  could  not  be  expended  on  impreve- 
ments,  without  deprivmg  the  younffsr 
branches  of  £unilies  of  their  proytsioni|p  ne 
was  acquainted  with  nuuiy  difficulties  wfaieb 
attended  the  introduction  of  a  BiU  of  Hum 
nature,  and  on  that  account  concurred  in 
thinking  the  duty  of  preparing  it  ouglit  to 
devoWe  upon  the  Government,  rather  diMi 
upon  an  individual  Member.  He  begged 
to  say,  in  answer  to  the  foul  imputatiiMMi 
which  had  been  cast  upon  the  landlords  In 
Ireland,  that  this  proposition  eame  bom 
them,  and  that,  if  it  wero  oppMed,  blame 
should  not  be  cast  upon  those  who  wen 
anxious  to  afford  every  facility  for  the  i&- 
yestment  of  capital  and  the  encoormgeiiieBt 
of  industry  in  that  portion  of  the  empira^ 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  that  under  *i 
clauses  objected  to  by  ihe  hon.  Member 
for  Rochdale  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  it  was  not 
necessary  to  give  notice  to  the  tenant.  It 
was  important  that  some  such  notice  shodd 
be  given,  so  as  to  enable  him  to  eome  be- 
fore the  eommisMoners  and  make  his  eb- 
iection.  It  was  a  strong  power  to  give  the 
landlord  to  go  upon  a  man's  land  (who 
might  perhaps  hold  it  under  lease)  witiiont 
his  consent,  and  a  still  stronger  power  lo 
charge  the  tenant  with  a  sum  for  unprofO- 
moments  without  his  consent. 

Mb.  VESEY  said,  that  before  an  ami- 
cation  could  be  made  to  the  Boara  If 
Works  for  a  loan,  plans  snd  speeifiealitfta 
of  the  land  must  be  sent  np  to  diem.  TIa 
tenant  could  not  hare  a  better  notice  ef 
ihe  intention  of  the  landlord,  than  his  seal- 
ing persons  to  make  sneh  a  survey.  The 
34th  and  44ih  Clauses  were  necessaiy,  to- 
cause  the  occupiers  of  land  in  Irdand  4U 
not  always  see  the  advantage  of  fanpnire- 
ments;  and  if  iheir  consent  were  neeessanr 
to  the  survey,  and  to  ihe  increased  niS^ 
ihey  would  oppose  both. 

YMOOUHT  liB  WRY  did  not  olgeet  to  lii 
danse;  hnt  he  was  anxioos  to  state  iiA, 
wiih  respect  to  the  trust  in  iriudi  he  1f|(s 
himsdf  concerned,  ihat  nnlesa  a  ehnM 
nmilar  to  that  alluded  to  was  Introilnoist, 
he  very  much  feared  the  monej  wouH^ 
invested  in  England. 

Clause  nesatived. 

Yiscouirr  COURTBNAT  moved  the  fe^ 
sertion  of  a  clause,  to  enable  eorporale  eo4» 
panics  to  borrow  monej  to  the  improvamw 
of  knd  in  Lnbad  for  the  pnrpeaes  of  ttts 
Act.  ThemMeLoffdohsMrved^tlmigreetK- 
nefit  would  aeeme  to  the  eosntqr  goneoSr 
fnmi  dm  ineveeeed  snplqfineBt  wUni  i^^ 
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be  afforded  to  the  people,  if  public  compa- 
mes  were  enabled  to  enlarge  the  sphere  of 
their  operations.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
report  of  the  operations  of  the  company 
ostablished  for  the  improvement  of  waste 
lands  in  Ireland,  by  which  it  appeared  that 
on  one  of  the  company's  estates  in  Sligo, 
no  persons  had  to  seek  employment  on  the 
public  works,  neither  was  there  a  single 
mstancc  in  which  recourse  had  been  had 
to  the  workhouse;  but  that  all  had  con- 
ducted themselves  in  a  peaceable  and  or- 
derly manner,  in  the  hope  that  better  days 
might  soon  arrive.  He  was  aware  that  the 
same  state  of  things  existed  on  tlie  other 
estates  of  the  comj)any;  and  that  fact  for- 
tified him  in  the  belief  that  similar  results 
might  attend  the  operations  of  other  com- 
panies, if  they  had  facilities  afforded  them 
to  give  employment. 

Clause  read  a  first  time.  On  the  ques- 
tion that  it  be  read  a  second  time, 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tiik  EXCHE- 
QUER opposed  the  insertion  of  the  clause, 
on  the  ground  that  he  could  not  recognise 
any  necessity  to  depart  from  the  original 
provisions  of  the  Act.  Ho  did  not  deny 
the  great  exertions  which  the  company 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord  had  made; 
but  he  begged  to  say,  that  under  the  first 
Act  of  last  Session,  thoy  might  borrow 
from  the  Loan  Conmiissioners,  and  repay 
the  amount  in  twenty  years.  If  public 
companies  were  in  a  position,  according  to 
tlieir  own  Acts,  to  borrow,  they  came  un- 
der the  provisions  of  this  Act ;  but  the 
present  Bill  was  not  the  proper  vehicle  for 
amending  former  Acts. 

Viscount  COURTENAY  considered  tliat 
the  great  object  of  the  Landed  Property 
Bill  was  to  give  emplovment  to  the  people; 
and  he,  for  one,  had  never  looked  upon  it 
as  a  Bill  to  bt^nefit  landlords,  further  than 
they  might  naturally  be  supposed  to  be 
benefited  by  the  process  of  that  enijdoy- 
ment.  As  it  was  his  desire  t«)  facilitate 
the  progress  of  the  (iovernment  measures 
for  Ireland,  ln»  would  not  occupy  the  public 
time  by  pressinjr  for  a  division ;  but  would 
content  himself  l>y  expressing  a  h<»})e  that 
when  the  (Jovernnient  introduced  tlieir  mea- 
sure for  the  reelaniatiiui  of  waste  lands, 
they  would  not  overlook  sdine  provisions  nf 
the  sort. 

M(»tion  negatived. 

The  Earl  of  LIXCOLN  <d»served,  that 
he  r«»se  for  tin*  purpo^^e  of  ni(»vin;^  the 
Amendment  to  the  "jth  Clause,  of  which  he 
had  already  given  notice.  The  clause  had 
reference  to  the  erection  of  corn  inills  and 


other  buildings  of  an  agricultural  cliane- 
ter.  He  opposed  the  principle  of  Chyrem- 
ment  giving  grants  of  money  on  loan  for 
such  purposes,  on  the  ground  that  there 
was  not  any  enterprise  that  required  leu 
encouragement  than  the  erection  of  com 
mills.  On  the  occasion  of  his  recent  Tisit 
to  Ireland,  he  had  seen  a  CTeat  number  of 
streams,  independently  of  the  larger  rirera^ 
upon  which  com  mills  were  now  in  coune 
of  erection  by  private  enterprise,  in  the 
belief  that  a  larger  demand  would  in  future 
be  made  upon  that  produce  for  home  con- 
sumption than  heretofore.  An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, not  at  present  in  the  House,  had 
informed  him  he  had  that  morning  received 
plans  for  the  erection  of  a  mill  upon  his 
estate  at  a  cost  of  2,000?.,  for  inycstmcnt; 
but  that  he  could  not  decide  upon  them 
until  he  knew  whether  this  clause  would 
become  law  or  not.  That  fact,  he  suh- 
m  it  ted,  was  enough  to  show  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  doing  harm  instead  of 
good,  if  they  lent  money  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  corn  mills.  The  noble  Lord  was 
about  to  proceed  with  his  obscn'ations, 
but 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER begged  his  noble  Friend  would  not 
charge  him  with  discourtesy  if  he  request- 
ed he  would  postpone  the  conclusion  of  his 
remarks  to  another  opportunity.  It  was 
then  ten  minutes  to  six  o'clock,  the  hour 
at  which  the  Speaker  would  hare  to  leare 
the  chair ;  and  as  there  was  vet  remaimng 
a  quantity  of  private  business  to  dispose 
of,  he  would  propose  that  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  report  be  postponed  untQ 
to-morrow.  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
ExeluHjuer)  had  some  Amendments  to  pro- 
posi',  which  he  w(»uld  have  been  happy  to 
have  hn>ught  up;  but  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  insist  upon  such  long  discussions,  it 
would  he  inip(»ssihle  to  make  any  but  the 
slowest  pmgress.  Tnless  some  prirato 
business  were  now  disjmsed  of,  the  Rail- 
way Coinmittees  would  be  unable  to  pro- 
ceed with  their  labours. 

The  Kahl  of  LINCOLN  expressed  his 
willingness  to  meet  the  views  of  the  right 
h(»n.  (ionth'uiaii.  Furth<.*r  consideration  of 
the  report  adjourned  aecordingly. 

House  adjiiurned  at  Six  o'clock. 


H  0  r  S  K 
llntrjtihiy. 


0  F    L  0  R  D  S, 
.lAinA  11,  1S47. 
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PMTiTfoift  Pebsbhtbo.  From  KingrtoiHtfaii-HuIli 
AatlmilaUng  the  Poor  Law  of  IitUnd  to  that  of  lof- 
land.— rrom  Monaghaa.  agaiiut  tha  Pnatiia  af  fMaff 
Out-4oor  ReliaT.— rrom  TwyvardiwCh  and  odMr  plaem* 
tat  tha  Repaal  of  tha  Poor  RemoTal  Act— From  StoiN 
oB-the-WoId,  finr  AltaratUm  of  tha  Uw  of  Sattknait. 


{IIAIOR 11}  BwforU.  nW 

tent  indiridiiallyy  Mid  wira  nol  aft  ill  OMb- 
tribuftori  to  tbe  diipeoMffj  or  rdief  ftnidf 
in  the  dittrict.  ThonoUoLordtluminoiTad; 
for  returns  of  the  number  of  penone  1 
ported  within  the  lait  ten  yeen. 


BANKRUPTCY  AND  INSOLVENCY  BILL. 
Lord  BROUGHAM  stated,  that  he  had 
sent  a  copy  of  his  Bankruptcy  and  Insol- 
vency Biu  to  every  commissioner  in  the 
country,  with  a  view  to  eliciting  their  opin- 
ions on  the  subject.  Those  learned  persons 
had  suggested  several  alterations,  whiok 
he  had  embodied  in  a  new  Bill.  He  there- 
fore begged  leave  to  withdraw  the  original 
Bill,  and  to  substitute  the  amended  one  for 
it.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  laid  the 
Bill  upon  the  Table,  and  it  was  read  a 
first  time. 

POOR  LAWS  (IRELAND). 

Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  a  peti- 
tion  from  the  corporation  of  Kugston- 
upon-Hull,  complaining  that  the  rate- 
payers of  that  town,  in  addition  to  main- 
taining their  own  poor,  were  obliged  to  ex- 
pend considerable  sums  in  supporting  Irish 
paupers.  The  petitioners  alleged  thist  the 
Irish  landlords  did  not  do  their  part 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  poor»  and 
prayed  that  Parliament  would  eompd 
them  to  do  so  by  passing  a  permanent  uid 
effective  Poor  Law  for  Ireland.  Lord 
Coke  said  that  corporations  had  no  con« 
science,  and  perhaps  some  of  their  Lord* 
ships  might  think  the  conduct  of  the  pre- 
sent petitioners  confirmed  the  justice  of 
the  remark;  for,  not  content  widi  prajinsr 
for  a  Poor  Law  for  Ireland,  they  pray^ed 
that  its  administration  might  not  oe  in* 
trusted  exclusively  to  Irishmen,  lest  it 
should  not  be  impartially  oanied  into 
effect.  It  certainly  appeared  that  the  pe- 
titioners' apprehensions  on  this  score  were 
in  some  respect  justifiable  ;  for  he  had  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  a  Baronel 
residing  in  the  sister  kingdom  eompUning 
of  the  unfair  mode  of  rating  adopted  under 
the  existing  law,  whereby  the  owner  of 
270  acres  was  made  to  pay  as  much  as  the 
owner  of  1,000  acres.  There  were,  be 
said,  4,G77  acres  in  the  distriet,  of  wbioh 
2,800  were  not  represented  by  any  eontri* 
bution  to  any  fund  for  the  relief  of  the 
poorer  inhabitants;  3,500  had  paid  for  thai 
purpose,  1,039  were  in  Chancery,  wUb  no 
facility  for  contributing  anything;  and 
1,500  were  in  the  hands  of  abscnteeii,  wb6 
had  only  contributed  to  $,  teiy  tiifliBf  6X- 


EXPORTS. 
The  Earl  of  ELLENBOBOUGH  said, 
ihat  in  moving  recently  for  some  retoma 
relative  to  timde  and  navigation,  he  ob- 
served, that  whikt  our  exports  of  eottoBp 
linen,  and  woollen  mann&otores  had  fUka 
off  during  the  last  year,  the  exports  of  sBk 
manufactures  appeared  to  be  stationarr,  tf 
not  to  have  increased  in  amount.  He  Bad 
since  received  infbrmadon  whieh  indneej 
him  now  to  move  for  another  retnm,  to 
whieh  he  antidpated  no  objeetion.  H« 
was  given  to  understand  tiiat  a  lam  tjpm^ 
dty  of  bandanas  was  annnally  mportit 
into  this  country,  of  whieh  only  aboat  0M» 
Aird  was  retain^  for  home  eoosnmptiani 
and  the  remainder,  alter  bong  ftained  aal 
stamped — a  small  process  of  manufaeiwe 
•—were  exported.  The  baadaaas  thva  es» 
ported,  instead  of  appearing  in  the  •»* 
counts  under  the  heaid  of  eokmial  nep* 
ohandise,  were  entered  aa  British 
fisctures.  The  amonnt  of  baadaaai 
exported  was  very  large.  The  total  valos 
of  the  silk  manufaotores  exported  in  1814^ 
18M,  and  1846,  was  2,340,0(XM.  i  IrH  h 
Uiat  sum  was  included  the  vafaie  ef  Ai 
bandanas  exported  alker  bdng  etafant 
which  amounted  to  no  less  than  1,461  »O0bfc 
Dedueting  the  latter  sum  from  die  tB/mmj^ 
it  would  appear  that  the  total  vibia  irf 

British  sUk  maritifa(?tureA  exported  m  the 
three  yearft  1844,  1845,  and  1846,  was 
only  879,000 ^  It  was  worthy  of  chser^ 
vation  thai  the  principle  on  which  bandanas 
wereelassed  with  British  nianufactureA  was 
not  universally  applied ;  for  thrown  silk, 
which  under weut  some  trifling  process  of 
manufisetnre  in  this  country,  appeured  in 
the  offieial  accounts  under  the  lic^d  of 
eokmial  mauufactm-Qs.  It  wus  desirable 
thai  the  wm^  principle  should  be  applied 
in  all  analo^oua  cases*  In  order  that  a 
eorreot  statement  of  facts,  as  regtii^di^d  the 
ezportalioti  of  ftilV^  might  be  bnnigbt  hofore^ 
the  House,  be  liegged  tn  move  for  uii  jim- 
eouBt  of  ihi3  vtklu^  of  manufncturcfl  ailk  ex* 
ported  in  ihe  years  1844,  184.";,  and  184(3,^ 
oiatinguiahtng  tho  valud  of  banrknasi. 

The  Bakl  of  CLARENBOX  believed"; 
that  the  lt;Lt4^mL^[it  of  the  noble  KtLrl  vros^ 
eorfuet  as  to  a  Urge  quantity  of  bun  J  an  as  ^ 
beiajg  iaiported   into   this  country  to   baJV 
suljeelNM  to  eome  process  of  manufacture! 
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which  they  could  not  receive  in  India,  and 
afterwards  exported  as  British  manufac- 
tures. He  believed  that  this  was  done  in 
accordance  with  a  legal  decision.  No  ob- 
jection existed  to  the  production  of  the  re- 
turns moved  for  by  the  noble  Earl. 
Returns  ordered. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND). 

The  Duke  of  BUCKINGHAM  wished 
to  know  whether  the  information  which  he 
had  moved  for  on  a  previous  evening,  re- 
lative to  public  works  in  Ireland,  would 
shortly  be  produced  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  he  had  been  in  communication  with 
Colonel  Jones,  who  informed  him  that  the 
most  material  facts  referred  to  in  the  noble 
Duke's  Motion  wore  already  printed  in  the 
blue  book.  The  state  of  the  works  was 
varying  daily,  and  therefore  it  was  ob- 
viously impossible  to  make  any  satisfactory 
return  upen  that  point,  for  a  return  for 
one  week  would  give  no  idea  of  the  state 
of  things  for  the  week  })receding,  or  the 
one  following.  The  clerks  in  the  depart- 
ment were  already  overworked,  and  it  was 
desirable  not  to  impose  upon  them  the  ob- 
ligation of  making  returns  of  information 
which  was  already  before  the  House  in 
another  shape.  The  noble  Marquess  sub- 
sequently added,  that  he  had  made  further 
inquiries  respecting  Captain  Wynne's  state- 
ment, and  had  to  state  to  their  Lord- 
ships, first,  that  the  returns  which  had 
been  moved  for  of  the  namos  of  the  men 
employed  upon  the  })ublic  works  in  the 
county  of  Clare  who  had  been  struck  oif 
the  lists  by  that  ofticer,  could  not  be  fur- 
nished, for  this  very  sufficient  reason — 
that  the  relief  connnittces  did  not  take  the 
nanu!S  of  all  the  men  so  employed,  and 
consequently  could  not  possibly  furnish  the 
names  of  those  struck  otf ;  secondly,  that 
Captain  Wynne,  althouji^h  not  now  cni- 
plnytMl  in  that  part  of  Ireland,  was  em- 
ployed in  another  part,  namely,  in  the 
county  of  (ialwny,  where  he  had  the  entire 
confidence  of  (lovernnient.  He  felt  bound 
also  to  state,  in  justice  to  Captain  Wynne, 
that  tw(»  ofiicers.  i»ne  helont^ing  to  the 
Navy  and  the  other  to  the  Army,  had  been 
employed  as  inspectors  in  the  commissariat ' 
department  in  tbe  county  of  Clare,  and  had 
fully  corroborated  the  statement  of  Captain 
Wynne. 

Lord  BROUlMIA.M  suspected  it  would  , 
be  less  difficult  to  furnish  tiie  names  of  | 
those  who  imd  nut  been  employed  on  the  I 
public  works  than  of  those  who  had. 
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JUVENILE  OFFENDERS. 
Lord  BROUGHAM  then  moved  for  a 
copy  of  the  committal,  and  tbe  eiamination 
upon  which  the  committal  web  made,  of 
four  boys  named  Jones,  Cook,  Rogers  and 
Langdon,  who  had  been  committed  for 
trial  by  a  magistrate  in  Middlesex  for  a 
felony.  The  felony  consisted  in  having  in 
a  frolic  taken  a  cap  from  the  head  of  one 
of  their  comrades,  a  boy  10  years  of  age, 
and  thrown  it  into  a  field  ;  and  the  worthy 
ma^strate,  before  whom  the  case  was 
brought,  thought  ho  could  not  do  better, 
in  order  to  show  liow  active  he  was  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duty,  than  commit  them 
for  felony.  Tliey  had  been  two  or  three 
weeks  in  prison  when  the  case  came  on  for 
trial,  and  the  graud  jury  threw  out  the 
bill  with  indignation.  He  (Lord  Brou- 
gham) would  like  to  know  the  name  of  the 
magistrate  ;  he  was  certainly  unfit  for  hia 
office  if  he  was  in  the  habit  of  exercising 
his  discretion  in  such  an  injudicious  man- 
ner as  this. — Return  ordered. 

CUSTODY  OF  PRISONERS  AND  OF 

OFFENDERS  BILLS. 
Earl  GREY  moved  the  Third  Reading 
of  these  Bills. 

Loud  BROUGHAM  said,  ho  had  great 
doubts  whether  transportation  could  be 
safely  dispensed  with  in  Ireland.  He  had 
been  informed  that  transportation  was  re- 
gnrded  with  salutary  dread  by  the  people 
of  Ireland,  particularly  if  it  was  speedily 
executed  ;  that  when  the  prisoner  was  re- 
moved from  the  dock  on  conviction  and 
immediately  conpisTne^l  to  transportation*  it 
influenced  the  people  of  Ireland  a  great 
deal  more  than  any  other  kind  of  secondary 
punishment. 

Karl    CJKEY   remarked,  that   even   if 

the  (lovcrninent  were  wrong  in  abolishing 

transportation    permanently,   it  would  be 

absolutely  necessary  to  make  a  temporary 

jjrovision  for  the  reception  of  such  conviota 

in  the  meantime,  because,  as  he  had  already 

sbown,  it  was  impossible  to  accommodate 

tbeni  in  Van  Uicmen's  Land.  The  passing 

of   the    liill  now    before    their    Lordships 

I  would  <rive  the   Government  power  which 

j  tlicy   did    not  at  juesent  possess  to  send 

<  them  to  Bermuda  and  (libraltar. 


Bills  read  a  tbird  time  and  pas^ed. 
House  adjounu-d. 

HOUSE    i>F    COMMOXS, 
JArmsv''  r  J/an-A  11.  1847. 

MirviTRs.]     N-  ^**'  Lewd,   r.  Sir  lloml 

Clphififtonr 
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Petitions  Priskntkd,  By  Mr.  Brotherton,  firom  Exeter 
and  Sampford  Courtenay  (Devon),  against  the  Use  of 
Grain  in  Breweries  and  Distilleries.— By  Mr.  Chute,  fh>m 
Swanton  Morley  and  Worthing,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty 
on  Malt.— By  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  fh>m 
West  Morley,  respecting  Remuneration  to  Tax  Assessors 
and  Collectors,— By  Mr.  S.  Crawford,  ftrom  Rochdale, 
for  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Tea.— By  Captain  Pechell, 
from  Bradford,  for  Repeal  of  the  Anatomy  Act. — By  Sir 
G.  Strickland,  from  Preston,  for  Inquiry  repecting  Cotton 
(India).— By  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  from  Manchester,  for 
Alteration  of  the  Law  relating  to  Forestalling,  Ac— By 
Mr.  S.  Crawford,  from  Landholders  of  the  Counties  of 
Down,  Antrim,  and  Armagh,  for  Postponement  of  the 
Landed  I»roperty  (Ireland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  S.  Crawford, 
from  several  places,  for  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland). — By  Mr.  T.  Dunoombe, 
ffom  a  Public  Meeting,  held  at  the  Literary  Institution, 
Tottenham-court-road,  London,  for  the  Restoration  of 
Poland.— By  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  other  Hon.  Members, 
from  several  places,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ire- 
land).— By  Mr.  Christopher,  from  Wainfleet,  and  Mr. 
Wawn,  from  Hartlepool,  in  Favour  of  the  Ports,  Har- 
bours, &c..  Bill  (1846).— By  Mr.  Ewart,  flrom  several 
places,  for  Abolition  of  the  Punishment  of  Death. — By 
Mr.  Kcmble,  from  Peter  Page,  of  East  Sheen,  Mortlake, 
for  Alteration  of  the  Railway  Clauses  Consolidation  Act. 
—By  Mr.  Hume,  from  Dartford,  Crayford,  and  Bexley, 
against  the  Payment  of  the  Russian-Dutch  Loan.— By 
Dr.  Bowring  and  other  Hon.  Members,  from  a  great  many 
places,  for  referring  National  Disputes  to  Arbitration. 

THE  MEIICUANT  SEAMEN'S  FUND. 

Mu.  HUME,  seeing  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  his  place,  in- 
quired whether  Government  had  as  yet 
made  up  their  mind  with  respect  to  the 
propriety  of  appointing  a  commission  to 
take  into  consideration  the  subject  of  the 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  and,  if  so,  when 
that  commission  would  sit  ? 

Mu.  MILNER  GIBSON  replied  that 
the  entire  subject  was  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government,  who  had  come  to 
the  decision  of  appointing  a  commission, 
wliich  he  believed  would  sit  immediately. 

THE  RELIEF  WORKS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  S.  O'BRIEN  inquired  whether  it 
won;  tlie  intentitm  of  the  Government  that 
tlio  circular  to  the  relief  committee,  which 
had  just  been  i.ssued  under  the  signature 
of  Mr.  Ilcdington,  should  be  the  sole  guide 
to  such  committees  respecting  the  time  at 
which  persons  employed  on  the  public 
works  were  to  leave  oil"? 

Mr.  LABOUCIIERE  replied,  that  the 
Treasury  had  issued  directions  of  a  very 
precise  character  to  the  Board  of  Works 
witli  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
number  of  men  engaged  in  the  public 
works  should  be  diminished.  The  minute 
containing  those  directions  would  be  very 
soon  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
every  hon.  Member  would  then  be  in  a  po- 
sition to  understand  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  this  subject. 


Mr.  P.  SCROPE  was  anxious  to  know 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
issued  any  directions  respecting  the  treat- 
ment, during  this  calamitous  season,  of 
those  whose  parents  or  natural  protectors 
might  be  committed  to  prison  for  offences 
of  any  kind.  The  propriety  of  asking  the 
question  was  suggested  to  him  by  reading 
in  the  papers  an  account  of  a  poor  woman 
who  had  been  imprisoned  for  stealing  some 
article  of  food  for  herself  and  her  children, 
and,  on  being  released,  she  found  her  chil- 
dren dead.  He  believed  a  similar  occur- 
rence had  taken  place  at  Cork.  Ho  wished 
to  know  whether  any  provision  had  been 
made  for  the  future  care  of  the  families  of 
persons  committed  to  prison  to  prevent 
their  being  starved  to  death. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  given  notice  of 
his  intention  to  ask  the  question.  He 
could  only  say  that  such  cases  as  those  al- 
luded to  by  the  hon.  Member,  were  the  very 
ones  to  which  the  relief  committees  should 
first  apply  their  attention.  He  was  not 
aware,  however,  that  any  special  directions 
had  been  issued  on  the  subject. 

LEGACY  DUTY. 
Dr.  bowring  drew  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  petition  which  he  presented 
some  evenings  since,  from  Sir  Thomas 
Mackdougal  Brisbane,  of  Brisbane  and  Mu- 
kerston.  Baronet,  G.C.B.,  and  William 
Malcolm  Fleming,  of  Barocban,  two  of  the 
executors  acting  under  the  will  of  the  de- 
ceased Henry  Douglas,  Esq.,  late  of  Patna, 
Bengal,  East  Indies.  The  petitioners  com- 
plained that  in  their  capacity  of  executors, 
they  had  been  compelled  to  pay  to  the 
Comptroller  of  Legacy  Duties  in  Edin- 
burgh, on  account  of  duties  which  they 
contended  were  not  properly  exigible,  the 
sum  of  9,284?.  65.  4d.  The  facts  of  the 
case  were  to  bo  found  in  the  petition, 
which  had  been  printed  by  order  of  the 
House,  and  were  as  follows : — 

"  Henry  Douglas  was  a  native  of  Scotland,  and 
went  in  very  early  life  to  the  E^t  Indies,  where 
ho  spent  the  rest  of  his  life,  and  realized  a  lam 
fortune.  In  the  year  1770,  he  was  nominateda 
writer  on  the  Bengal  Presidency ;  and  on  the  11th 
day  of  April,  1780,  he  was  appointed  to  the  ser* 
vice  of  the  Ilonourablo  East  India  Company,  in 
which  service  he  remained  until  the  1st  day  of 
May,  1830,  when  he  resigned  the  service,  receiv- 
ing the  usual  pension  from  the  Company.  After 
his  resignation,  he  continued  to  reside  at  Patna 
until  his  death,  which  took  place  at  Patna,  on  the 
18th  day  of  November,  1839. 

"By  his  last  will  and  testament,  dated  the 
14th  day  of  October,  1837,  the  said  Henry  Doug- 
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Ins  Appointed  tho  ]>ctitionen,  who,  at  that  time,  t  exigible,  made  payment  to  the  Stamp  (NBm  ia 
reHid(Ml  in  Great  Britain,  and  also  William  I^m-    Edinburgh  of  69,284/.  ft*,  id.,  being  the  mm — ^ 
bort,  George  King,  and  ALiior  Charles  Rogers,  ,  calculated  according  to  the  rates  exigible  ott 
who,  at  that  time,  resided  in  India,  his  executors  ; 
and,  after  making  certain  H|)eeinl  be<iuet«ts,  hu 
directed  that  the  residue  of  his  ostrato  should  be 

divided  among  several  residuary  legatees,  some  of  _  _ 

whom  were  relations,  and  others  not,  and  some  of  I  the  IIouso  of  Lords,  a  writ  of  error  from'tha 
whom  resided  in  Indui,  and  others  in  Great  Bri-  ■  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Seotland, 


the 

different  slmrcs  of  the  residuary  legatees  in  tiw 
said  sum  of  154,738/.  17i.  id. 

**  At  tho  tinio  the  said  correspondenoe  took 
phice,  in  September,  1841,  there  waa  pending  in 


tain, 

"  Ilenrj'  Douglas  was,  at  the  time  of  his  death, 
domiciled  at  Patna,  and,  indeed,  he  had  never 
once  visited  Great  ])ritain  during  his  long  resi- 
dence of  upwards  of  sixty  years  in  India.  Hut 
from  time  to  time  during  his  lifetime,  he  had  in- 
vested large  sums  of  money  in  the  public  ftinds  of 
Great  Britain  ;  and,  at  tho  time  of  his  death,  he 
was  iKiHHessed  of  divers  sums  secured  in  the  pub- 
lic funds,  amounting  in  value  to  154,738/.  17<.  id. 
sterling  money. 

"William  I^mbert,  George  King,  and  Major 
Cliarles  Rogers  proceeded  to  administer  tho  es- 
tate in  India  :  and  the  p<»titioners,  being  resident    a 

in  this  country,  obtained  a  probate  of  the  will  of  |  hearing  was  ordere<l,  not  in  consequence  of 
Jlenry  Douglas  from  the  PriTogative  Court  of  the  j  Ix>rdships  entertaining  any  dit&culty  in  the  qnee- 
Arehbishop  of  Caiiterburj-,  on  the  11th  day  of;  tion  at  issue,  but  because  of  its  importuico  nnd 
April,  IS40,  and  subsequently  realized  the  said  |  extensive  application,  as  will  appear  from  tho 
CNtate  in  this  country,  and  divided  the  same  ,  judgment  of  the  J. on  I  Chancellor,  doUrered  wbaa 
among,  an<l  remitted  the  same  to  or  among  the  ,  tlu^  cause  was  further  heard  in  February,  1845. 
residuary  legatees,  but  retaining  a  sum  e<juivalent  j  Ili'^  LonUhip  said — "  I  think  it  proper  to  state 
to  what  would  I»e  the  amount  of  tho  legsiey  duty,  that  it  was  not  from  any  serious  doubt  or  diOoolty 
in  case  Ie;;acy  duty  should  be  ehargeable  thereon,  j  which  we  considered  to  be  inherent  in  this  aue»- 

"  On  the  2iid  day  of  SoptemlKfr,  1841,  the  i>eti-  ',  tion  in  the  fonnor  argument  tliat  we  thougnt  it 
tioners  received  an  applieatiDU  from  the  Comj)-  I  right  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Judges,  but  it  waa 
troller  of  lA>gacy  Duties  in  London,  to  render  an  .  on  arcount  of  its  extensive  nature ;  and,  bccauaa 
iccoinit  of  the  ])ersonal  CHt^ite  of  Henry  Dou;rlari  I  though  tho  (luestion  a]>plied  only  to  SooUand  in 


in  a  cause  '  Thomson  v.  Her  Majesty's  Adroeata 
General,'  in  wliich  the  question  at  issue  was, 
wlu>thcr  personal  estate,  situated  in  Crreat  Britain, 
l)elonging  to  a  native  of  Great  Britain,  who  i 
domiciled  in  one  of  tho  British  Colonies,  « 
was  not,  chargeahlo  with  legacy  duty  ;  am 
siderable  ])i'ogress  Imd  been  nude  in  the 
and  it  liad  actiuilly  been  set  down  for  hearing  at 
the  time  tho  application  was  made  for  the  legacy 
duty. 

"  This  causo  was  heard  bcforo  the  House  of 
I^rds  in  August,  1H42,  and  was  directed  to  stand 
over  for  further  hearing  in  tho  presence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Judges  of  England ;  and  this  further 


to  tluj  Office  of  Stamps  and  Taxes,  in  onh'r  that 
the  clear  residue  there(jf  might  be  aKcertained, 
and  the  proper  duty  thereon  assessc<l  and  paid. 


the  form  in  which  it  was  presenteil  to  your  Lwd- 
shipH*  IlfiuMe,  it  did,  in  reality  and  in  substanee^ 
.ijiply  to  the  whole  Empire — not  only  to  Great 


On  thelUh  day  of  Sept4MnlK>r,  1841,  Messrs.  I  Britain,  but  in  substance  to  Ireland,  and  Co  all 
Hunter,  CampMlA-  Co.,  of  the  city  of  Edin-  |  the  British  poss4>ssions.' 
burgh,  writers  to  the  siirnet,  as  agents  of  the  '  '*  The  cau^e  was  further  heard  on  the  18th  day 
pi»titionerM  in  Edinburgh,  in  answer  t»>  this  appli-  !  of  Kcbru:iry,  184'>,  when,  without  calling  on  tilt 
cation,  wmte  and  sent,  to  the  Coni]>troller  of.eounsrl  of  Thomson,  the  plaintiff  in  error,  to 
L<*gary  Duties  in  Edinburgh,  a  letter,  containing  ■  ri>ply,  and  after  receiving  a  uimniniou»  opiiiloB 
a  statement  of  the  facts,  and  submitting  their  fi'om  Her  Majerty's  Judges  prcKont,  to  the  eflbet 
opinion,  tiiat,  under  the  eireuniNtaneeh,  lt>;:acy  tliat  legacy  duty  wan  not  exigible,  their  Lordships 
duty  was  not  exigible,  for  that  *  the  jirintMjile  of'  iravo  judgm<>nt  in  favour  of  the  plaintiff  in  error, 
law  is  that  a  testator  has  all  his  iwrMouRl  proi)erty  I  thereby  dii'laring  that  the  liability  of  pcmonal 
beside  him  at  his  diMth  :'  and  in  the  said  letter  ■  estate  to  h'gacy  duty  deitcmU  on  the  domicile  of 
the  haid  Mi'SMrs.  Hunter,  CamplN'll  ^  Co.  wrote  !  the  ti'stator.  or  intestate,  at  the  time  of  his 
further  as  follows,  viz.  : — '  \V»'  l)eir  ymir  attentinn  I  dt-ath. 

in  tin*  i'"n>i»liTatit»n  of  the  ^lUi'-^litMi  ti>  the  rei*ent  •  " 'J'iie  jM-titinners  and  their  agents,  at  the  time 
•l«M"i'*i<>!i'«  in  tiie  K\('lu'iiuer  Court  in  Knirlaml  in  .•«i- I  tln'y  paid  tin*  ^aid  duties,  wen»  ignorant  of  the 
milar  ear*e>,  as  we  under<«tanfi  tliat  tiiey  ^npiNirt  '  taet  that  the  e.-ixe  of  '  Thomiion  i'.  tho  Advocate 


the  vii'W  that  we  havi»  subniitttMi.' 

'•  On  the  lOth  day  oi'  Septend»er,  If^U,  the 
< 'nnipi roller  r.ni».eil  an  an>wer  to  be  siMit  to  the 
Mi*>srs.  Hunter,  ('aniphell  A-  ''o.,  to  the  etfeel 
that  he  held  it  to  he  free  from  all  doubt  that  your 
|M«titioners,  at  e\»MMit«ir-.  ^*vr  liable  for  lei:aey 
duty  '  n|Hin  all  the  finals  situated  in  this  roun- 
iry,  and  appropriated  and  divided  by  tln'm  untier 
the  l'.m:Ii''h  prolian*  anionL' the  h'uate*"*.' 

'•  TIh'  |Mlitioiiers,  no:  Im  iii»'  >ati-{ied  <»f  their 
liability  lo  pay  the  lintio  riaiiiied.  delayed  iloing 
Ml  for  >oine  tnii"  ;  luit  ath-r  lliey  had  r>'eei\ed 
furlh'i"  urL'eiit  appliralion-  liireaHiiiiiL'  jMoi-ved- 
inu"*  a::aiii«t  lii>  in  tor  tin'  il'itii'-t  e!a lined,  and 
|H'iialt;e>:     tlie\.  oa    the    P.kIi   i|.i\    of  .laniiar>. 

I*»-I'-',  i!i  onl- r   to  avoid  the   pnu dmi:"'  tiireat- 

rned.  and  the  penalties  to  which  they  micht  have 
liorn  li:iblp  bail  the  duties  claimed  been  proiwrly 


General '  was  in  de|>«'ndence  bi*(i>re  the  House  of 
lAirdn.  Hut  the  ( 'omnd'^'doners  of  Stamps  and 
Taxes,  and  their  othrcrs  euL'agcd  in  the  colicction 
«»f  the  said  revenue,  were  not  only  aware  of  thi«, 
hut  the  Solieitor  for  .stamps  and  Taxt>N  acted  as 
the  soliiii«.r  for  Her  Maje-^iy's  AdvtK*ate  Gmeral 
in  the  said  eauM> :  and  iluring  the  time  the  said 
cause  f.f  '  rhoni!H)n  r.  Her  Majesty's  Adrucalo 
( Mineral'  was  in  de|H>iidenee  in  the  Housr  of 
l.onN.  iiunierou>  eas*".  of  elaims  for  legacy  duty 
on  the  >ueee>i<ioii  of  native?*  of  (ireat  Britain 
dyiuL'  don  lie  I  led  in  the  liriti^h  colonies,  nr  elso- 
wlni*"  abn^id.  wrre  nmler  di>i*u«»iiin,  and  iho 
<  'oMiiiii'"«ioner.s  of  S[.ani|is  and  Taxes  allowM  inch 
elaiiii^  to  Hi.iiid  o\er  until  the  iMn^^**  of  *  Tlionision 
r.  lii-r  M;ijeHty\  AdvtM'ate  tien(*nr  nan  dispotcd 
of:  and.  after  it  w.m  m»  disposed  of  in  Febnury. 
l''4*t.  the  (  ommi'^sioners  abandoned,  or  did  not 
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further  insist  on,  tho  claims  which  were  allowed 
so  to  stand  over, 

"  After  the  judgment  in  tho  writ  of  error  was 
pronounced,  the  petitioners  consulted  an  eminent 
counsel,  Mr.  (now  Commissioner)  Burge,  who  ad- 
vised them  to  memorialize  the  Commissioners  of 
Stamps  and  Taxes  for  a  restitution  of  tho  said 
sum  of  d,284/.  6«.  4^/. ;  at  the  same  time  observ- 
ing, *  I  cannot  suppose  the  Commissioners  will 
hesitate  to  restore  the  duty,  after  the  decision  in 
*  Thomson  v.  Her  Majesty's  Advocate  * — a  deci- 
sion which,  independent  of  the  high  authority  by 
which  it  has  been  i)ronounced,  rests  upon  princi- 
ples of  international  hiw  of  sucli  undoubted  uni- 
versal application,  that  I  confess  I  was  greatly 
8urj)ri8ed  to  find  the  question  ever  treated  as  one 
of  doubt.' 

•*  In  accordance  with  this  advice,  in  June,  ISIS, 
they  presented  a  memorial  to  the  Commissioners 
of  Stamps  and  Taxes,  praying  that  directions 
might  be  given  to  the  proper  officer  for  a  return 
of  tho  said  sum  of  i),284/.  0/f.  4^/.,  together  with 
interest  thereon  from  the  lUth  day  of  January, 
1812;  in  reply  to  this  memorial,  they  received  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  said  board,  in  the 
f(»llowing  terms : — '  I  am  directed,  in  reply,  to 
observe,  that  the  payments  of  tho  legacy  duty  in 
question  were  made  according  to  the  then  con- 
bt ruction  of  the  law,  and  were  made  without  any 
question  being  made  by  the  executors,  or  you  as 
their  law  agents,  that  such  duties  were  not  legally 
due  and  payable.  I  am  to  add,  that,  as  the  du- 
ties were  paid  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  the 
facts  and  of  the  law  as  then  expounded,  the  board 
do  not  consider  that  a  subsequent  decision,  giving 
a  different  construction  to  the  law,  is  a  sufficient 
authority  for  a  repayment  of  monies  paid  under 
the  former  construction.* 

**  Again  they  j)resented  a  memorial  to  the  Lords 
of  ller  Majesty's  Treasun',  praying  for  a  return 
of  the  said  duties.  But,  by  a  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  dated  the  1 1th  day  of  July, 
1J^45,  he  intimated  to  them,  'tliat,  in  cases  similar 
to  that  which  is  representeil  in  your  memorial,  it 
has  been  the  uniform  practice  to  adhere  to  charges 
of  duty  made  in  conformity  with  the  law  as  de- 
(;lared  by  the  judicial  deeisions  received  at  the 
time,  although  subsequent  decisions  may  have 
given  another  interpretation  to  the  law  in  favour 
of  or  asjainst  the  revenue  :  and  that  my  Lords  do 
not  think  they  would  be  justified  in  departing 
from  the  practice  in  the  present  ease.* 

*'  In  July,  1840,  they  presented  a  further  me- 
morial to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  and  on  the 
14th  day  of  July,  1840,  received  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  an  answer  in  the  terms  fol- 
lowing : — •  Having  laid  before  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners «»f  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  your  further 
memorial,  praying  a  return  of  the  legacy  duty 
paiil  by  you,  as  executors  of  the  late  Henry  Doug- 
las, Es(juire,  who  died  in  the  East  Indies,  I  am 
commanded  to  acquaint  you,  that,  as  there  are  no 
new  faets  state<l  therein  whieh  would  alter  their 
Lordships'  view  of  the  case,  they  can  only  r«»fer 
you  to  the  answer  of  the  Treasury  Board  of  llth 
July,  1>^4.">,  from  which  they  see  no  reason  to  de- 
]>art.'  " 

Such  wcro  tho  facts  of  the  case,  and  as  to 
tliose  facts,  tliere  could  be  no  question. 
And  wliat  was  the  point  at  issue?  The 
deceased  had  undoubtedly  a  foreign  domi- 
cile;  and  was  his  property  liable  to  legacy 
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That  matter  had  been  decided  by 
tho  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Judges  in 
the  case  of  Thomson  tJ.  Her  Majesty's 
Advocate,  which  was  delivered  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms : — 

"  The  question  which  your  Lordships  have  put 
to  Her  Majesty*8  Judges  is  this :  A.  B.,  a  British- 
born  subject,  bom  in  England,  resided  in  a  Bri- 
tish colony  ;  ho  made  his  will  and  died  domiciled 
there.  At  tho  time  of  his  death  ho  had  debts 
owing  to  him  in  England ;  his  executors  in  Eng- 
land collected  these  debts,  and,  out  of  the  money 
so  collected,  paid  legacies  to  certain  legatees  in 
England.  The  question  is,  Are  such  legacies 
liable  to  the  jKiyment  of  legacy  duty  ? 

**  In  answer  to  this  question,  I  have  the  honour 
to  inform  your  Lordships  that  it  is  the  opinion  of 
all  the  Judges  who  have  heard  this  case  argued, 
that  such  legacies  arc  not  liable  to  the  payment  of 
legacy  duty. 

"  It  is  admitted  in  all  the  decided  cases,  that 
the  very  general  words  of  the  statute,  *  every  le- 
gacy given  by  any  will  or  testamentary  instru- 
ment of  any  person,*  must  of  necessity  receive 
some  limitation  in  their  application,  for  they  can- 
not in  reason  extend  to  every  person  every  where, 
whether  subjects  of  this  kingdom  or  foreigners, 
and  whether,  at  the  time  of  their  death,  domiciled 
within  the  realm  or  abroad ;  and,  as  your  Lord- 
ships' question  applies  only  to  legacies  out  of  per- 
sonal estate  strictly  and  properly  so  called,  wo 
think  such  necessary  limitation  is,  that  the  statute 
does  not  extend  to  the  wills  of  persons,  at  tho 
time  of  their  death,  domiciled  out  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, whether  the  assets  are  locally  situated  with- 
in England  or  not ;  for  we  cannot  consider  that 
any  distinction  can  be  properly  made  between 
debts  due  to  the  testator  from  persons  resident  in 
the  country  in  which  the  testator  is  domiciled  at 
the  time  of  his  death,  and  debts  due  to  him  from 
debtors  resident  in  another  and  different  country, 
but  that  all  such  debts  do  equally  form  part  of 
tho  personal  property  of  the  testator  or  intestate, 
and  must  all  follow  the  same  rule,  namely,  the 
law  of  tho  domicile  of  the  testator  or  intestate. 

"  And  again  in  the  case  of  Arnold  v.  Arnold, 
where  the  testator,  a  natural-bom  Englishman, 
but  domiciled  in  India,  died  there,  it  was  held  by 
Lord  Cottenham  that  the  legacy  duty  was  not 
payable  upon  tho  legacies  under  his  will;  his  Lord- 
ship adding,  '  It  is  fortunate  that  this  question, 
whieh  has  been  so  long  afloat,  is  now  finally  set- 
tled by  an  authoritative  decision  of  tho  House  of 
Lords.' 

And  as  to  the  argument  at  your  Lordships'  bar, 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  that  the  proper  distinc- 
tion was,  whether  the  estate  was  administered  by 
a  person  in  a  representative  character  in  this 
country,  and  that  in  case  of  sncli  administering, 
the  legacy  duty  was  payable ;  we  think  it  is  a 
sufficient  answer  thereto,  that  the  liability  to  le- 
gacy duty  does  not  depend  on  the  act  of  tho  ex- 
ecutor in  proving  tho  will  in  this  country,  or  upon 
his  administering  here;  the  question,  as  it  appears 
to  us,  not  being  whether  there  be  adnunistration 
in  England  or  not,  but  whether  the  will  and  le- 
gacy be  a  will  and  legacy  within  the  meaning  of 
the  statute  imposing  the  duty. 

'*  For  these  reasons,  we  think  the  legacies  de- 
scribed in  jQMt  Lordships'  question,  arc  not  liable 
to  the  payment  of  legacy  duty." 
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In  giving  judgment,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
said — 

"  We  thought  it  ri^ht,  therefore,  in  consequence 
of  tho  extciiuive  nature  nnd  operation  of  the  quo»- 
tion,  tliat  the  cawj  Hhoul<l  bo  ar;rued  a  nccond  time, 
and  wo  aUo  thought,  from  the  nature  of  the 
quefition,  that  it  was  proper  to  request  the  at- 
tendance of  Iler  Maj«Hty'«  Judges  upon  the  occa- 
sion, hecauMn  we  thought  tiiat  the  opinion  of  your 
I/ordships'  House  l>oing  in  concurnMico  with  the 
opinion  of  th«  loaniod  Judges,  would  jioxsess  that 
weight  with  your  I/jrdhhipx,  and  that  weight  with 
the  country  which,  upon  all  occasions,  the  opin- 
ions of  Iler  Majesty's  Judges  are  entitled  to  re- 
ceive." 
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And  again — 

"  Also,  my  Lords,  it  has  been  decided  in  the  case 
of  Hritish  subjects  domiciled  in  India,  and  having 
large*  possessionH  of  jiersonal  property  in  India, 
tluit  tlie  legacy  duty  imposed  by  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment does  not  ap])ly  to  cases  of  that  description, 
although  the  proi>crty  may  have  been  transmitted 
to  thin  country  by  exc»cutors  hi  ludia  to  executors 
in  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  being  paid  to 
legatees  in  England.  1  hose  are  the  limitations 
which  have  been  put  upon  tho  Act  by  judicial  de- 
ciHionK. 

**  Hut  then  this  distinction  has  been  attempted 
to  be  drawn,  and  it  is  upon  this  distinction  that  tlie 
whole  question  turns.  It  is  Siud,  that  in  this  case 
n  jMirt  of  thn  property  was  in  England  at  the  time 
of  tho  death  of  the  testator — a  circumHtanco  that 
did  not  exist  in  the  cane  of  the  Attorney  (leneral 
t'.  Jackson,  and  which  did  not  exist  in  the  case  of 
Arnold  v.  Amohl;  and  it  is  suppoHcd  that  some  dis- 
tinction is  to  b(*  drawn  with  rcH]>ect  to  tho  con- 
structiim  of  tho  Act  of  Parliament  arising  out  of 
that  circumstance.  1  apprehiMid  that  tliat  in  an 
entiw  niiHtakc — that  ihthoiuI  proiK»rty  in  England 
follows  the  law  of  tho  dtjmicih* — that  it  is  pre- 
riNcly  the  Hanic  as  if  the  piTMonal  jiropcrty  had 
iK'cn  in  India  at  the  timo  of  the  tentator's  death. 
That  is  a  rule  of  law  that  has  alwayn  tM>eii  con- 
sidered a.s  applicable  to  this  subject;  and,  accord- 
ingly. th<»  case  which  has  been  refern»d  to  by  the 
learned  Chief  Justie**,  the  case  of  Ewiii,  was  a 
case  of  this  <les<Tiption.  An  Englishman  made  his 
will  in  England — he  had  foreign  stock  in  Russia, 
in  America,  in  Krance.  and  in  Austria  ;  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  legacy  duty  attaeh(*d  to  that 
foreign  stock,  whirh  was  given  as  part  of  the  n-.si- 
due.  the  estate  being  adniiiiisten'd  in  England  ; 
and  it  was  eontendtni,  I  U'lieve,  in  the  etjurse  of 
the  argument .  by  my  noble  ami  h*anied  Friend 
who  argued  tho  case,  in  the  ftr^t  place,  that  it  was 
real  pro]M>rty  :  but  Hnding  that  that  distinction 
could  not  be  maintained,  the  ni'Xt  question  was 
wlu'therit  came  within  thi'  o]MT:<tions  of  the  .\i't ; 
and  although  the  property  was  all  abroad,  it  was 
dtM'ided  to  Im»  within  the  o|H*ration  of  thi'  .\et  as 
|N>rsonal  pro|M>rt\  nnthis  ground  only,  that  thoni:h 
it  was  |M'i-sonal  pro|HMt>.  it  uiunt  in  j>oint  of  law 
be  eon««iden»d  as  follow  inv:  the  domicile  of  the  tes- 
tator,  which  doiiiiii|i>  was  l',iii:lan«l. 

••  Now.  my  l.onlx.  if  yi»u  applj  that  priiiei]il»«. 
which  ha"*  nexrr  Ihtm  t|U;'rnl!id  with,  whirh  js  a 
known  priiu'i|'Ie  ot'  our  law.  to  tho  presi'iit  easo, 
it  dernles  the  mIioU'  |H<iiit  in  eoiitrovi»r>y :  ih«» 
pnqMTty.  or  part  of  iln-  j»ro|«.Ti\,  houig  in  this 
country  at  the  tune  of  the  liiMth  of  the  leMator. 
it  IS  |M'r««onal  pn»|H*riy.  anil,  takiio.;  the  principle 


laid  down  in  the  case  of  Ewin,  it  mmt  be  oonri- 
dcred  as  property  within  the  domicile  of  tlie  Is^ 
tator  in  Demeran;  and  it  is  admitted  that  if  itvma 
property  within  the  domicile  of  the  testator  m 
Demerara,  it  cannot  be  subject  to  legacy  dntj. 
Now,  my  Lords,  tliat  is  the  princii^e  upon  whieh 
the  case  is  decided — ^thc  only  distinction  is  that  to 
which  I  liave  referred,  and  which  distinction  ia 
decided  by  the  case  in  re  Ewin,  to  which  the  learn- 
ed Chief  Justice  had  referred. 

"  Now,  my  Lords,  that  being  tho  case,  and  tho 
principle  upon  which  I  think  this  question  i ' 
tie  deci<led,  I  was  desirous  of  knowing  what  ^ 
the  grounds  of  tho  judgment  of  the  Court  below. 
I  find  that  tho  judgment  was  delivered  by  two,  or 
rather  that  the  case  was  heard  by  two  very  learned 
Judges,  Ix)rd  Gillies  and  Lord  FuUcrton.  The 
judgment  was  delivered  by  tho  late  Lord  GUliei. 
I  was  anxious,  therefore,  from  the  respect  whieh 
I  entertain  for  those  very  learned  persons  to  know 
wliat  were  the  grounds  upon  which  their  judgment 
was  rested. 

"  The  first  case  to  which  they  referred,  fiir  It 
was  principally  decided  upon  authority,  was  n 
case  decided  before  Sir  Samuel  Shepherd,  Chief 
Baron  of  Scotland.  That  case,  in  the  judgment* 
was  vorj*  shortly  stated;  and  I  am  very  happy  that 
the  Solicitor  General  gave  us  the  particolan  of 
that  case,  for  it  appears  that  the  legacy  was  charg- 
ed ui>on  real  estate,  and  therefore  it  would  not 
come  within  the  principle  which  I  have  stated, 
and  there  might  therefore  havo  been  a  i 
ground  for  the  decision  in  that  case.  It  ia  t 
cient  to  say,  that  it  does  not  apply  to  the  case 
which  is  now  before  your  Ix>rdship8'  House. 

"  Then  the  next  case  which  was  referred  to  waa 
the  case  of  the  Attorney  General  v.  Dunn;  bvt, 
my  Lonls,  tluit  could  hardly  be  cited  as  an  autho- 
rity. It  is  true,  the  jKunt  was  argued,  but  it  waa 
not  necessary  fur  the  dt'cision  of  the  case,  and  no 
decision  in  fact  was  given  upon  the  point.  The 
Chief  Haron  expn^ssly  reserved  his  opinion,  and 
said  that  he  should  not  express  wliat  his  ounion 
was.  Also  the  learned  Judge  near  me,  Mr.  Baron 
Parke,  expn>ss(Mi  the  same  thing.  It  is  true  that 
(me  of  the  learned  Judges  said,  that  at  that  mo- 
ment, .iccording  to  the  impn'ssion  upon  his  mind, 
he  rather  thought  the  duty  would  be  char|reable : 
he  I'xpri'ssed  hims4>lf  in  thos4'  termn  according  to 
his  immediate  im)>n*sbion,  but  no  decision  wat 
given  up^in  the  i>oint — it  was  a  mere  obitfr  <f»r- 
ttnn  :  and  surely  such  a  tlictuui  as  that  ought  not 
to  be  cited  as  the  found.ition  of  a  judgment  of  this 
deM'ription.  l.iM>king  at  the  authorities,  there- 
fore, they  ap]MMr  to  me  not  properly  to  su|^port 
the  juilirment  of  the  Court  Ih'Iow. 

•'  .\  third  authority  was  tliat  of  my  Lord  Cot- 
tenliam.  Ni»w  my  l.oni  Cottenhani,  in  the  raae 
of  Arnold  r.  Arnold,  cxprcwly  »tates  in  terms 
that  the  two  raM-s.  The  .\tti»niey  General  r. 
(VM'kerell,  and  The  .\ttorney  (icneral  r.  Reatson, 
ho  eitiisidentl  to  have  U'cn  oTorruh*d.  lie  states 
that  in  pnvise  terms.  \  ]iartieuhir  iiassajee  ia 
si>liM>tod  from  the  judgment  of  my  lAtr\\  Cotten- 
hani, to  Mip]H)rt  the  opinion  «if  the  learned  Judges 
in  the  (\imt  )h*1ow  :  but  lam  t|uite  sure,  wlien 
that  ik;iss.i!:f  !<«  reail  in  ciinne\ioii  with  the  whole 
jud  jiiiiMit  of  that  \riy  loarneil  |i«'r!»on,  every  person 
n'adiiiL'  it  with  atteiiti«>ii  mu«t  Ik*  satitifird  tha( 
the  inion'iiec  ilrawn  fnmi  that  particular  pamago 
tliat  wa>  i-itiit  iH  not  tttiiM>tenl  with  the  whole 
teimr  of  the  judiimelit. 

•'  h  app«Mrs  to  nif.  tliorefore.  that  none  of  the 
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authorities  wlii<«li  were  cited  by  the  Court  below 
sustained  the  judi^ent;  and  I  am  of  opinion, 
therefore,  independently  of  the  preat  respect  which 
I  entertain  for  the  judgment  of  the  learned  Judges 
who  have  assisted  us  upon  this  occasion,  that, 
upon  the  true  tonstruction  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
nient,  and  applying  the  known  principles  of  the 
law  to  that  construction,  the  legacy  duty  is  not, 
in  a  case  of  this  description,  chargeable.  I  shall 
move,  therefore,  with  your  Lordships*  consent, 
that  the  judgment  in  this  case  be  reversed." 

The  result  tlicii  of  this  matter  was,  that 
the  Treasury  had  received  9,284Z.  65.  4d[., 
to  which  they  had  not  a  shadow  of  a  right. 
They  had  received  it  contrary  to  the  law, 
as  declared  hy  all  the  Judges — ^hy  the 
highest  law  authorities,  and  by  the  House 
of  Lords — and  they  retained  it.  They  re- 
tained it,  not  because  they  had  obtained  it 
by  right,  but  by  coercion.  They  had  no  right 
previous  to  1842,  when  they  enforced  their 
claim — they  had  no  right,  that  was  still 
more  clear,  since  1842.  As  between  man 
and  man — if  under  such  circumstances 
money  had  been  paid,  it  would  not  be  re- 
tained for  an  hour  after  the  fact  was  estab- 
lished, that  it  had  been  wrongfully  paid; 
and  Government  was  amenable  to  the 
same  claims  of  honesty  and  probity.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  an  inquiry  would  be 
instituted  with  a  view  to  redress;  and 
moved  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed for  that  purpose. 

Mil.  PARKER  admitted  the  facts  as 
stated  in  the  petition  presented  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  with  the  single 
excej>tion  that  no  means  had  been  used  to 
compel  the  payment  of  the  money.  The 
case  in  no  respect  differed  from  ordinary 
revenue  cases,  and  no  threats  had  been 
adopted  except  th(»  common  one  of  process 
in  case  of  refusal.  But  the  fact  was  that 
from  1 71>G,  when  the  duty  itself  had  been 
imposed,  it  had,  until  the  recent  case  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  been  held  that  the 
legacy  duty  followed  the  place  where  let- 
ters of  administration  were  taken  out,  and 
not  the  j)lace  of  the  domicile  of  the  de- 
ceased; and  the  case  of  Arnold  r.  Arnold 
and  the  others  relied  upon  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  not  analogous,  in- 
asmuch as  in  those  cases  the  property  had 
not  been — as  in  this  case  it  was — in  Eng- 
land. As  to  the  substantial  justice  of  the 
case,  there  was  really  no  reason  why  the  pro- 
perty in  question  should  not  pay  the  legacy 
duty  in  compensation  for  the  protection  it 
had  received  from  its  investment  in  the 
British  funds.  It  was  true  that  for  future 
property,  in  the  same  situation  as  the  pro- 
perty in  this  case,  legacy  duty,  under  the 


decision  of  the  House  of  Lords,  would  not 
be  paid;  but  it  was  impossible  to  give  a 
retrospective  operation  to  such  decisions. 
If  they  did  so  in  this  case — in  which  the 
property  was  large — they  would  be  com- 
pelled to  do  the  same  in  every  individual 
case  which  had  occurred  since  1796.  He 
saw  no  ground  for  the  especial  interference 
of  the  House,  and  must  therefore  oppose 
the  Motion. 

Mil.  WARBURTON  said,  it  appeared 
in  this  case  that  the  Crown  was  not  pre- 
pared to  refund  money  which,  according  to 
the  decision  of  the  Judges  and  of  the  high- 
est tribunal  in  the  country,  was  not  due  to 
the  Crown.  Then,  in  no  case  where  the 
Crown  had  possessed  itself  wrongfully  of 
the  money  of  the  subject,  would  it  ever  be 
recovered.  Because  the  money  had  been 
paid  to  the  Crown  under  a  mistake  or  mis- 
apprehension of  the  law,  that  was  no  rea- 
son why  it  should  not  be  repaid  to  the 
party.  The  distinction  attempted,  and 
upon  which  the  whole  question  turned,  was 
this:  part  of  the  property  was  in  Eng- 
land at  the  death  of  the  testator,  which,  it 
was  said,  distinguished  it  from  the  cases 
of  **  The  Attorney  General  t).  Jackson," 
and  "Arnold  tJ.  Arnold.**  He  apprehended 
that  this  was  a  mistake,  and  that  the  law  of 
England,  as  to  personal  property,  followed 
the  law  of  the  domicile.  He  knew,  that 
of  all  descriptions  of  funding  with  the 
Treasury,  refunding  was  the  worst;  but, 
if  this  money  was  not  paid,  no  money 
wrongfully  acquired  by  the  Crown  would 
ever  be  repaid. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kendal,  at  the  beginning  and  end 
of  his  speech,  had  begged  the  whole  ques- 
tion. It  was  the  whole  question  whether 
the  money  was  **  wrongfully**  withheld  or 
not.  Up  to  the  very  morning  of  the  18th 
of  February,  1845,  when  the  House  of 
Lords  pronounced  its  judgment  in  the  case 
of  **  Thomson  v.  the  Advocate  General," 
the  legacy  duty  was  due,  according  to  the 
construction  of  the  law.  He  concurred  in 
the  view  of  the  case  taken  by  the  hon.  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury. 

Mil.  HUME  said,  in  June,  1838,  a  simi- 
lar case  occurred,  in  which  a  person  died 
in  Jamaica,  and  when  his  representatiyes 
in  this  country  resisted  the  payment  of  the 
legacy  duty,  the  GoYcmment  withdrew  its 
claim. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
since  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
no  legacy  duties  in  such  cases  had  been  or 
would  be  demanded.     But  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  Bolton  (Dr.  Bowring),  when  he 
cited  the  opinion  of  Sir  W.  Follett,  had 
forgotten  that  it  was  founded  upon  a  pri- 
vate case,  not  brought  before  the  Govern- 
ment, and,  therefore,  in  fact,  it  was  no  au- 
thority whatever.  The  Legacy  Duty  Act, 
passed  in  1 79G,  and  the  opinion  of  the  At- 
torney and  Solicitor  General  (Lord  Eldon 
and  Lord  Redcsdale)  was  taken  on  a  simi- 
lar case,  and  tlioy  stated  that  the  legacy 
duty  was  payable;  that  the  test  was  not 
the  domicile  of  the  party,  but  that  when 
the  property  was  administered  in  this  coun- 
try, and  administration  was  granted  in  this 
country,  the  legacy  duty  attached.  Many 
cases  had  been  decided  in  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  founded  upon  that  principle. 
In  the  case  of  '*  Thomson  v.  the  Advocate 
General,*'  which  was  argued  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  before  Lord  Cottcuham,  Lord 
Lyndhurst,  Lord  Campbell,  and  Lord 
]$rougbam,  the  judgment  of  the  House 
would  probably  have  been  in  favour  of  the 
Crown,  that  the  place  of  administering  the 
will  governed  the  legacy  duty,  but  for  a 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  Lord  Brougham;  in 
consequence  of  which  the  Judges  were 
called  in,  who  laid  it  down  as  a  general 
rule,  that  the  legacy  duty  was  governed, 
not  by  the  place  of  administration,  but  by 
the  doiikicile.  If  the  present  Motion  was 
acceded  to,  every  shilling  tlhit  had  been 
paid  in  these  camm  hiiico  1796  must  be 
rt'fundcil.  The  same  principle  should  be 
adopted  in  this  case  as  in  cases  between 
subject  and  subject,  where,  if  money  were 
j»aid  not  under  duresse  of  law,  but  by 
mistake  of  tiie  law,  it  ought  not  to  be  re- 
turned. In  a  case  between  subject  and 
subject,  if  one  was  deceiv(?d  as  to  tbe  law, 
and  under  tbat  mistake  paid  money  to  an- 
other, he  could  not  recover  it. 

Mr.  V.  SCOTT  denied  that  the  ease  was 
the  same  as  one  between  subject  and  sub- 
ji'ct.  If  it  were,  and  if  a  man,  who  had 
elainu'd  and  received  money  to  which  he 
was  not  entitled  by  law,  declined  to  return 
it,  his  cbaraeter  would  be  blasted.  No 
UMTeantilo  firm  in  tbe  country  would  act  as 
tlio  Crown  bail  (bmo  in  tbis  ease. 

Siu  V.  TIlKSKiKK  said  he  had  been 
in  olKee  during  tbe  time  when  tbe  ease  of 
'*  Tluanson  r.  tbe  Advoeate  General  *'  was 
orgutMl  in  tin'  House  of  Lonls;  and  he 
could  confirm  tbe  statement  of  the  Attorney 
(Ji-neral,  tbat  it  wa><  tbe  impression  of  tbe 
profession  tbat  administration  or  probati* 
was  tbe  test  of  tbe  rigbl  to  the  legacy 
duty,  and  not  domicile.  It  w*»'  *  surprise 
on  the  profesbiou  when  tho  V         ^    'Orda 


I  for  the  first  time  decided  in  this  caw  that 
.  the  criterion  should  be  domictie  And  doI 
administration.  He  should  support  iSbm 
\  Government  on  this  occasion. 
!  Mr.  BERNAL  sud,  tbmt  the  hon.  and 
I  learned  Gentleman  had  evaded  a  material 
point  in  the  case,  if  the  petition  was  eor- 
rect,  namely,  that  what  amounted  to  a 
protest  on  the  part  of  the  executora  took 
place  before  they  paid  the  duties  to  the 
Legacy  OflSco.  That  took  the  case  out  of 
the  narrow  circle  of  technicalities  to  whidl 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  inah- 
ed  to  confine  it.  The  analogy  to  the  ease 
of  payments  between  indifiduals  was  whoDj 
inadmissible;  and,  in  his  opinion,  wherever 
the  subject  was  contending  with  the  Crowiip 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  to  lean  ia 
favour  of  the  subject.  It  was  essentiid  to 
justice  that  tho  facts  of  the  case  should  be 
elucidated,  and  the  truth  elicited.  Either 
a  protest  before  payment  of  the  dntj  waa 
made  or  not.  Which  was  the  case  ought 
to  be  discovered.  But  if  there  was  aaj 
other  way  in  which  tho  truth  could  be 
elicited,  he  should  advise  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  take  that  way,  rather  than  seek  to 
bring  the  matter  before  a  Committee  of 
the  House. 

Dr.  bowring,  after  what  had  passed. 
should  certainly  consider  what  should  bo 
the  form  in  which  to  pursue  his  object  in 
tbis  case.  After  the  statements  that  had 
been  made  that  evening  by  the  Gentlemen 
who  were  authorities  on  legal  questions,  it 
was  perfectly  impossible  that  the  matter 
could  remain  as  it  was.  All  the  Judges 
and  the  House  of  Lords  had  decided  what 
was  good  law;  and  was  the  subject  to  be 
robbed  of  9,000/.  or  10,0002.  under  bad 
law?  Such  a  state  of  things  was  intoler- 
able. He  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Motion;  but  he  could  assure  the  House 
tbat  the  matter  should  again  and  again 
be  brought  bi^forc  them  until  justice  waa 
done. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

DKATIIS  BY  K.\MINE  (lUELAND). 

Loud  (i.  BENTIN'CK,  on  rising  to  moTe 
for — 

**  \  f  Villi  (mrativo  Uoturn  of  thr  number  of  deaths 
whioli  have  <MTiirnMi  in  imcU  parish  f»f  IirluHl«  or 
trt)iii  si%  iiuiny  luirishi'H  :ih  nuiy  In*  practicable,  ia 
i'iU'h  ftftho  thn*o  last  iHTiod*  of  dix  month*,  cum- 
iiuMirin;;  th<>  l!«t  day  df  SoptomlnT.  and  ending  tlis 
I>t  day  of  March,  rv<iNrttvt'lT,  with  a  •uminary 
for  each  period'* — 

said   '^«    '•'^  had  been  in  hopes  no  oUee* 
tio>  -•*e  been  made  to  this  Metn; 

I  the  SoGiel^   ^Im. 
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land  informed  him  that  there  were  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  complying  with  his  de- 
sires, lie  regretted  this;  for  ho  was  sure 
that  there  was  no  matter  at  present  which 
it  was  of  so  deep  an  interest  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  to  know  as  the  rate  of 
mortality  now  prevalent  in  Ireland  owing 
to  starvation  and  disease.  The  objection 
to  he  made  was,  as  he  understood,  that 
there  were  no  registers  kept  by  the  clergy 
in  Ireland,  and  no  compulsory  power  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government  by  which  they 
could  call  upon  the  clergy  to  make  these 
returns.  It  might  he  true  that  there  were 
no  registers  kept  in  the  parishes  in  Ire- 
land; but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
it  was  scarcely  ])0S8ible  to  believe  that  no 
lecord  of  the  number  of  deaths  which  had 
taken  place  in  so  short  a  period  had  been 
kept.  With  regard  to  compulsory  power, 
he  begged  to  observe  that  when,  in  1841, 
and  afterwards,  in  1843,  returns  were  order- 
ed hy  the  House  of  the  numbers  of  illegiti- 
mate children  christened  by  the  clergy  in 
each  parish  in  England  and  Wales,  there 
was  no  compulsory  power  to  oblige  the 
clergy  to  make  those  returns,  and  still  they 
made  them  without  any  objection.  The 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  was  horrible;  the 
late  Government  had  treated  the  destitu- 
tion of  that  country  on  a  better  plan,  and 
done  more  to  relieve  it,  than  the  present 
Government,  who  were  administering  the 
utfairs  of  Ireland  on  the  principles  of  poli- 
tical economy,  and  hence  the  afflicting 
situation  of  that  country.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  told  the  House  the  other  night, 
tliat  he  had  reason  to  know  that  the  con- 
stabulary were  in  {)()Ssession  of  information 
s]i(»wing  that  240,000  persons  had  already 
dii'd  of  famine  in  Ireland.  As  he  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck)  understood,  there  was  a  mor- 
tality going  on  in  tlie  workhouses,  con- 
taining 111,484  inmates,  at  the  rate  of 
77,630  persons  a  year.  In  his  opinion,  it 
was  a  matter  of  far  too  great  importance, 
and  t(H>  deep  interest,  for  the  House  and 
the  country  to  he  left  in  ignorance  upon  it. 
It  was  impossible  to  say  that  the  people  of 
lreUin<l  were  to  be  allowed  to  die  off  with- 
out any  record  of  their  deaths  being  taken. 
ThiTo  ought,  in  his  ojnnion,  to  be  no  se- 
crecy, no  concealment  about  the  number 
of  deaths  that  had  been  occurring  during 
the  last  six  months,  as  compared  with  the 
same  period  last  year.  He  could  not  be- 
li(!ve  for  a  single  moment  that  a  single 
clergyman,  whether  a  Protestant  divine  or 
a  Roman  Catholic  priest,  would  refuse,  if 
applied  to  by  the  Government,  to  give  a 


comparative  return  of  the  deaths  that  had 
taken  placo  in  his  parish  in  the  course  of 
the  last  six  months,  as  compared  with  the 
six  months  of  the  antecedent  year;  and  he 
thought  his  Motion  ought  to  be  consented 
to  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  House,  that  if  he  felt 
any  difficulty  in  acceding  to  the  Motion 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  brought  forward, 
it  did  not  arise  from  any  wish  that  the 
House  and  the  country  should  not  have  the 
fullest  and  most  accurate  information  re- 
specting every  thing  relating  to  the  pre- 
sent distress  in  Ireland,  and  with  regard 
to  that  destruction  of  human  life  which,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  it  had  been  his 
painful  duty  to  declare  to  the  House,  had 
gone  on,  was  going  on,  and,  he  feared, 
would  go  on,  to  an  extent  which  all  must 
deplore.  The  Government  had  already 
assented  to  Motions  for  the  production  of 
two  returns,  which,  he  believed,  would  com- 
prise all  the  information  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  it  in  their  power  to  give  the  House 
from  official  sources  respecting  the  number 
of  deaths  that  had  occurred.  One  of  those 
Motions  was  for  a  return  of  the  coroners' 
inquests  in  Ireland  in  which  verdicts  had 
been  returned  of  deaths  arising  from  des- 
titution since  the  famine  commenced.  That 
had  been  ordered  by  the  House.  The 
other  was  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Smith  O'Brien),  in  as- 
senting to  which,  the  Government  agreed 
to  give  such  information  of  the  deaths 
from  famine  as  they  were  in  possession 
of  through  the  constabulary.  The  diffi- 
culty he  felt  with  respect  to  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  was,  that  he  did  not  know 
to  what  quarter  to  address  the  orders  for 
the  returns,  with  any  sure  prospect  of  get- 
ting an  answer.  He  regretted,  and  thought 
it  was  matter  of  reproach  to  the  countrj, 
that  there  w^as  not  established  in  Ireland  a 
system  of  registering  of  births,  marriages, 
and  deaths,  as  in  England  and  Wales;  but 
the  absence  of  such  a  system  was  owing  to 
difficulties  with  respect  to  religious  ques- 
tions, which  had  hitherto  made  it  impossi- 
ble to  establish  sucli  a  system  in  Ireland. 
Still,  however,  he  was  not  without  hopes 
that  those  difficulties  might  be  got  over, 
and  a  similar  system  to  that  in  force  in 
England  be  provided  for  Ireland  also;  but 
at  present  he  did  not  know  where  to  look 
in  Ireland  for  accurate  information  of  the 
kind '  required  by  the  noble  Lord;  and  he 
must  say,  he  thought  that  nothing  could 
be  more  inexpedient  than  to  produce  false 
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and  inaccurate   statistical  information  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  because  such  in- 
formation could  only  have   the  effect   of 
misleading  bdth  the  House  and  the  public. 
That  was  one  objection  which  he  felt  to 
agreeing  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord; 
another   was,   that   any   information  that 
could  be  obtained  on  this  Motion,  must  be 
entirely  voluntary;   for  there  was  no  de- 
scription of  public  functionaries  in  Ireland 
who  could  be  called  upon  to  give  these  re- 
turns.     But   then   the   noble   Lord  said, 
'*  Address  the  order  to  the  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  clergymen  in  each  parish; 
probably  they  have  kept  a  record  of  per- 
sons dying  in  their  parishes. "     This  spe- 
cies of  information,  however,  he  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere)  was  afraid,  would  be  found  to 
be  very  inaccurate.     He  thought  it  would 
be  dangerous  to  ask  the  clergymen  in  Ire- 
land to  give  returns  of  this  kind,  which 
would  be  so  liable  to  inaccuracy,  and  which, 
if  inaccurate,  might  mislead  the  House  and 
the  country.      The  noble  Lord  had  also 
mentioned,    that,    on    two   occasions,    tbe 
House  had  ordered  returns  of  tlie  number 
of  illegitimate  children  christened  in  each 
parish    in    England  and  Wales,  and  that 
the  clergy  had  not  complained  of  making 
the    returns.     It  was  to  be  remembered, 
however,  that  the  clergy  in  England  and 
Wales   were   obliged   by   law   to   keep  a 
register  for  their  several  parishes;  but  in 
Ireland,    neither    the  Protestant    nor  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergyman  was  required 
to  keep  any  list  of  the  deaths  which  oc- 
curred in  his  parish;  and  if  any  clergyman 
should  be  found  to  have  done  so,  the  ob- 
ject would  be  found  to  be  some  purpose  of 
his  own.     Why  were  they  to  think  thjit 
such  registers  were  generally  kept  by  the 
clergy  in  Ireland  ?     Under  these  circum- 
stances, all  he  could  do  was  this :   he  wouhl 
write  to  Ireland,  and  inquire  whether  any 
means  existed  there  of  gettini;  accurate 
information   of  the    kind    desired    by    tlie 
noble  Lord.     As  he  had  said,  lie  thought 
it  would   he  undesirable   for  the   CJovern- 
nient  to  produce  returns  which  must  ne- 
cessarily   he    of   a  vague    and  inaccurate 
character,  and  therefore  must  mislead.     If 
it  had  been  j)0ssihle  to  give  these  returns 
in   an  un»|uesti«»nahly   accurate   shape,  he 
should  have   hei'U  happy   to  comply  with 
the  noble  Lord's  request,  because  he  con- 
curred with   the   noble    Lord   in    thinking 
that   it   was   the   duty  of  the  (lovernnient 
to  give  livery   information   in  their  pt»wer 
respecting  the  present   condition    of    Ire- 
land.     The   hon.    Member   for    Limerick 


(Mr.    S.    O'Brien)  had   stated  the  other 
night — ^he  (Mr.  Laboucbere)   was  ont   of 
the  House  at  the  moment,  and  he  was 
very  sorry  that  it  had  happened  so — that 
the  Government   had  it  in  their  power, 
he  had  reason  to  think,  to  give  a  return 
by   which    it  would   appear,    from   facts 
known  to  the  constabular}",  that  no  less 
a  number  than  240,000  persons  had  died 
from  famine  in  Ireland.     He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  anything  of  the  kind  was  the  case; 
ho  did  not  believe  that  any  information  of 
such  a  horrible   description  had  reached 
the  Irish  Government;  his  belief  was — he 
did  not  speak  with  perfect  confidence,  but 
he  would  make  inquiries — his  belief  was, 
that  no  such  information  was  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  constabulary.     Tbe  noble 
Lord  had  intimated  that  the  destruction  of 
human  life  that  was  going  on  in  Ireland, 
was  owing  to  the  Government  having  acted 
on  a  system  of  political  economy;  and  tho 
noble  Lord  had  contrasted  their  conduct 
with   that  of  the  late  Government,   and 
said  that  the  late  Government  had  done 
more  in  providing  food  for  the  people  than 
the  present  Government  had  done.     Now, 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  look  to  the  quan- 
tity of  provisions  sent  into  Ireland  by  the 
present  Govermnent,  as  compared  witli  the 
quantity  sent   by   their  prcdeccsMrs  last 
year,  he  would  see  that  a  much  greater 
amount  of  fowl  had  been  provided  by  the 
present    Government    than    by   the   last. 
However,  he  did  not  wish  to  impugn  the 
conduct  of  the  late  (iiovernment  on  that 
account,  because  of  course  he  knew  that 
the  distress  was  very  much  greater  this 
year  than  last;  but  he  must  say  that  he 
thought  nothing  could  be  more  unjust  to 
the  (iovernment,  or  more  dangerous  to  the 
I  people  of  Ireland  in  their  present  condi- 
tion,  than   to  say  to  the  Govemuicnt  in 
that  House,   **  You  are  responsible  for  the 
present  state  of  things  in  Ireland."    Those 
who  said  that,  were  bound  to  state  what 
were  the  means  the  ( iovernment  had  left 
unatteinpted  for  the  j»urpose  of  alleviatinfif 
the  existing  distress.     There  had  existed 
in  Ireland  for  a  long  time  a  most  unfortu- 
nate iiK'a,  that   it  wa^  within   the  |Kiwer 
of   the   (Joverninent    to   meet  a   calamity 
like  this;  and  certainly  he  was  afraid  that 
what  the  noble   I^onl  had  that  night  said, 
holding,    as   the   noble    L(»nl  did,   so   dis- 
tinguished  a  ])osition   in   the    House   and 
before  the  country,  was  calculated  to  fos- 
ter that  delusion.     He  (Mr.  Labonchere) 
was  satisticd    in    his    uwn    mind  that  the 
Government  had  done  all  that  was  in  their 
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power  to  alleviato  the  distress;  and  he 
would  declare  that  the  Government  had 
shrunk  from  no  responsihility,  had  spared 
no  exertions,  hut  had  used,  with,  he  might 
say,  a  lavish  hand,  the  resources  of  the 
British  Treasury,  to  mitigate  the  calamity 
which  they  felt  it  was  out  of  their  power 
altogether  to  relieve ;  and  for  the  nohle 
Lord  to  come  forward,  without  offering  a 
single  argument  to  support  his  assertion, 
without  mentioning  a  single  fact  to  rest  it 
on,  and  to  assert  holdly  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  hcen  sacrificing  the  lives  of  thou- 
sands of  their  fellow-countrymen  at  the 
shrine  of  political  economy,  was  in  his 
opinion  most  unjust  and  most  dangerous. 
The  Government  had  not  done  so.  Politi- 
cal economy  did  not  teach  any  such  les- 
son; political  economy  did  not  teach  any 
Minister  that  extraordinary  exertions  should 
not  bo  made  on  the  occurrence  of  a  season 
of  extraordinary  calamity  and  distress; 
hut  it  did  teach,  that  if  the  aid  a  Govern- 
ment gave  was  not  conducted  on  a  proper 
system,  its  effect  would  be  to  tend  to  crip- 
ple the  resources  of  the  country  to  which 
it  was  extended.  That  was  the  impression 
upon  the  minds  of  the  Government,  and 
under  that  impression  they  had  resisted 
the  demand  to  supply  the  whole  country 
with  food,  because  they  were  of  opinion 
that  doing  so  would  lead  to  an  increase  of 
human  suffering  in  the  end;  but  he  re- 
peated that  every  means  had  been  used  to 
relieve  tlie  pressure  of  the  calamity  that 
were  in  the  power  of  the  Government,  and 
therefore  he  said  that  it  was  most  unfair 
in  the  noble  Lord  to  have  said  what  he 
did.  He  would  communicate  with  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  would 'in- 
quire whether  there  were  any  means  of 
procuring  the  required  information;  but  he 
doubted  whether  the  means  existed  of 
giving  it  with  certainty,  and  he  should  cer- 
tainly object  to  a  Motion  of  this  kind  un- 
less they  did  exist. 

Captain  HARRIS  said,  that  after  what 
had  passed,  it  was  very  objectionable  to 
allow  things  to  remain  in  their  present 
state.  He  suggested  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  the  duty  did  not  de- 
volve on  the  relief  committees  to  give 
these  numbers.  He  believed  that,  owing 
to  a  false  delicacy,  the  Legislature  had 
committed  a  great  mistake  in  not  assimi- 
lating the  law  in  England  and  Ireland; 
and  that,  owing  to  there  being  no  poor  law 
in  Ireland,  the  country  had  been  brought 
into  this  great  dilemma.  The  maxim 
should  now  be  **  Save  where  you  can:" 
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the  relief  committees  could  possibly  gite 
the  required  information  now;  and  when  a 
full  poor  law  was  extended  to  that  country, 
givmg  out-door  relief,  the  reUeving  officers 
would  be  able  to  supply  the  particulars. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  Uiat  there  were  no 
means  in  Ireland  by  which  a  correct  re» 
turn  could  be  made  to  the  Motion  of  bb 
noble  Friend,  and  he  would,  therefore^ 
suggest  that  the  noble  Lord  should  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  might  be  able  to  give  bim 
some  approximation  towards  the  actual 
numbers. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  would  not  enter 
further  into  this  discussion,  but,  if  there 
were  any  means  by  which  the  numb^  of 
deaths  could  be  obtained,  he  would  make 
every  inquiry  to  discover  them;  at  the 
same  time,  he  agreed  that  to  give  any 
numbers  which  hs^  been  incorrecSy  ascer- 
tained, would  be  injurious  rather  than  ad- 
vantageous. He  wished,  however,  to  say, 
that  considering  the  ffreat  extent  of  the 
present  cakunity,  the  difficulty  with  which 
the  subject  was  surrounded,  and  the  repr^- 
sentations  which  were  made  against  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  and  the  Legis- 
lature, he  thought  it  proper  to  give  notice 
that  the  next  day,  on  the  Motion  being 
made  to  the  House  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  chair  on  the  Permanent  Relief  BUI  for 
Ireland,  he  should  make  a  statement  both 
of  what  had  been  done,  and  ai  what  was 
now  doing,  and  why  it  was  necessary  to 
provide  out-door  rcJief  for  the  pe<qple, 
chargeable  on  the  property  in  Ireland. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said,  that  under 
the  circumstances,  he  should  be  content  to 
leave  the  subject  to  the  exertions  <^  the 
Government;  but,  if  he  were  challenged  to 
produce  any  proof  of  the  facts  he  had 
stated,  he  would  show  that  the  mortality 
in  the  workhouses  was  ninefdd  more  thia 
year  than  it  was  last  year;  for  the  ri|^ 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  a  retnm  ef 
the  number  of  deaths  in  the  wenkhoaflee. 
and  they  were,  in  one  week,  1,483 
agamst  162  last  year,  which  showed  an  in- 
crease of  mortality  ninefold  beyond  what 
it  was  last  year.  What,  then,  had  beea 
the  amount  of  sustenanee  said  to  have 
been  sent  within  the  lait  three  weeks! 
There  had  been  sent  from  En^^and 
218,000  quarters  of  com.  Now,  in  the 
^ear  1845,  the  apprehension  of  a  famine 
m  Ireland  did  not  arise  till  October; 
whereas,  on  the  22nd  of  Angost  last  year^ 
it  was  well  known  to  every  Member  of 
the  Government  that  tbs  potato  crop  in 
2P 
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Ireland  had  entirely  failed;  therefore  the 
Government  had  last  year  three  months 
notice  of  the  approaching  famine  heyond 
what  the  Government  had  in  the  preceding 
year;  and  yet  the  amount  of  provisions 
last  year  was  only  218,000  quarters,  where- 
as the  Government  in  the  former  year  had 
provided  100,000  quarters,  though  there 
was  three  months  less  notice,  and  though 
the  deaths  were  only  one-ninth.  He  thus 
thought  that  he  had  a  complete  case 
against  the  Government  for  not  having 
provided  the  food  which  was  necessary.  If 
he  appealed  to  what  had  hccn  done  in 
other  countries,  it  would  he  found  that 
France  had  heen  largely  supplied  hy  the 
Government;  that  last  year  Russia,  when 
a  famine  had  occurred  in  Poland,  and  the 
Emperor  of  Austria,  had  provided  food  for 
the  people,  and  had  hrought  into  play  all 
the  ammunition  waggons  and  a  great  part 
of  the  power  of  the  army,  to  provide  that 
none  of  the  suhjects  of  Russia  or  of  Aus- 
tria should  he  permitted  to  perish  of  fa- 
mine; and  he  contrasted  these  cases  with 
what  had  occurred  in  Ireland,  where  it  had 
been  stated  that  as  many  as  240,000  had 
died  of  famine,  or,  if  not  of  famine,  «f 
pestilence,  which  was  the  consequence  of 
famine.  He  thought  that  in  making  this 
statement  he  had  hrought  pretty  strong 
facts  in  support  of  his  opinions  in  moving 
the  present  resolution.  However,  after 
the  assurances  which  had  been  given  by 
the  Government,  he  would  leave  the  mat- 
ter in  their  hands,  feeling  satisfied  that 
there  would  not  be  the  smallest  difficulty 
in  obtaining  accurate  returns  from  the 
ministers  of  any  religion.  It  might  be 
that  from  some  parishes  they  would  get  no 
returns,  but  they  would  procure  accurate 
returns  from  a  certain  number;  and  if  they 
could  be  ])rocured  from  one-half  the  pa- 
rishes, they  might  draw  a  comparatively 
just  and  accurate  conclusion  of  what  had 
been  the  comparative  mortality  in  the  en- 
tire island. 

Tlu'  ('IIANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER would  be  sorry  to  throw  any  ob- 
stacle in  the  way  of  the  noble  Lord;  but 
he  had  introduced  in  his  reply  on  assertion 
and  an  assumption  relative  to  the  number 
of  deaths  supposed  to  have  taken  jilace 
from  famine,  whieh  recjuired  a  single  obser- 
vation. The  noble  Lord  said  that  he  had 
brought  forward  facts,  and  yet  he  had 
made  an  assertion  with  respect  to  the 
number  of  deaths  which  was  unsiip)M)rted 
]»y  any  fact  or  authority;  and  what  the 
noble  Lord  had  asserted  upon  that  point 


was  as  much  an  exaggeration  as  was  the 
noble  Lord's  supposition  the  other  day 
with  respect  to  the  amount  of  the  biddings 
for  the  last  loan.  With  regard  to  the  sup- 
ply of  food  by  the  French  Goyemment,  he 
knew  that  they  had  not  purchased  food  ex- 
cept for  their  army  and  for  Algiers;  and 
when  the  noble  Lord  thus  made  these  as- 
sertions, there  was  not  any  opportunity  of 
discussing  them;  and  he  thought  it  was 
not  quite  fair  to  make  observations  uf  this 
kind  on  such  a  question  as  to  whether  the 
Government  could  procure  accurate  re- 
turns. 

Mk.   DISRAELI  wished  to  make  one 
observation.     As  it  had  been  said  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  only  made  an  assertion  and 
an  assumption,  ho  must  remark  that  the 
numbers  quoted  by  the  noble  Lord  were 
taken  from  a  return  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House;  that  return  showed  the  numher 
of  deaths  in  workhouses  in  one  week  in 
January  last  to  be  1,493,  and  in  the  cor- 
responding week  of  last  year  to  be  onlj 
IG^.     That  therefore  was  not  an  assump- 
tion, nor  was  the  other  a  mero  assertion. 
He  knew  that  the  number  in  the  work- 
houses was  greater  this  year  than  the  last; 
but  they  were  not  quite  double  the  amount, 
and  that  circumstance  did  not  make  much 
difference  in  the  calculation.   With  respect 
to  the  total  number  of  deaths  in  Ireland, 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  no  definite  state- 
ment ;  that  was  the  very  question  on  which 
he  wanted  information.     The  noble  Lord 
had  said  that  reports,  which,  if  not  entitled 
to    absolute   respect,   merited  great  con- 
sideration,   set  the  number  of   deaths  at 
240,000.      The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
thought  that  there  was  no  authority  for 
this  number  of  cases,  whilst  he  (Mr.  Dis- 
raeli) believed  them   to  be  greater;    and 
I  what  he  wanted  was  correct  information. 
I  The  noble  Lord  had  founded  upon  two  re- 
,  turns   the  statements,  one   of  which  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman  had   called  an  as- 
I  sertion,  and  the  other  an  assumption.   The 
.  right   h(»n.   (rentleman    said   also,  he  had 
.  reas(m  to  believe  that  the  French  GoTem- 
I  ment  had  iint  providt^d  food,  except  for  the 
'.  army  and  for  Algiers.    That  statement  was 
I  perfectly  aeeurate:  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
,  tlenmn  had  forgotten  to  tell  the  House  that 
I  the  Kreneh  Government  had  employed  all 
the  stores  in  the  magazines  which  had  been 
^  provided    for  the   anny,    and  which  were 
^to^ed  with  pn» visions  sufiioient  for  three 
,  years,  in  supplying  their  own  people  with 
food. 

Motion  withdrawn. 
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rilACOW— ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Loud  J.  RUSSELL  moved  the  Order 
of  the  Dav. 

Mr.  BICKIIAM  ESCOTT  wished  to 
ask  the  nohle  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  a  question.  The  House 
was  aware  that  the  payment  of  the  money 
on  what  was  commonly  called  the  Russian- 
Dutch  Loan  depended  upon  the  provisions 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament;  and  he  would  ask 
whether,  since  there  had  heen  a  manifest 
violation  of  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty 
of  A'ienna,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  nohle 
Lord  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  enforce  the  fu- 
ture payments  of  this  money  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
the  House  was  aware,  that  the  payment  of 
the  interest  on  this  loan  was  authorized  hy 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  to  carry  into  effect 
the  Convention  of  1815;  in  consequence  of 
the  events  of  1830  and  1831,  it  hecame 
necessary  to  enter  into  a  new  convention, 
and  a  new  Act  of  Parliament  was  ueces- 
sarv,  to  authorize  the  Exchequer  to  act 
upon  that  convention.  No  new  convention 
was  now  recjuired,  and  he  apprehended 
that  no  new  Act  of  Parliament  was  neces- 
sary. 

Ma.  MONCKTON  MILNES  said:  Mr. 
Speaker,  although  the  hon.  Memher  for 
^Montrose  and  his  Friends  naturally  desired 
this  dehate  to  have  been  continued  on  Fri- 
day last;  and  although  I  believe  the  Go- 
vernment would,  on  the  whole,  have  lost 
little  time  by  acceding  to  his  request — yet 
I  cannot  altogether  regret  the  delay,  which 
may  have  given  to  many  Members  oppor- 
tunity for  reflection,  and  enabled  us  to  re- 
sume the  discussion  without  any  predomi- 
nant excitement.  For  while  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govcm- 
niont,  on  Thursday  last,  was  not  one  which 
the  House  should  speedily  forget;  yet  it  is 
well  that  the  first  strong  impression  of  its 
eloquence  should  have  subsided  into  calm 
consideration,  and  that  hon.  Members 
should  learn  by  reflection,  that  this  ques- 
tion does  not  wholly  and  necessarily  rest 
on  the  high,  but  easy,  ground  of  national 
honour.  The  noble  Lord,  indeed,  in  one 
j)art  of  his  speech,  attempted  to  preclude 
t]i(»  House  from  even  entertaining  the  sub- 
ject before  us.  He  drew  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  and  the 
privileu'es  of  Parliament,  which,  at  least, 
tended  to  th(^  conclusion  that  it  was  an  act  of 
complete  supererogation,  if  not  of  presump- 
tion, for  this  House  to  express  any  spon- 
taneous oj)inion  on  the  foreign  relations  of 
this  country.     I  am,  Sir,  perfectly  aware 
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that  the   consideration  of  these  subjects 
does  not  form  a  part  of  our  ordinary  duty. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  deny  the  fitness  or 
the  good  practical  effect  of  the  constitu- 
tional doctrine  which  commits  to  the  Crown 
the  regulation  of  our  interests  with  foreign 
States  and  Powers;  but  I  must  remember, 
that  those  affairs  are  entrusted  to  one  Mi- 
nister, who  thus  holds  in  his  hands  the 
chief  destinies  of  our   nation — in   whose 
breast  the  foreign  policy  of  Great  Britain, 
for  the  time  being,  resides — who  can  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  this  House  just  as  much 
as  he  pleases  of  information  and  of  evidence 
on  matters  of  foreign  interest — and  who 
therefore  should  not  be  too  jealous  of  the 
occasional  desire  of  Members  of  the  House 
to   pay   some  attention  to   an   important 
question   of  foreign  politics,  and   one  in 
which  the  general  interests  of  Europe  are 
involved.     I    think    it,   therefore,   rather 
hard,  that  we  should  have  to  meet  such 
preliminary  objections  as  those  of  the  no- 
ble Lord,  especially  when  we  have  no  in- 
tention of  advising  the  Crown  to  adopt  anj 
new  course  of  policy,  but  confine  ourselves 
to  expressions  declaration  and  confirmatory 
of  opinions  and  sentiments  solemnly  and 
formally  enunciated  in  the  Speech  to  Par- 
liament,   and   to   a   suggestion  that  thig 
"  manifest  violation  "  of  a  treaty  does  not 
permit  us  to  maintain  a  convention  entered 
into,  "  in  consideration  of  the  general  ar- 
rangements "  of  that  compact.     The  noble 
Lord  and  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
have  both  expressed  their  disapprobation 
of  the  repeated  protests  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment in  favour  of  the  nationality  of 
Poland:  we  may  therefore  infer  that  thej 
would  not  have  in  any  degree  followed  that 
example  but  from  a  most  earnest  conviction 
of  its  justice  and  its  necessity.     Yet  the 
suppression  of  the  State  of  Cracow  was 
not  the  only  subject  of  continental  interest 
alluded  to  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
It  was  also  mentioned  that  a  correspond- 
ence had  taken  place  between  this  Govern- 
ment and  those  of  France  and  of  Spain 
on  the  marriage  of  the  Infanta  of  Spain  to 
the  Duke  of  Montpensier;  and  we  learn  bj 
papers  laid  before  Parliament  that  here  too 
a  protest  had  been  issued  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  had  led  to  much  diplomatic  dis- 
cussion.    Yet  this  latter  protest  did  not 
appear  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  nor 
has  it  become  the  subject  of  a  debate  in 
cither  House  of  Paiiiament.  And  I  rejoice 
that  it  is  so.  I  tmst  that  all  considerations 
of  this  question  will  be  reserved  for  the 
occasion,  if,  unhappily,  it  should  ever  ar- 
2P2 
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rive,  when  this  country  may  he  called  upon  { 
to  act  upon  the  hasis  which  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  has  laid  down  for  our  own  i 
security  and  the  independence  of  Europe,  ? 
and  that  nothing  may  occur  to  prevent  the  | 
resumption  of  that  good  understanding  he-  , 
tween  the  Governments  of  France  and , 
England  which,  so  much  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  English  people,  obtained  during  the 
late  Administration,  and  on  the  continuance 
and  endurance  of  whicli,  I  believe,  depends 
so  much  of  the  future  welfare  and  progress 
of  the  civilized  world.  But  with  respect  to 
the  absor[)tion  of  Cracow,  no  reticence  was 
necessary,  and  there  has  been  none.  Iler 
Majesty  told  us  she  held  it  to  be  a  mani- 
fest violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  and 
we  propose  to  answer  that  we  regard  that 
violation  "with  indignation  and  alarm.'* 
There  is  customarily  some  formality  to  bo 
observed  in  the  debate  on  the  Address;  it 
is  not  thought  advisable  that  the  apparent 
unanimity  of  the  Address  should  be  dis- 
turbed by  differences  on  single  points,  when 
the  main  principles  of  the  Address  are 
agreed  to.  It  was,  therefore,  understood 
that  some  noble  and  hon.  Members  of  this 
House,  who  demurred  to  the  fact  of  this 
••manifest  violation"  of  treaty-right  (and, 
improbable  as  it  may  appear,  there  were 
some)  should  not  think  themselves  bound 
and  impledged  by  that  vote,  but  regard  it 
as  only  thanking  Her  Majesty  for  the  in- 
formation she  liad  communicated  on  the 
subject.  The  principle  therefore  passed, 
not,  indeed,  unanimously,  but  *'  sub  silcn- 
tio,*'  We  now  desire  that  that  silence  may 
he  broken — that  this  House  may  distinctly 
affirm  its  opinion  on  this  subject — that  we 
may  declare  that  we  do,  heartily  and  loy- 
ally, assent  to  that  special  passage  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  And  I  cannot 
conceal  from  myself  the  apprehension  that 
if,  instead  of  rejoicing  in  this  accession  of 
opinion,  instead  of  welcoming  the  full  ad- 
hesion of  the  Knglish  rarliament  and  peo- 
ple to  the  sentiments  of  the  Crown,  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goverimient 
should  persist  in  moving  the  previous  ques- 
tion, ail  impression,  perhaps  unjust,  but 
not  the  less  injurious,  will  go  abroad,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  shrink  from  theeon- 
sequenccA  uf  their  own  assertions,  and  that 
thus  their  protest  will  lose  a  considerable 
portion  of  its  etHoaey  and  meaning  in  the 
eyes  of  Kuropr.  I  etineeive,  that  the  first 
of  the  resolutions  of  the  hon.  mber  for 
Alontrose,  exj)resses  the  geu^  O]  mi 
till*  people  oi  this  countr 
sym[»aihy  with  the  inter 


tions  is  never  of  a  very  yivid  ch«netar;  i 
the  feeling  respecting  Poland  has  not  f 
of  that  passionate  nature  which  prevuls  in 
France.  There  this  question  has  ooenpied 
at  least  as  much  space  in  the  publie  mind 
as  that  of  negro  slavery  has  done  in  Eng- 
land. But,  nevertheless,  a  strong  sense 
of  sympathy  has  been  manifested  here;  not 
because  the  Poles  were  emigrsnts — not 
because  they  were  exiles — not  becnnse 
their  ancestors  had  liberated  Europe  from 
the  invasion  of  barbarians — not  even  be- 
cause they  had  given  lessons  of  freedom  to 
surrounding  despotisms  and  appreciated 
the  principles  of  self-government,  even  be- 
fore the  world  had  learnt  to  adapt  them  to 
the  mass  of  mankind;  but  simply  because 
they  have  been  the  victims  of  intolerable 
wrong,  and  sufferers  of  the  most  shameless 
violence  in  modem  history.  With  all  their 
insular  indifference,  the  people  of  England 
understand  tliat  three  great  Powers  com- 
bined to  crush  an  independent  nation,  and 
that,  notwithstanding  every  variety  of  op- 
pression and  seduction,  every  vicissitude  of 
time  and  circumstance,  that  nationality  en- 
dures, imeffaced  and  ineffaceable.  Thb, 
Sir,  was  the  feeling  exhibited  the  other  daj^ 
when  I  had  the  gratification  of  seeing  as- 
sembled on  the  same  platform.  Members  of 
this  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  of 
the  most  adverse  political  sentiments^  of 
the  most  diverse  modes  of  thought,  met  to 
protest  against  the  destruction  of  the  re- 
public of  Cracow.  I  there  heard  read  the 
earnest  assent  to  the  object  of  that  meet- 
ing of  a  nobleman  whose  character  b  of 
the  highest  and  purest  in  the  land,  and  to 
whose  calm  and  solid  judgment  any  states* 
man  might  be  glad  to  have  recourse;  I 
mean  the  Duke  of  Bedford.  I  there  lis- 
tened to  the  denunciation  of  this  act  by  a 
diplomatist,  himself  present  at  the  Con- 
gress of  Vienna,  and  intimately  acqnmnted 
with  the  intentions  and  views  of  the  per- 
sonages there  assembled,  and  now  acting 
us  Her  Majesty  *s  ambassador  and  represen- 
tative to  the  (Utonian  Porte — Sir  Stratford 
Canning;  and  all  that  we  now  ask  of  this 
House,  is  to  confirm  the  decision  of  such  men 
as  thes<\  Sir.  the  truth  of  the  violation  of 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna  by  the  annexation  of 
the  republic  of  Cracow  to  the  Austrian 
empire,  appears  so  irrefragable  to  ordinary 
readers  and  obsen'crs.  that  I  fear  I  maj 
be  ri  dcd  as  fruitlessly  taking  op  the 
i  t*  House  in  assertii  gandatroigtb* 

position.     The  r<-»-<^'   Tmlf 
(hehandf 
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recollections.  Almost  at  the  first  page 
they  will  find  that  the  town  of  Cracow, 
with  its  territory,  is  declared  for  ever  free 
and  independent;  that  it  is  to  enjoy  the 
privileges  of  commercial  freedom;  and  that 
the  town  of  Podgorze  is  also  made  a  free 
commercial  town  for  the  good  of  Cracow. 
By  the  Ninth  Article,  they  will  see  that 
the  Courts  of  Russia,  Austria,  and  Prus- 
sia, engage  themselves  to  respect,  and  to 
cause  to  he  always  respected,  the  neu- 
trality of  the  free  town  of  Cracow  and 
its  territory;  and  they  will  find  all  the 
details,  insuring  to  Cracow  political  free- 
dom and  commercial  privileges,  in  a  se- 
parate treaty,  which  by  the  118th  Ar- 
ticle of  the  general  Treaty  is  declared 
to  be  an  integral  part  of  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Congress,  and  to  have, 
throughout,  the  same  force  and  validity  as 
if  inserted,  word  for  word,  in  the  general 
Treaty.  This  is  quite  enough  for  ordi- 
nary minds;  but  the  last  ten  pages  of  the 
papers  laid  before  Parliament,  are  taken 
up  by  the  argument  of  some  anonymous 
Austrian  publicist,  of  sufficient  repute  no 
doubt  in  his  own  country  for  Prince  Met- 
ternieh  to  adopt  liim  as  his  official  advo- 
cate. As  this  document  concludes  the  se- 
ries of  ])apers,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  per- 
mitted to  lay  before  the  House  a  short  de- 
tail of  facts  which  will,  I  think,  sufficiently 
test  the  accuracy  of  this  lejvrned  juris- 
consult, and,  at  the  same  time,  be  not  un- 
interesting, as  showing  how  exactly  the 
spirit  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Congress 
of  Vienna  corresponds  with  the  plain  inter- 
])retation  of  the  letter  of  the  treaty  as 
understood  by  the  Government  and  people 
of  England.  The  two  positions  of  the 
Austrian  publicist,  to  which  I  shall  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  which  are, 
in  fact,  the  basis  of  his  argument,  are  that 
"  Cracow  became  a  political  body,  by  the 
sole  and  exclusive  will  of  the  Three  Pow- 
ers," and  "that  the  Treaty  of  the  3rd  of 
August,  1815,  was  concluded  without  any 
notice  having  been  given  to  any  other  Court, 
without  any  demand  for  acquiescence 
having  been  made  to  any  other  Power, 
as  likewise  without  having  been  objected 
to  by  any  one."  It  is.  Sir,  also  stated 
that  Cracow  was  at  that  time  invested 
with  **  an  independence  never  at  any  for- 
mer period  enjoyed  by  it  before.** 

••  Obsecro,  tuuiu  est  ?  vetus  credidoram  :*' 
I   believed  that  Cracow  had  been  an  an- 
cient city  of  an  independent  State — ^inde- 
pendent at  the  time  when  all  but  the  me- 
tropolis of  Austria  was  in  the  hands  of  the 


Turks,  and  independent  centurTes  before. 
It  is  well  known  to  all  persons  interested 
in  the  history  of  great  transactions,  that 
the  leading  characteristic  of  the  Congress 
of  Vienna,  was  the  unanimity  of  consent 
and  assent  that  it  obtained  from  all  the 
Powers  of  Europe.  In  the  Congresses  of 
Munster  and  Osnabruck  that  preceded  the 
Peace  of  Westphalia,  in  the  Congress  at 
Nimeguen,  and  in  that  of  Ryswick,  the 
differences  were  arranged  by  the  media- 
tion of  third  parties.  In  the  conferences, 
again,  that  took  place  at  Utrecht,  at  Aix- 
la-Chapelle,  in  1747,  and  in  later  times  at 
Amiens,  although  the  representatives  of 
other  Powers  were  present,  yet  each  of 
them  resulted  in  separate  treaties  between 
France  and  England.  But  at  Vienna,  in 
1814-15,  the  attempt  was  made,  and  was 
most  successful,  to  bring  into  the  terms  of 
one  large  compact,  the  great  and  the  small, 
the  strong  and  the  weak,  the  rights  of  pre- 
scription and  the  rights  of  conquest,  the 
ancient  order  and  the  political  accidents  of 
the  age.  It  was  thus  intended  to  establish 
a  body  of  public  right,  of  which  all  Eu- 
rope should  be  members,  giving  to  the  fee- 
ble the  defence  of  the  powerfid,  and  limit- 
ing the  means  of  aggression  possessed  by 
the  mighty.  One  of  the  most  distinguish- 
ed authorities  and  contributors  to  the  ar- 
rangement has  expressed  this  feeling  in 
better  words  than  I  can  find  : — 

"  The  final  act  of  the  Conj^ess  of  Vienna  is 
incontostably  the  fundamental  law  of  the  political 
system  now  established  in  Europe,  because  it  has 
been  sanctioned  by  the  adhesion  of  all  the  States 
composing  that  system.  And  this  is  the  reason 
wherefore  the  dispositions  of  territory  and  the 
principles  of  policy  registered  in  that  act,  whe- 
ther they  regard  ilirectly  or  indirectly  any  Eu- 
ropean State,  are  become  obligatory  for  all." 

In  these  words,  Sir,  Prince  Mettemich  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  of  the  mutual  co-ope- 
ration of  all  the  States  of  Europe  in  pre- 
serving the  dispositions  of  territory,  one  of 
which  was  the  free  State  of  Cracow,  and 
the  principles  of  policy,  one  of  which  was 
the  government  of  the  Poles  by  Polish 
institutions,  established  by  the  Congress 
of  Vienna.  They  are  contained  in  a  let- 
ter addressed  by  the  Prince  to  the  Aus- 
trian Minister  at  Paris,  on  Feb.  9th,  1818, 
and  have  already  been  cited  in  the  French 
Chamber  of  Peers,  by  the  orator  who  has 
revived  in  that  tribune  the  eloquence  of 
Bossuet,  the  Comte  de  Montalembert.  The 
chief  object  and  difficulty  of  the  Congress 
of  Vienna  was,  without  doubt,  the  distri- 
bution of  the  territories  which  France  had 
conquered  and  lost.      Out  of  these  had 


1163 


Cracow — 


{COMMONS} 


Adjoumid  Debate.        1164 


sprang  the  kingdom  of  Saxonj,  and  in 
these  were  included  the  dislocated  mem- 
bers of  Poland.  Bj  the  Treaty  of  Reich- 
enbach,  in  1813,  the  partition  of  the 
Duchy  of  Warsaw  between  Austria,  Rus- 
sia and  Prussia,  without  any  intervention 
of  France,  had  been  agreed  upon,  and 
after  the  occupation  of  Paris,  the  Emperor 
Alexander  maintained  that  this  obligation 
still  remained  in  force.  But,  by  the  secret 
articles  of  the  Treaty  of  the  30th  May, 
1814,  it  had  been  agreed  that  the  free 
disposition  of  these  territones  should  be 
arranged  in  the  Congress  on  the  terms  de- 
termined by  the  Allied  Powers  themselves 
— one  of  these  Powers,  of  course,  being 
England — and  accordingly  we  find  Austria, 
Russia,  Prussia,  and  England  determining 
by  a  secret  Convention,  dated  Sept.  22nd, 
1814,  that  these  provinces  shall  be  dis- 
])osod  of  as  they  think  fit,  and  that  Franco 
and  Spain  should  afterwards  be  admitted 
to  advise  or  to  object.  In  the  interesting 
correspondence  between  the  late  Lord  Cas- 
tlereagh  and  the  Emperor  Alexander, 
which,  at  my  request,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  has  laid  on 
the  Table,  hon.  Members  will  perceive  how 
earnestly  the  Emperor  Alexander  attempts 
to  set  aside  the  right  of  England  to  inter- 
fere in  this  question,  as  soon  an  he  discov- 
ers that  the  views  of  the  English  Minister 
are  oppostMl  to  liia  o^ti.  But  while  tho 
Emperor  is  making  every  effort  to  attach 
Poland  as  a  ])rovincc  to  Russia,  and  is  sa- 
crificing the  fortune  of  tho  Polish  nation  to 
his  scheme  of  national  aggrundizement,  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  urges,  in  the  strongest  manner,  the 
policy  of  re-establishing  the  independent 
kingdom  of  Poland;  and  the  Austrian  (to- 


Special  Committee,  from  which  there  ahmild 
be  no  appeal,  and  which  shoiild  only  re- 
port their  determinations  to  the  General 
Committee  of  Eight,  which  comprehended 
the  Powers  that  had  signed  the  Treaty  of 
the  30th  of  May,  and  which  in  het  consti- 
tuted the  Congress.  This  Special  Com- 
mittee was  denominated  the  *'  Committee 
of  Saxony  and  Poland;"  and  of  whom  was 
it  composed  ?  Remember,  it  had  the 
whole  jurisdiction  of  this  distribution,  its 
decision  was  final,  and  all  other  authority 
on  the  matter  was  subordinate  to  this. 
Was  it  composed  solely  of  Austria,  Rassia, 
and  Prussia  ?  Were  there  no  other  parties 
to  the  arrangement  ?  Sir,  from  the  first 
day  to  the  last  that  that  Committee  sat, 
the  English  Plenipotentiary  constituted 
part  of  it;  and,  very  soon  after  its  forma- 
tion, at  the  request  of  England,  the  French 
Plenipotentiary  was  admitted  and  took  his 
part  in  those  deliberations  and  decisions. 
It  was  to  this  body  that  the  Emperor 
Alexander  submitted,  on  the  30th  of  De- 
cember, 1815,  his  general  project  for  the 
distribution  of  Poland  and  Saxony,  and 
which  included  the  independence  and  free- 
dom of  the  cities  of  Cracow  and  of  Thorn; 
many  parts  of  this  scheme  were  altered, 
and  the  proposals  with  regard  to  Saxony 
altogether  refused;  but  from  that  time  the 
ind(^pendence  of  Cracow  was  a  substantial 
])art  of  every  arrangement  suggested  and 
discussed;  and,  as  it  were  to  give  every 
])ossible  sanction  to  the  authority  of  other 
Powers  in  these  transactions,  on  the  10th 
of  February,  the  Austrian  Plenipotentiary, 
in  presenting  the  iirst  arrangements  to  the 
Committee,  stated — 

•*  That  tho  Powen*  mon?  intimately  oonccmcd, 
onj;an:tMl  thfiuiM'lvcH  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation  both 


vernment  at  that  time  appeared  entiri  ly  t(» !  in  n'pm!  to  the  interests  of  Austrii  and  those  of 


coineide  with  this  view,  and  expro8se<l  it- 
self willing  to  make  very  great  saoritices 
for  80  ilesirable  an  object.  So  unsatisfac- 
tory, howevor,  was  the  state  of  things  tit 
the  end  of  the  year  ISIT),  that  the  still 
glowini^  embiTs  t»f  an  Kuropoan  war 
seemed  likely  to  bo  blown  into  a  tlame  by 
the  dissensions  on  the  subject  of  the  dis- 
tribution tif  Ptibind;  and  tho  l>ueliy  of 
AVarsrtw.  then  luvupiod  by  l*tlt>.'oiH) 
Russian  tn>«»ps.  was  iin»ns«Ml  by  the 
proclamation  o(  the  Archduke  Constan- 
tine— a  name  afterwards  t»f  fatal  siu:- 
niticanee  to  Poland-  calliniT  »^n  tb«»  l\»lcs 
to  ann  for  their  national  inde]vnd- 
once.     At  this  juncture  it   i  •hisimI 

and  tlecided  that  the  nltimaf  nt 

of  these  atfain^  should  be  * 


tho  other  States,  that  the  exivutioii  of  the  partial 
arntn^enients  should  l>c  l>ound  up  (Im)  with  the 
(ieneral  Trtmtv." 

On  xhv  follow  in  ir  day,  the  final  settlement 
of  the  l>uchy  of  Warsaw,  including  the  in- 
depcntlence  of  Cracow,  took  place;  and 
solely  on  the  authtirity  of  that  tfettlement, 
and  to  carry  out  the  obje<^ts  of  that  settle- 
ment,  and  to  confirm  that  settlement  by 
an  anno\  **  of  the  same  fon»e  and  validity 
as  if  it  wen*  insertetl  wonl  for  word,  in  the 
•general  Treaty."  was  the  Treaty  of  the 
.■»rd  i\i  Ma?  aiirncil  hv  the  Thnx?  Powers — 


that   tr  ' 

^^^   the  Austrian  publicist 

tlarej 
'  exis» 

hlishes  the  pnlitaeal 
^T  the  sole  and '^   '^ 

,  siv' 

^     lale- 

Iwh 

ar*- 
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vernraent*8  breach  of  public  faith,  can  as- 
sert to  have  been  concluded  without  the 
recognizance,  acquiescence,  or  objection  of 
any  other  Power  !  Sir,  I  have  referred  in 
this  argument  to  facts  that  lie  on  the  sur- 
face of  diplomatic  history;  1  have  no  pre- 
tensions to  peculiar  or  recondite  informa- 
mation;  I  have  taken  my  facts  from  au- 
thorized and  unquestioned  sources,  and  I 
leave  them  and  the  case  of  the  Austrian 
publicist  to  the  judgment  of  the  House.  In 
the  month  of  October  of  the  same  year  as 
these  transactions,  the  Emperor  Alexander 
issued  a  proclamation  to  the  Poles,  which 
contained  these  words  : — 

"  To  smooth  the  difficulties  which  have  been 
raised  on  tho  subject  of  the  town  of  Cracow,  we 
have  caused  to  be  adopted  the  proposition  of 
making  that  town  a  free  and  ncutnd  State." 

And  he  adds — 

"  It  will  remain  a  monument  of  a  magnanimous 
j)olicy,  which  has  established  liberty  on  the  very 
spot  where  repose  the  ashes  of  the  best  of  your 
kings,  and  with  which  are  associated  the  most 
noble  memories  of  Polish  nationality.  And,  lastly, 
to  crown  a  work  which  the  misfortunes  of  the 
period  have  so  long  retarded,  it  has  been  unani- 
mously agreed  upon,  that  even  in  those  portions 
of  Poland  submitted  to  the  authority  of  Austria 
and  Russia,  the  inhabitants  should  for  the  future 
be  governed  by  their  own  magistrates,  elected 
within  tho  country." 

Sir,  Europe  has  seen,  how  completely,  with 
what  perfect  good  faith,  the  Govemments 
to  which  the  provinces  of  Poland  were  aa- 
sic^ned,  have  carried  out  this  latter  resolu- 
tion; and  it  is  for  this  House  this  night  to 
record  its  appreciation  of  tho  **  magnani- 
mous policy'*  which  has  created  and  nur- 
tured the  free  State  of  Cracow.  In  per- 
using the  short  and  mournful  history  of 
that  State,  I  cannot  find  that  there  was 
anything  so  inherently  defective  in  its  po- 
litical constitution,  as  to  have  made  its 
existence  either  difficult  or  dangerous. 
Nor  indeed  does  it  appear  that  the  con- 
terminous monarchies  regarded  its  free- 
dom with  any  especial  jealousy,  till  the 
great  Polish  revolution  of  1830.  Prince 
Metternich,  in  the  enclosure  to  his  note  of 
the  6th  of  November,  expresses  his  censure 
and  surprise  at  the  popular  sympathy  which 
was  manifested  for  the  cause  of  Polish  na- 
tionality; but  which  seems  mainly  to  hare 
been  confined  to  religious  celebrations^  and 
the  sale  of  arms  and  ammunition.  The 
wonder  is  surely  all  on  the  other  side.  It 
is  hardly  intelligible,  how  in  the  moment  of 
the  agony  of  the  Pohsh  nation,  in  ^t 
wondei-ful  struggle  of  the  patriotic  enthu- 
siasra  of  a  small  body  of  gentlemen  and 
soldiers,  with  the  organijied  resources  of 


the  widest  empire  of  the  world,  that  Orm- 
cow  did  not  throw  herself  at  once  and 
openly  into  the  conflict,  and  share  the  des- 
tiny of  her  race.     Had  she  done  so,  order 
would  have  been  restored  at  Cracow,  as  it 
was  at  Warsaw;  but  she  would  have  beoi 
saved  seventeen  years  of  humiliating  per- 
secution,  crown^  with  an  ignoble  end. 
At  the  Convention  of  Miinchengratz,  which 
took  place  in  1834,  and  in  which  the  Three 
Powers  bound  themselves  to  the  mntnal 
extradition  of  their  subjects,  there  is  strong 
ground  for  believing  that  ike  annihUation 
of  Cracow  was  resolved  on,  and  that  all  the 
subsequent    occupations,    violences,    and 
treacheries,  put  in  practice  against  this 
unhappy  State,  have  been  but  steps  to  the 
predetermined  object.     In  two  interestbg 
articles  published  in  the  BrUith  and  Fo' 
reign  Eeview,  hon.  Members  may  read  the 
wretched  series  of  persecutions  inflicted  on 
Cracow  by  its  political  protectors.     With 
all  their  means  of  prevention,  all  their  ap- 
pliances of  police,  all  their  powers  of  des- 
potic rules,  these  three  great  Powers  re- 
presented themselves    as    the  victims  of 
the  machinations  of  this   poor   town  of 
Cracow.     No  doubt  it  had  been   some- 
times a  city  of  refuge  to  a  tracked  and 
hunted  victim — ^no  doubt  it  had  been  oo- 
casionally  a  land  of  Goshen  in  the  midst 
of  surrounding  violence  and  wrong — ^bnt 
there  is  no  proof  whatever  in  ihe  apdo- 
getic  documents  of  the  Austrian  Govern- 
ment, that  any  conspiracy  against  the  peace 
of  the  surrounding  States  was  ever  enooa- 
raged  or  connived  at  by  the  aaUiorities  of 
the  place— that,  even  when  free  from  tiie 
presence  of  foreign  troops,  the  people  had 
ever  given  either  harbourage,  or  money, 
or  arms,  to  any  body  of  meti  interfiBring 
with  the  peace  of  those  States,  as  soon  as, 
after  ihe  fall  of  Warsaw,  what  was  called 
peace  was  established.     Of  oonrse  the  veij 
presence  of  freedom  was  ineonvenieiii  to 
the  Powers  who  desired  to  suppress  its 
veij  namie ;  of  course  the  existence  of  any 
seu-govoninent  was  distastefol  to  those 
who  systematicallj  resisted  all  politicsl  de- 
velopment.   I  do  not  pretend  that,  t^en 
the  natural  ISsdiiigs  had  enoe  btai  aroused 
in  Graeow  bj  the  Polish  revelitton,  it  w«a 
not  troublesome  to  the  neighbovriiig  €ki- 
vermnents;  but  I  eaa  find  no  such  overt  in- 
terference, nosndifiitslhreaehof  intemn- 
tional  law,  as  can  be  ftirlj  called  a  breach 
of  the  nentraiitj^  WhiA  Cracow  was  sap- 
posed  to  obserre.     Tllb  State  of  Oraeow 
did  not^  as  it  i^ppean  to  Aie,  do  anything 
whieh  wodd  have  josfcified  a  deehiation  of 
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war  against  Her  by  any  of  tlie  Three  Powers, 
had  she  been  a  fit  subject  to  declare  war 
against;  and  thus  I  cannot  allow  that  there 
is  any  such  breach  of  neutrality  on  the 
part  of  Cracow,  as  gives  any  colour  of  ex- 
cuse, either  to  the  repeated  military  occu- 
?ations,  or  to  the  destruction  of  the  State, 
'he  frequency  of  these  illegal  military  oc- 
cupations, while  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  had 
declared  that,  **  under  no  pretence  what- 
ever,'* should  troops  be  introduced  into 
the  free  town  of  Cracow,  has  more  than 
once  attracted  the  attention  of  the  British 
Parliament.  The  first  intimation  of  this 
question  produced  from  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
the  notification  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  send  a  Con- 
sul to  Cracow.  It  will  be  remembered  with 
what  gratification  that  announcement  was 
received  by  the  House  and  by  the  country, 
and  how  deep  was  the  disappointment  when 
it  was  discovered  that,  after  much  diplo- 
matic correspondence,  the  design  had  been 
abandoned,  and  that  Cracow  was  to  be  left 
to  her  fate.  The  noble  Lord  has  been  re- 
quested to  produce  that  correspondence; 
but,  1  regret  to  say,  has  declined  to  do  so. 
He  has  stated,  that  it  was  conducted  with 
so  much  acrimony  (that  was  the  word)  on 
the  side  of  the  Powers,  that  the  produc- 
tion of  it  could  now  only  produce  an  use- 
less irritation.  When  a  manifest  violation 
of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  has  been  the  re- 
sult of  the  acts  on  which  we  then  com- 
mented, and  which  wo  hoped  to  alter  and 
arroAt  by  the  presence  of  an  English  ropre- 
Bontative,  I  do  think  it  is  only  due  to  those 
who  urged  that  step  to  be  taken — it  is 
only  duo  to  the  character  of  the  noble  Lonl 
himself,  that  he  should  proiluce  that  cor- 
respondence. When  the  first  of  the  reso- 
lutiouH  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  has  been 
virtually  assented  to  by  every  Member  who 
has  yet  spoken,  including  the  First  Minister 
of  tho  Crown,  I  do  not  know  how  that 
•'  alarm  and  indignation"  is  to  be  injuri- 
ously inerensiMl  hy  the  ]>roduction  of  thoso 
papers:  we  have  the  facts  before  us,  and 
we  desire  to  know  on  what  sufficient  gn»unds 
the  noble  Lonl,  having  informed  the  House 
that  he  was  ahout  to  send  an  English  re- 
presentative to  Cracow,  abandoned  that 
intention,  and  apparently  at  last  yielded 
his  own  conviction  i>f  right  t^  ♦!•«%  objec- 
tions of  the  Three  Powers, 
to  pn^judge  the  quostion- 
weaknoss  or  vacillation  •» 
]>«rt  of  the  noblo  Lonl : 
conscience  of  this  cour* 


of  having,  in  any  degree  whatevert  bj  fee* 
bleness,  or  imprudence  or  ne^ect,  parti- 
cipated in  the  misfortunes  of  Cracow,  la 
examining  the  varieties  of  Qneqiud  alli- 
ance, it  is  the  opinion  of  Vattel — 

"  That  a  weak  State,  which,  for  iU  safotj,  ii 
under  the  protection  of  another  or  others 
powerful  than  itself,  and  engages  itself  in 


for  that  protection,  to  perform  certain  equivmlMifc 
duties,  without  however  despoiling  itself  of  iU 
right  of  self-government,  does  not,  on  that  ae- 
count,  cease  to  take  its  place  among  the  soverugn 
States,  which  acknowledge  no  other  authority 
than  the  law  of  nations." 

It  appears,  therefore,  indisputable,  th»t 
both  England  and  France  were  authoriied 
to  send  representatives  to  watch  over  the 
interests  and  rights  of  the  State  of  Cracow; 
and  I  cannot  divest  myself  of  the  feelinff. 
that  had  the  project  been  realized,  we  ahoaldi 
not  have  been  this  night  discussing  the 
erasure  of  Cracow  from  the  map  of  Eu- 
rope. In  the  debate  of  1840,  a  friend  of 
mine,  who  has  left  a  good  and  respected 
memory  behind  him  in  this  House,  Mr. 
Gaily  Knight,  warned  the  noble  Lord  to 
delay  his  intervention  no  longer.  "  The 
victim,"  he  said,  *'  is  nearly  exhausted — a 
little  longer,  and  it  will  be  too  late."  Yon 
did  delay,  and  the  result  is  before  us.  I 
know,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  may  with  justice 
reply,  that  the  same  policy  of  neglect  and 
disregard  towards  Cracow  was  pursued  bj 
his  successor  in  office.  Notwithstanding 
that,  on  a  former  occasion,  Lord  LTn£ 
hurst  had  been  an  urgent  defender  of  those 
rights,  and  had  strongly  represented  to 
the  House  of  Lonls  the  importance  of  the 
commercial  freedom  of  Cracow  to  our  own 
manufacturing  interests,  and  the  value  to 
England  of  having  this  depot  of  her  goods 
in  the  centre  of  Europe,  1  do  not  find  that 
he  succeeiletl  in  urging  on  Lord  Aberdeen 
to  take  any  steps  to  impede  the  still  ga- 
thering doom  that  hung  over  that  State. 
Nor  indeed,  am  I  aware,  that  that  states- 
man  has  ever  thought  fit  to  express  any 
ropndmtion  of  those  fearful  events  which 
Dccurnnl  in  Gallicia  in  the  early  part  of 
lust  year,  and  which  have  been  made  the 
immediate  pretext  for  this  violent  consum- 
mation. Before  the  prorogation  of  the  last 
Session,  I  had  the  opportunity  of  bringing 
before  the  House  some  inadequate  details* 
some  irnde  sketch,  of  the  Gallician  reign 
of  «~  4at  Jacquerie  of  the  19th  tmm* 
leptember 

.  onoodox  ff^* 
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success,  still  keeps  together  the  hetero- 
geneous provinces  of  the  huge  Austrian 
empire.  I  have  lived  for  many  years 
under  its  sway,  and  I  am  hound  to  say, 
that,  in  general,  the  material  well-heing  of 
its  subjects  is  diligently  cared  for,  and  jus- 
tice between  man  and  man  fairly  adminis- 
tered; although,  except  in  Hungary,  the 
despotism  is  complete,  and  the  feehngs  of 
separate  nationality  are  repressed  or  tram- 
])led  down.  Thus,  I  own,  that  I  was  at 
iirst  incredulous  of  the  horrors  of  Gallicia, 
and  could  not  for  some  time  persuade  my- 
self of  the  reality  of  those  scenes.  But, 
from  residents  on  the  spot,  from  subse- 
quent travellers,  from  the  impunity  that 
has  been  universally  given  to  the  murder- 
ers, from  the  determined  official  secrecy 
which  has  been  thrown  over  these  events, 
and  lastly,  from  the  despatches  of  the 
Austrian  Government  itself,  I  am  com- 
pelled to  accept  the  conclusion,  that  the 
peasantry  were  excited  and  encouraged  to 
the  massacre  of  the  landed  proprietors  of 
that  district,  great  and  small,  by  the  local 
authorities — that  the  assassins  received 
sums  of  money  from  those  authorities,  at 
so  much  a  head,  according  as  they  brought 
in  tlic  corpses  of  their  victims — that  some 
of  those  executioners  have  since  been  pub- 
licly thanked  and  rewarded  by  the  Central 
Government,  while  none  have  been  judi- 
cially punished — and  that  the  surviving 
members  of  families  have  been  forbidden 
to  mourn  for  their  murdered  relatives,  and 
express  indignation  at  their  death.  If 
only  men  in  arms  had  fallen,  there  might 
have  been  some  excuse,  although  the  po- 
licy of  arming  one  class  of  society  against 
another  is  very  questionable;  but  when,  as 
I  am  too  surely  informed,  bed-ridden  and 
helpless  and  aged  men  and  flying  youths 
were  cruelly  destroyed,  I  do  not  know  what 
can  be  the  apology  of  a  Government  which 
has  at  its  command  so  enormous  an  army 
to  repress  violence  and  vindicate  the  law. 
But  what  is  the  phrase  of  Prince  Metter- 
nich  himself,  in  his  despatch  of  the  6th  of 
November  ?     lie  states  that — 

*'  There  has  resulted  from  these  events  a  great 
aeeiimulation  of  embarrassment  for  the  Govem- 
nient  and  the  couiitf}'.  It  is  not  with  impunitj 
that  one  stratum  of  the  social  hierarchy  of  a  poli- 
tical bo<ly  (that  is,  the  landowners)  can  disappear 
(that  is,  be  massacred),  and  yet  such  is  the  effect 
which  has  resulted  from  four  or  five  days  in  Galli- 
cia, or,  to  be  more  historically  accorate,  of  the 
18th  and  19th  of  February,  in  the  Circle  of  Tar- 
now  ?" 

1  feel  that  I  should  weaken  the  effeet  of 
this  sentence  on  the  House  by  any  com- 


ments; I  would  only  ask  it  to  consider  to 
what  portion  of  the  Austrian  monarchy  it 
is  that  Cracow  is  now  annexed — ^for  what 
a  social  state  it  is  that  she  is  forced  to  ex- 
change a  political  existence,  where  serfage 
had  long  been  abolished,  and  where  the 
relations  between  the  upper  and  lower 
classes  were  of  the  most  peaceful  and 
friendly  nature — and  what  a  future  is  be- 
fore this  unhappy  people,  deprived  at  once 
of  the  great  and  invigorating  principle  of 
self-government,  and  of  a  commercial  free- 
dom which  gave  them  the  cheapest  and 
readiest  supply  of  the  necessaries  and  com- 
forts of  life,  and  placed  under  the  autocra- 
tic rule  of  a  Government,  which  is  remark- 
able for  the  stringency  of  its  tariff,  and 
unwilHng,  or,  at  the  best,  unable,  to  pro- 
tect them  from  such  abominations  as  ilie 
massacre  of  Gallicia!  The  pretence  that 
the  people  of  Cracow  took  an  open  part  in 
the  invasion  of  the  Austrian  territory  is 
nowhere  confirmed:  the  numberW  persons 
who  appeared  in  arms  on  that  occasion, 
was  at  the  roost  two  hundred  men,  ill 
armed  and  without  discipline.  The  pre* 
feet  of  Tamow,  Brendl  de  WaUestem,  was 
distinctly  informed  of  the  approaching  out- 
break, which'  was  conducted  with  the  most 
insane  imprudence.  And  on  the  30th  of 
January,  the  Archduke  Ferdinand  d'£ste 
inform^  the  Central  GoYemment  that  the 
country  was  agitated,  a  movement  in  pre- 
paration, and  the  public  mind  disturbed: — 

"  Nevertheless,  the  Government  may  be  tran- 
quil ;  I  do  not  require  any  reinforcements,  for  all 
measures  are  taken  in  case  of  insorreotion  ftr 
paralysing  the  movement  without  compromising 
the  troops/' 

The  riot  broke  out  on  the  18th  of  Febru- 
ary. The  Austrian  ffeneral  in  oecupaUon 
of  Cracow  evacuated  Uie  town  without  re- 
sistance, and  carried  away  with  him  all 
the  authorities  of  the  place,  the  foreifln 
residents,  and.  many  persons  who  mi^t 
arrest  the  confusion.  The  very  night  of 
this  so-called  insurrection,  the  carnage  in 
Gallicia  commenced;  and  the  free  State  of 
Cracow,  which  gaye  die  conspirators  no 
encouragement,  which  is  not  even  assumed 
to  hare  assisted  in  the  design,  is  now  to 
he  annihilated,  bccaose  it  was  abandoned 
by  those  who  had  gratnitoudj  aasnmed  its 
government,  and  beeaose,  through  the  eon- 
nimnce  of  the  local  and  the  negligenoe  of 
the  central  authorities,  a  pronnee  of  the 
organised^  ordeiljt  Anatrian  empure»  has 
been  disgraoedby  deeds  which  only  hdong 
to  scenes  of  the  wildest  and  moat  emfait- 
tered  anarohj.    During  the  time  that  in- 
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tenrened  between  these  events  and  the 
final  act  of  sappression,  I  iind  in  the  pa- 
pers before  the  House  instances  of  unfair- 
ness and  equivocation,  on  the  part  of  fo- 
rei;^  Ministers,  which  I  should  have  hoped 
were  confined  to  another  apre  of  diplomacy. 
The  only  satisfaction  is,  that  they  show 
that  the  Powers  themselves  were  ashamed 
of  what  they  were  doing,  and  could  not 
trust  themselves  in  the  atmosphere  of 
English  honesty  and  justice.  And  yet  I 
may  presume  to  say,  that  even  the  iuade- 
quate  and  often  delusive  information  sup- 
plied to  Lord  Aberdeen,  by  our  represen- 
tatives abroad,  might  have  in  some  degree 
lessened  the  exalted  confidence  he  seems 
to  have  placed  in  the  fair  intentions  of 
those  Powers,  and  induced  him  to  take 
more  active  steps  than  he  has  done  to  pre- 
vent this  last  calamity.  I  conceive  that 
no  warning  or  even  entreaty  should  have 
been  spared  to  dissuade  the  three  great 
Powers  from  giving  this  pretext  to  what- 
ever nation  may  choose  to  avail  itself  of  it, 
for  dissolving  the  bonds  of  the  great  com- 
pact, and  throwing  the  question  of  the  dis- 
tribution of  Europe  once  more  loose  upon 
the  world.  For,  if  the  cosignataries  of 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna  had  been  formally 
consultcd,  and  if,  on  grounds  satisfactory 
to  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  England  and 
France,  some  modification  of  the  Protec- 
torate of  Cracow  had  boon  agreed  upon;  I 
do  not  pretend  to  say  that  even  some  re- 
striction of  tlie  freedom  promised  to  Cra- 
cow by  the  Congress  might  not  Imve  hern 
preferable  to  tlu»  continual  intervention  of 
these  nominal  ])rotectorR,  and  at  least  the 
commercial  jnivilogos  and  iniinicipal  rights 
of  the  State  niiglit  have  b(»en  preserved, 
and  its  ample  liberty  might  have  been  re- 
covered at  some  haj>pier  ]>eriod.  What- 
ever had  b(»en  thus  arranged,  might  hav(^ 
been  an  objoct  of  criticism,  biamr,  or  re- 
grot;  but,  at  any  rate,  we  should  havo 
been  spared  the  spoctaclo  of  an  act  of  law- 
less revolution  cmnmitted  by  the  champion 
Powers  of  established  order,  and  an  event 
of  such  Imppy  augury  to  Central  lliirope  as 
the  new  Prussian  constitution  precedetl  by 
the  consi'ut  of  Prussia  to  the  extincti«>n  of 
the  political  existence  of  a  free  piH>ple. 
Sir,  the  expression  of  my  opinion  res**^ 
ing  the  latter  resolutions  of  the  hon. 
her  for  Montrose,  namely,  tliose 
to  the  suspension  of  the  paynien 
Kussian-Dutch  loan,  will  neees« 
t^hort,  for  it  will  consist  in  tlie  «>-- 
my  conviction  <»f  a  fact.  '  'J'»  i«» 
we  can  go  on  legally  }^  ^ 


'  I  will  not  resume  the  arguments  of  1832, 
I  but  merely  say,  that  I  agree  with  the  Tiew 
then  taken  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  the 
present  Lord  Ashburton,   reapecting  the 
convention  then  in  force;  and  that  I  cob- 
;  ceive  that  reasoning  to  be  identical  whea 
'  applied  to  the  present  convention.     Thm, 
also,  the  Government  took  up  the  position 
:  of  national  honour,  but  were  obliged  te- 
yield  to  the  plain  facts  of  the  case,  and 
bring  in  a  new  Act  of  Parliament.     Let 
'  them  do  the  same  now.     If  thej  coDc^ve 
,  that  this  money  is  paid  as  an  equivalent 
;  for  Demerara,  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope^ 
I  Essequibo,  aad  Berbice,  I  submit  to  their 
judgment,  and  am  ready  to  move  for  a  new 
I  Bill  for  that  purpose.     But,  with  this  Act 
of  Parliament  in  my  hand — and  this  Act» 
!  not  the  Convention,  is  the  authoritj  for 
i  paying  the  money — containing  the  wocda, 
**  in  consideration  of  the  general  arrange- 
ments of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,"  and,  at 
the  commencement  of  each  clause,  "  in 
virtue  of  these  considerations  *' — I,  who 
believe  those  arrangements  to  have  heen 
violated,  cannot  understand  how  such  pay- 
ment is  at  present  legal. 

"  Every  article  of  a  treaty,'*  gays  Grotius,  *'car- 
rie»  with  it  a  condition,  by  the  non-perfomuuioe 
of  which  t)io  treaty  is  wholly  cancelled.** 

*'  If  it  be  certain  and  manifest,"  says  Vattel, 

'Hhat  the  couHideratiun  of  the  present  state  of 

I  thinirs  was  one  of  the  reasons  which  occaaionffd 

I  the  prnini<te,  and  that  the  promise  was  made  in 

■  onn^ideration  or  in  con^uencc  of  that  state  of 
thinf^H,  then  the  proniiite  depends  on  the  mainie- 

I  nanee  of  things  in  that  state." 

■  Surely,  Sir,  both  these  high  authorities 
I  are  applicable  to  this  case.  The  consider- 
ation fi»r  the  first  convention  was  the  union 
of  ]^(>lgium  and  Holland;  the  consideration 
of  tht>  second  is  **  the  general  arrange- 
ments of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna.'*  These 
stipidations  both  mean  that  Russia  does 
such  and  such  things  as  value  received  for 
this  payment;  and  I  assert  that  the  stipu- 

,  lations  of  tht»  second  convention  are  now 
at  an  I'ud,  just  as  the  first  were  in  1832. 
The  collateral  circumst«-ince,  that  Russia 
hrrsclf  proposed  the  latter  stipidation.  no 
more  atV«rts  the  inteq>retation  of  this  Act» 
than  tlid  the  fact  of  England  having  maiidj 

:  brought  about  1  >''*)pendence  of  Bel- 
7ium  did  the  >on  of  the  former 
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but,  till  you  do  so,  this  Act  of  Parliament 
is  void,  and  the  money   is   not  yours  to 
pay.    And  now.  Sir,  in  conclusion,  I  would 
allude  to  a  word  in  the  first  resolution  to 
which  objection  may  not   improbably  be 
taken :  I  mean,  that  we  regard  these  pro- 
ceedings with  ** alarm.**   I  myself  can  only 
consent  to  this  phrase  by  attaching  to  it 
its  largest  moral  significance.     England, 
in  this  case,  has  no  fears  for  herself  or  her 
own  interests;  her  alarm  is  for  the  peace 
of  the  world,  and  for  the  independence  of 
the  smaller  States  of  Europe.     If  these 
things  are  permitted,  where  are  they  to 
end?     What  is  the  security  for  the  com- 
merce of  Hamburgh,  menaced  by  the  Zoll- 
vercin  ;    or  for  the  integrity  of    Saxony, 
whose  territory  lies  inconveniently  collo- 
cated with  that  of  Prussia,  and  which  was 
guaranteed  by  that  very  same  **  Committee 
of  Poland  and  Saxony**  which  established 
the  State  of  Cracow  ?     Where  is  the  de- 
fence, in  case  of  assault,  of  the  ancient 
freedom  of  Switzerland — where  the  protec- 
tion  of  the  reviving   liberties   of  Italy? 
Vain    are    the    most   sacred   prescriptive 
rights — vain  the  efforts  of  the  wisest  and 
justest  of  reformers — if  such  things  are  to 
be.  Cracow  is  at  Berne — Cracow  is  at  Rome 
— Cracow  is  at  Bucharest — Cracow  is  at 
Constantinople.     If  the  law  of  the  strong- 
est is  to  prevail  in  this  case  with  so  poor 
an  excuse,  with  so  little  reason  for  inter- 
vention, what  must  be  the  destiny  of  those 
feeble  interests  that  stand   face   to   face 
with  the  matured  policies  and  great  am- 
bitions of  mankind?     I  look  not  at  the 
insignificance   of  the  victim,   but   at  the 
might  of  the  executioners.     1  see  Austria, 
Russia,   and   Prussia  banded  together  to 
crush   what   they   call   a    **  geographical 
atom,*'   and    I    ask   myself  whether   the 
wheel  of  the  revolution  of  the  politics  of 
Europe  may  not  have  been  set  in  motion 
])y   tlie   removal  of  this  grain  of  sand  ? 
My  only  trust  and  consolation  is  in  that 
eternal    ])rineiple   of  right,  before   which 
]>ower  itself  must  bend  at  last,  which  works 
out  its  ends  by  processes  inscrutable  to  our 
frail  perceptions,  and  in  reference  to  which 
the  common  feeling  and  experience  of  man- 
kind have  exclaimed — 
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"  I)i)rinit  aliqiiaiHlo  Jus,  moritur  nunquam." 

Lord  DALMENY:  I  am  desirous  of 
stating,  in  a  very  few  words,  my  reasons  for 
voting  against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Montrose.  I  op- 
]K)se  it  with  great  reluctance,  because  I 
acknowledge  the  force  of  some  of  his  argu* 


ments;  and  in  many  of  his  sentiments  I 
most  heartily  concur.     I  yield  neither  to 
him  nor  to  any  one  in  my  abhorrence  of 
the  tyranny  exercised  by  Russia  towards 
Poland,  her  ancient  spoliation  of  territory, 
her  recent  violation  of  rights,  her  contempt 
of  international  law.     Her  ambition  spurns 
all  sanctions  whether  human  or  divine.  The 
solemn  faith  of  treaties,  the  eternal  ruks 
of  justice,  she  alike  despises  and  derides. 
This  last  deed — ^this  overthrow  of  the  last 
refuge  of  Polish  independence — ^is  but  the 
climax  of  a  policy,  which,  bom  in  poverty, 
cradled  in  wrong,  and  nursed  by  yiolenee, 
has  at  length  ripened,  through  successiTB 
stages,  to  the  fulness  of  oppression.    Suoh 
iniquities  ought  to  be  denounced  by  us, 
who  are  contemporaries,  as  they  wUl  be 
branded  with  ignominy  by  the  avenging 
sentence  of  posterity.     We  owe  it  to  our- 
selves to  visit  them  with  the  sternest  lan- 
guage of  reprobation,  lest  our  descendants 
should  construe  our  silence  into  apathy,  <v 
into  acquiescence,  in  these  foul  acts   of 
spoliation  and  fraud.     Amid  this  glooinj 
drama,  which  now  extends  over  half  a  eeil- 
tury,  there  is  but  one  topic  of  consolation. 
The  cause  of  freedom  must  gam  by  these 
outrages  of  arbitrary  power.      It  is  mU. 
when  despotism  tears  the  mask  fh>m  its 
own  visage,  and  lays  bare  its  hideousness 
to  the  world.     Its  hypocrisy  is  more  dan- 
gerous than  its  paroxysms  of  violenee. 
Under  the  cloak  of  solemn  plausibilities — 
under  the  semblance  of  a  paternal  Goveni- 
ment,  it  may  impose  on  the  senses  and  de- 
lude the  imaginations  of  men.     The  en- 
forced submission  of  its  slaves  may  be  mis- 
taken   for  spontaneous    obedience.      Its 
treacherous  tranquillity  may  dupe  the  ob- 
server out  of  his  adverse  prepossessions,  or 
even  cheat  him  into  admiration.  It  is  well, 
then,  when  it  flings  off  all  disguise— when 
it  glares  out  in  its  native  colours — ^when  i% 
casts  off  all  restraint — when  it  startlea 
mankind  by  its  excesses,  and  shocks  them 
by  its  crimes.     If,  then,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   the  Member  for  Montrose   had 
confined  himself  to  his  first  resdutien,  ex- 
pressing our  strong  sense  of  this  reeeat 
violation  of  treaties,  I  would  have  oordiany 
supported  it,  in  order  to  mark  my  hornir 
at  this  gross  outrage  on  publie  law.    But 
the  hon.  G^tleman  has  amended  another 
resolution  firons  whieh  I  totally  disaeBt 
He  has  degraded  this  sr^t  qnes^on  rfna- 
tionallaws  and  nationid  rights,  the  faith  of 
treaties,  and  tlie  prindples  of  justice,  into 
asordideonuderatioiiof  pouncb,  shillinn, 
and  pence.    Il  la  the  nisfertiiiie  of  ttie 
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hoD.  Gentleman,  that,  althoug^h  a  man  of  dignitv  of  this  countij  to  ding  to  the  kt- 


a  humane  and  liWral  miud,  with  a  zeal  de- 
Toted  to  the  interests,  not  only  of  his  coun- 
try, but  mankind,  he  nerer  can  look  at 
any  question  of  state  policy,  except  through 
an  economical  medium.  In  his  view,  erery 
question  of  policy,  whether  foreign  or  do- 
mestic, resolves  itself  into  a  debtor  and 
creditor  account.  I  take  leave  to  new  the 
matter  somewhat  differently.  In  my  opin- 
ion, the  relations  between  mighty  States 
ought  to  be  conducted  on  a  higher  footing 
than  the  petty  transactions  between  man 
and  man.  They  ought  to  be  inspired  by 
a  loftier  principle,  and  maintained  upon 
loftier  grounds.     It  may  be  proper  for  a 

Srivatc  individual  to  pry  into  contracts,  to 
it  u]>on  flaws,  and,  on  their  discovery,  to 
hold  himself  released  from  his  engagement. 
Such  a  course  may  not  militate  against  his 
reputation,  or  his  conscience;  but  States 
ought  to  be  animated  by  a  more  elevated 
B]urit,  and  guided  by  views  more  compre- 
hensive and  enlarged.  If  this  great  coun- 
try is  to  bo  governed  on  the  maxims  of  the 
pettifogger  and  the  housewife — if  it  is  to 
act  on  a  mingled  system  of  vulgar  parsi- 
mony and  chicane,  its  treasury  may  be 
enriched  by  a  few  handfuls  of  gold;  but 
farewell  its  moral  strength,  its  moral  gran- 
deur, its  dignity,  its  renown.  In  opposing 
the  Motion  of  the  lion,  (ientleman,  it  can- 
not be  supposed  that  I  contemplate  these 
atrocities  with  indifference,  or  that  I  deem 
them  susceptible  of  extenuation  or  defence. 
1  trust  that  I  shall  not  be  held  deficient  in 
coinniiseratiou  for  those  unfortunate  men 
whose  heroism  i»  defending  the  liberties  of 
their  country  is  only  to  be  paralleled  by 
the  fortitude  with  which  they  have  borne 
their  calamities.  r)Ut  here  I  find  a  treaty, 
by  which,  under  certain  conditions,  we  are 
bound  to  mak(>  an  annual  payment  to  Uus- 
sia.  J>iilerent  opinions  prevail  as  to  the 
construction  of  this  treaty,  and  as  to  whe- 
ther its  conditions  have  been  broken  t»r  ob- 
serveil.  The  hon.  (ientlennm  the  Member 
for  Montrose  says,  that  the  stipulations 
bavin;;   been   violated    bv  the   one    party, 


ter,  in  contravention  to  the  spirit,  of  iti 
treaties.  We  are  in  that  proud  pontioo, 
tliat  we  can  afford  to  be  generoiu  as  wdl 
as  just.  But,  if  this  rule  be  genenDj 
sound,  there  are  circumstances  which 
der  it  peculiarly  applicable  in  the  [ 
instance.  We  have  all  joined  with 
voice,  from  the  Queen  to  the  pemsant,  in 
reprobation  of  the  recent  transactions  at 
Cracow:  Her  Majesty,  in  measured  tenns; 
II er  people,  in  less  disciplined,  but  not 
more  heartfelt  expressions,  have  held  up 
this  flagrant  crime  to  the  execration  of 
mankind.  Let  not  this  hallowed  expes- 
sion  of  the  national  indignation  be  pro&ned 
by  the  intrusion  of  any  selfish  considera- 
tions. Let  our  censure  be  purified  fr«n 
all  taint  of  sordid  motives.  Let  us  not 
take  advantage  of  the  guilt  of  foreign  na- 
tions to  evade  our  pecuniary  obligations. 
Let  this  generous  movement  have  nothing 
economic  in  its  character.  Let  us  fulfil  our 
high  mission  as  the  censors  of  nations,  the 
rebukers  of  the  oppressor,  the  vindicatora 
of  the  oppressed.  But  let  us  not  desecrate 
this  sacred  office  by  the  base  alliance  of 
self-interest.  What  weight  will  that  cen- 
sure possess,  which  is  connected  with  a 
scheme  for  effecting  a  saving  in  your  Trea- 
sury ?  It  was  but  last  week  that  a  great 
meeting  was  held  in  London  for  the  purpose 
of  expressing  the  national  condemnation  of 
the  recent  violation  of  treaties.  At  that 
meeting,  all  anned  interference  was  ex- 
pressly disclaimed.  But  it  was  asserted, 
that  the  public  o])inion  of  a  great  people, 
expressed  in  the  heart  of  its  own  metro- 
polis, would  ])ierce  to  the  darkest  recesses 
of  the  palace  of  the  oppressor.  This  was 
th(>  language  of  that  meeting — a  language 
not  devoid  of  either  dignity  or  truth.  Will 
that  public  opinion  carry  any  authority,  or 
excite  any  tleference  or  resjwct,  which  is 
asscM'iated  with  a  resolution  to  violate  the 
spirit  of  a  treaty,  and  withhold  the  pay- 
nient  of  a  debt  i  If  tlii.^  Motion  be  carried, 
there  is  not  a  foreigner  but  will  afiirm  that 
your  ]>hilanthropy  is  a  mere  jiretence,  got 


I  liabilities.  In  the  eyes  of  the  world,  your 
censure  will  pass  for  arrant  hypocrisy,  or 
hi'  th»based  to  the  '«»*cl  of  a  mere  financial 


have  ceased   to  be  binding  on  the  (»tlier.  ,  up  for  the  purpoM*  of  eluding  your  pecuniary 

]^ut.    Sir,    this    position    has  Ixmmi  triuin-    

]»hantly  refuteil  by  tlie  noble  Lord  at  i\w 
hea<l  of  the  Treasury,  who  has  ])roved  that 
we  are  bound  still  to  adhere  to  ourengairo- 
ment.     The  case,  at  best,  is  one  tif 
guity  and  doubt.      Now,  I  eontenil, 
all  cases  where  a  doubt  arises  in  i 
cuniarv  covenant  with  a  forei;ru  I»o» 
ought  to  give  that  Powit  the  full  be- 
the  doubt.     It  does  not  comport  w. 


I  stratagem. 
dit,  that   f 
bstantii'^ 
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r   that   our   public 
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Btorm.  Glance  on  it  with  suspicion,  and  it 
crumbles  into  dust.  We  are  pre-eminent 
in  this,  that  wc  alone  of  all  nations,  whe- 
ther ancient  or  modern,  have  blended  the 
vigour  of  commercial  enterprise  with  the 
lofty  virtues  of  chivalry.  Other  commer- 
cial States  have  trampled  on  the  principles 
of  public  morality  in  their  ardent  pursuit  of 
gain.  We  alone  have  combined,  in  an 
auspicious  union,  the  energy  of  the  mer- 
chant with  the  honour  of  the  gentleman. 
For  this  we  arc  indebted  to  that  happy 
fusion,  ill  our  constitution,  of  aristocracy 
and  democracy,  by  which  the  restless  vi- 
<^our  uf  the  one  is  ennobled  by  the  exalted 
integrity  of  the  other.  Shall  we  then 
stoop  from  this  proud  pre-eminence,  to  sink 
ourselves  to  the  level  of  States  that  are  as 
bankrupt  in  honour  as  in  purse  ?  Foreign 
nations  have  sometimes  disputed  our  jus- 
tice— they  never,  as  yet,  have  doubted  our 
probity.  Foreign  nations  have  sometimes 
arraigned  our  ambition — they  never  have 
breathed  a  whisper  against  our  honour.  If 
wc  have  sometimes  been  tyrannical — we 
never  have  been  mean.  If  we  have  some- 
times lifted  the  arm  of  the  giant — we 
never,  thank  God,  have  plied  the  finger  of 
tlio  sharper.  And  shall  we  now,  for  the 
first  time,  especially  at  the  present  moment, 
when  we  are  astonishing  the  world  by  the 
vastness  of  our  resources,  the  vigour  of  our 
efforts,  tlie  solidity  of  our  credit,  the  splen- 
dour of  our  charity,  the  magnificence  of 
our  sacrifices,  shall  we,  for  a  paltry  pit- 
tance, dim  the  lustre  of  our  fame  ?  Never, 
never  let  us  plunge  into  such  an  abyss  of 
disgrace.  I  implore  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  not  to  divide  the  House  upon  his 
Motion.  Never  let  it  be  said,  that  a  British 
House  of  Commons  divided  upon  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  would  violate  or  maintain 
the  public  faith  it  had  pledged.  If  Russia 
has  violated  her  faith,  it  is  for  us  to  teach 
her,  by  our  example,  that  public  virtue 
wliich  she  wants.  It  is  for  us  to  contrast 
tho  lofty  bearing  of  our  free  government, 
with  tho  fraudulent  violences  of  her  abso- 
lute monarchy.  Let  us,  then,  with  a  con- 
temptuous ])robity,  fling  to  her  the  gold, 
and  on  her  rest  undivided  the  infamy  and 
the  shame. 

Dr.  BOWRIXG  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  might  vote  for  the  first  resolution^ 
and  refuse  to  support  the  remaining  reso- 
lutions. By  supporting  the  first,  he  did 
not,  by  any  means,  pledge  himself  to  the 
others.  He  entreated  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  House  to  remember,  that  the  question 
before  them  was   not  merely  a  question 


about  Cracow  and  the  Cracoyians,  but  re- 
specting Poland  and  the  Poles.  He  could 
not  help  admiring  the  great  sagacity  of 
the  late  Lord  Castlereagh,  who,  in  hia 
despatches  (recently  published),  pointed 
out  to  the  Czar  the  necessity  whien  erem 
then  existed  for  the  re-establishmaaft  <^ 
Poland ;  and  recent  events  had  shown  hoHH 
just  were  the  views  of  that  eminent  person. 
In  Europe  there  were  at  present  20,000,000 
of  men  animated  by  one  spirit,  professing 
a  common  religion,  speaking  a  commoa 
language,  and  influenced  by  a  common  da- 
sire  to  achieve  the  re-establishment  of  their 
native  country,  as  one  of  the  States  of 
Europe :  who,  then,  believed  that  the  peace 
of  the  world  could  be  preserved  under  in- 
fluences so  adverse  to  tranquillity  ?  It  was 
impossible  to  look  at  the  present  state  of 
Europe  without  anxiety  and  alarm :  Courts 
denounced  Courts  for  perfidy;  friendly  al- 
liances were  broken ;  the  liberty  of  petty 
States,  where  it  was  not  overturned,  was 
menaced ;  the  friendly  feelings  which_pve- 
viously  prevailed  between  France  and  Eng- 
land had  ahnost  ceased  to  exiat ;  Imt  of  the 
two,  England  had  the  most  reason  to  com- 
plain.  He  honoured  the  King  of  the  Freaik 
m  his  domestic  character;  but  he  most 
say  that  in  his  recent  policy  that  Monarch 
had  been  most  grievously  ill-advised.  In 
whatever  direction  he  looked,  he  saw  cause 
for  anxiety  and  alarm.  In  the  south,  Por- 
tugal was  delivered  over  to  anarchy;  who 
ruled  and  who  obeyed  no  one  knew.  In 
Spain  they  saw  a  Oovemment  ntterij  and 
totaUj  regardless  of  Spanish  opinions; 
and  ihey  might  observe  in  that  coontir 
the  same  elements  of  disturbance,  which 
were  associated  with  the  war  of  inde- 
pendence ;  for  Spain  would  never  long 
submit  to  French  domination.  In  Italy 
they  saw  the  hopes  of  the  people  awakened, 
in  consequence  of  the  nomination  of  the 
new  Sovereign  of  the  Pontifical  States; 
ihey  saw  that  excellent  man  yeaminff  to 
promote  the  prosperity  and  to  esti^ish 
the  liberty  of  his  natire  knd,  but  hb 
efibrts  were  everywhere  thwarted.  He 
believed  that  his  purposes  were  oontroDed 
and  overruled  bj  inflnenees  which  woidd 
never  have  been  exerdsed  hot  for  that 
general  dislocation  of  eonfidenee  among 
Cabinets,  of  which  ihey  witnessed  so  many 
results.  Switseriand,  too,  was  in  a  state  of 
confusion  and  disomnixation.  Wlih  re- 
gard to  the  north,  he  participated  in  the 
feehng  of  the  hon.  If  ember  for  Pontefraet 
(Mr.  If.  If ifaies),  when  he  stated  that  Pnu- 
aia  had  fixed  on  amoati 
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for  IrKiHing  the  hold  hIic  wan  gradually  ob- '  regard  to  tbe  first  question,  there  seeau 
taining  upon  intellectual  and  civilized  Eu- '  to  be  no  difference  of  opinion.  I  agree 
rope,  by  asHr^ciating  herself  with  that  recent  •  entirely  with  the  opinions  which  hare  been 
deed  of  Hpoliation  which  had  so  deeply  \  expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
dishonoured  her  name.  In  the  east  he  saw  \  Member  for  Montrose,  and  bj  the  noble 
still  further  cause  for  anxiety.  The  pro- 1  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of  Loodoiit 
misos  made  to  the  Dunubian  provinces  had  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
been  violated.  Ilussia  had  obtained,  under  |  Sovereigns  of  Austria,  Russia,  andPriiaaia» 
pretence  of  caring  for  the  public  health,  j  have  acted  towards  the  city  of  Cracow.  I 
possession  of  the  entrance  to  the  Danube  I  concur  in  the  first  resolution  which  the 
on  the  right   bank.     The  pledges  given   hon.  Gentleman  has  moved,  and  should  be 


to  the  Bulgarians  were  all  violated  when 
Bessarabia  was  ceded  to  Russia ;  and 
though  tin;  independence  of  Wallachia  and 
the  remaining  part  of  Moldavia  had  been 
promised,  it  was  an  undoubted  fact  that 
the  princes  were  seated  on  their  thrones  at 
the  will  of  Russia,  and  that  there  was 
throughout  those  provinces  a  universal 
feeling  of  discontent.  In  all  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  there  was  great  cause 
of  alarm  ;  and  h<^  saw  that  period  a])proach- 
ing  which  Mr.  Canning  had  predicted;  he 
saw  the  advent  of  that  fearful  struggle, 
which  he  (Dr.  Rowring)  feared  could  not 
much  longiT  be  delayed,  between  the  op- 
pressed and  the  oppressors.  lie  (Dr.  Bow- 
ring)  would  viuitun;  to  say,  that  it  was  not 
alone  ])y  the  recognition  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna  that  they  would  got  rid  of  the 
dittieulties  of  tlu?ir  ])<)sition.  lie  contended 
that  niont  regard  must  bo  ]>aid  to  the  wel- 
fan^  and  the  lil>erties  of  nations ;  for  trea- 
ties not  ratified  by  public  opinion  were  of 
little  valu(».  Though  he  shared  in  all  those 
feelings  (if  disgust  and  indignation  which 
had  b(»en  exi)resHed  at  the  recklessness 
with  which  the  great  Powers  had  violated 
the  engagements  into  which  they  had  en- 
tered, ho  in  many  respoets  rejoiced  that 
these  great  questions  were  now  placed  on 
a  new  basis  ;  that  the  whole  structure  of 
Kurop(Min  policy  would  have  to  ho  recon- 
sidered ;  and  that  tliey  would  not  he  called 
ujuni  to  deeitle  alone  whether  the  juNitest 
of  I'ligland  should  restore  Cracow,  or  whe- 
ther a  small  fragrant  t»f  Poland  should  be 
saved  ft>r  To'.es  and  for  Polish  nationality, 
but  that  the  i::reater  «|uestion  of  the  rege- 
neration of  Ptdantl  itself,  and  of  a  reco;rni- 


most  willing  to  vote  for  it,  if  it  stood 
alone;  but  1  cannot  consent  to  support  the 
last  resolution,  in  which  it  is  proposed  not 
to  make  any  further  payments  on  account 
of  the  Russo-Dutch  loan.  In  order  to 
determine  whether  we  ought  or  not  to 
continue  those  payments,  I  think  we  should 
not  merely  confine  ourselves  to  the  worda 
of  the  Convention  of  the  16th  of  NoTem- 
bcr,  1831,  but  should  take  into  considera* 
tion  what  were  the  reasons  which  induced 
us  to  undertake  those  payments,  and  what 
were  the  advantages  which  we  obtained  bj 
so  doing.  We  engaged  to  pay  the  intereat 
of  a  portion  of  the  Russo-Dutch  loan  as  a 
])art  of  the  purchase-money  of  the  coloniee 
of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Demerari, 
Essequibo,  and  Berbice;  and  it  appears 
to  me  that  if  we  refuse  to  continue  those 
payments,  we  are  bound  in  honour  to  re- 
store those  colonics.  The  papers  which 
have  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  prove  that  we  bought  those  coloniea 
by  consenting  to  make  those  payments. 
The  House  is  aware  that  the  colonies  in 
([uestion  belonged  originally  to  Holland* 
and  that  we  took  possession  of  them  dar- 
ing the  last  war,  not  because  we  were  at 
war  with  Holland,  but  to  save  them  from 
France,  when  France  took  possession  of 
Holland.  In  1814,  Holland  was  liberated 
from  the  dominion  of  France,  and  in  con- 
setjuenee  it  was  held  that  we  were  bound 
to  restore  to  Holland  her  colonies.  A 
convention  to  that  etfect  was  signed  in 
liondon.  Aug.  l.'Uli.  1814.  In  the  first 
article  ni  that  convention,  we  engaged  to 
restore  all  the  colonies  possessed  by  Hol- 
land on   tlie   1st  of  .lanuarv,   1803,  with 


titwi  of  its  rights  and  liberties,  which  had  ;  the  exception  of  the   Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
been   so  reekloslv    trampled   upon,  would  i  and   the   si'tilennMits  of  Demerara,   £&se- 


be  hrouu:ht   bet'nre  them  for  consideration 
and  decision. 

Siu  W.  MtM.KSWOKTl!  :  There  are 
twv>  quotions  t\»r  tho  ci»ii>ideratiou  of  the 
Uoust'.  The  one.  ap)>robat  on  t»r  di>ap- 
prohation  of  the  conduct  i»f  the  Thn»o 
Pow«M>  -the  other,  payment  or  non-pay- 
ment of  the  l\ us »o- Dutch   Loan 


juibo.  and  lierbice.  These  wo  resenred 
to  he  di>po>cil  of  by  a  supplementary  con- 
vent iiMi.  wh it'll  wa>  ti)  be  neg«itiated  ac- 
cording to  the  interots  of  the  two  eoun- 
trie-i.  and  especially  with  roforeneo  to  cer- 
tain provisions  coutaiuod  in  the  Treaty  of 
Paris.   '^^'  ntary  conrention  waa 

c  1  artielti  ^  «^ 
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convention  to  which  1  have  just  referred. 
In  the  first  additional  article,  the  Prince 
Sovereign  of  the  Netherlands  agreed  to 
cede  to  his  Britannic  Majesty  the  full  so- 
vereignty of  the  Capo  of  Good  Hope,  and 
the  settlements  of  Demerara,  Essequiho, 
and  Berbice,  in  consideration  of  certain 
payments  to  be  made  by  England.  Those 
])ayments  were — first,  the  sum  of  one  mil- 
lion to  Sweden;  second,  the  sum  of  two 
millions  to  improve  the  defences  of  the 
Low  Countries;  third,  and  to  this  I  wish 
to  direct  especially  the  attention  of  the 
House,  we  agreed  to  bear,  equally  with 
Holland,  certain  other  charges,  to  be 
agreed  upon  by  the  Allied  Sovereigns,  for 
the  final  and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
union  of  the  Low  Countries  with  Holland. 
Thus  we  agreed  to  purchase  of  Holland 
the  colonies  in  question,  for  a  sum  of  mo- 
ney which  was  not  to  exceed  six  millions 
of  pounds  sterling.  A  sum  not  exceeding 
throe  millions  of  this  money  was  to  be  ex- 
pended for  the  express  purpose  of  securing 
the  union  of  the  Low  Countries  and  Hol- 
land; and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  to 
be  expended  was  to  be  determined  by  a 
subsequent  convention.  For  this  purpose, 
a  convention  between  Great  Britain,  the 
Netherlands,  and  Russia,  was  signed  19th 
May,  1815.  In  the  preamble  it  was  stated 
that  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  was  de* 
sirous  to  make  a  suitable  return  to  the 
Allied  Powers  for  having  delivered  his  ter- 
ritories from  the  French;  that  the  Allied 
Powers  had,  in  consequence  of  arrange- 
ments  with  each  other,  agreed  to  waive 
their  pretensions  in  favour  of  Russia,  and 
therefore  the  King  of  the  Netherlands 
had  resolved  to  execute  with  Russia  a 
convention.  And  to  this  convention  his 
Britannic  Majesty  agreed  to  be  a  party, 
in  ])ursuanee  of  the  engagements  formed 
by  the  Convention  of  13th  August,  1814. 
Those  engagements  were,  as  I  have  al- 
ready said,  that  we  should  pay  a  sum  not 
exceeding  three  millions  of  pounds  sterling 
towards  the  settlement  of  the  affairs  of 
Holland.  In  consequence  of  these  engage- 
ments, it  was  agreed,  in  the  Second  Article 
of  the  Convention,  that  we  should  pay,  on 
behalf  of  the  Netherlands,  a  certain  sum 
to,  or  rather  for  Russia,  namely,  that  we 
should  take  upon  ourselves  a  portion  of 
the  debt  due  by  Russia  on  account  of  a 
loan  raised  by  the  house  of  Hope  and 
Company  of  Amsterdam.  We  agreed  to 
pay  the  interest  of  a  portion  of  that  loan, 
together  with  an  annual  sum  for  its  tdti<* 
nate  liquidation.   And  as  we  had  engaged 
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to  make  those  payments  in  such  a  manner 
that  the  union  of  HoUand  and  the  Low 
Countries  should  be  finally  settled,  it  was 
expressly  stiptdated  with  Russia,  on  the 
5th  April,  that  the  payments  should  cease 
if  the  union  were  broken  prior  to  the  liqui- 
dation of  the  debt.  The  following  facts, 
therefore,  seem  to  me  sufficiently  proved: 
1.  That  we  agreed  to  purchase  from  Hol- 
land certain  colonies,  for  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing six  millions  of  pounds  sterling.  2.  That 
the  King  of  the  Netherlands  agreed  to^ 
compensate  Russia  for  a  portion  of  the  et^ 
pense  incurred  by  Russia  in  liberating  hit 
territories  from  the  dominion  of  France. 
Instead,  however,  of  our  paying  a  certun 
sum  of  money  to  Holland,  and  Holland 
paying  a  portion  of  that  sum  over  to  Rus- 
sia, it  was  agreed  that  we  should  pay  Rus- 
sia at  once,  or,  what  was  the  same  in 
effect,  that  we  should  take  upon  ourselves 
a  portion  of  a  debt  due  by  Russia.  In 
fact,  therefore,  the  Russo-Dutch  loan  be- 
came a  debt  due  from  England  on  acoomit 
of  the  purchase  of  certain  Dutch  colonies. 
The  question  is — are  we  justified  in  rapa- 
diating  that  debt,  and  at  the  same  tia* 
retaining  possession  of  those  coloniee?  I 
think  not.  I  thmk  the  Convention  of  ilie 
16th  November,  1831,  would  not  justify 
such  a  proceeding.  That  convention  was 
executed  in  consequence  of  the  separation 
of  Holland  and  Belgium.  That  separation 
verbally  released  us  from  the  obligation  of 
paying  the  interest  of  the  Russo-Dutoh 
loan;  for  the  express  condition  was,  that 
those  payments  shonld  cease  in  the  event 
of  the  union  of  the  two  countries  being 
broken.  But  that  condition  was  made 
with  the  view  of  securing  an  Mreement 
between  the  policy  of  Russia  and  that  of 
England  with  regard  to  the  Netherianda. 
It  was  made  to  prevent  a  separation  be- 
tween Holland  and  Belgium,  because  we 
believed  that  such  a  separation  would  be 
impolitic  and  injurious  to  our  interests. 
In  1831  we  changed  our  mind  npon  this 
subject.  We  approved  of  the  separation 
which  had  taken  plaee  between  the  two 
countries — ^we  wished  Russia  to  eonsont  to 
it;  and  therefore,  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit,  though  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
letter  of  the  C<mventiim  df  1815,  we  con- 
tinued our  payments  on  acoonnt  of  the 
Russo-Dutch  loan,  and  ezeented  the  Con- 
vention of  1831.  In  that  oonvention  cer- 
tain words,  which  have  been  read  to  the 
Honse,  were  inserted  in  the  preamble  with 
reference  to  the  amngemeots  made  at  die 
Congress   of  YUmam;    and   frran  tiiose 
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words  it  IB  inferred  that  any  infringe-  !  However  much  the  partition  of  Poland  \ 
ment  of  those  arrangements  would  render  to  he  deplored,  he  had  looked  npon  it  as  » 
the  Convention  of  1831  null  and  void.  |  fact  fulfilled;  and  he  had  considered 
With  regard  to  this  point  I  must  observe,  .  the  revocation  of  that  act  within  lus 
that  in  the  Convention  of  1831  there  is  no  '  was  an  event  beyond  all  bounds  of 
express  condition  with  respect  to  the  ar-  able  probability,  while  the  attempt  tOHib- 
rangemeuts  of  the  Congress  of  Vienna  i  tain  such  a  revocation  would  serve  no  other 
similar  to  the  condition  which  exists  in  the  ._  end  than  to  aggravate  the  sufferings  of  the 


Convention  of  1815,  with  regard  to  the 
union  of  Belgium  and  Holland.  In  the 
Convention  of  1815,  there  is  an  article 
which  expressly  provides  that  if  the  union 
of  Holland  and  Belgium  shall  cease,  the 
payments  ou  account  of  the  Russo-Dutch 
loan  shall  cease  likewise.     In  the  Conven- 


Poles  themselves.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
felt  great  esteem  and  high  respect  for  that 
eminent  statesman,  who  had  for  thirty-fiTe 
years  ailmini stored  the  affairs  of  Anstria — 
Prince  Metteniich ;  and  he  had  seen  with 
pleasure  the  pacific  disposition  manifested 
by  Austria  in  its  foreign  relations,  as  tend- 


tion  of  1831  there  is  no  provision  what- ,  ing  to  maintain  the  balance  of  power  i 
ever  that  if  the  arrangements  of  the  Con-  Europe.  But,  notwithstanding  these  pre- 
gress  of  Vienna  be  infringed,  the  payments  !  possessions,  he  was  bound  to  declare  that 
in  question  sliall  cease.  If  it  were  our  in-  he  cuusidercd  the  seizure  and  annexation 
tention  in  that  convention  to  take  security    of  Cracuw  altogether  unjustifiable.     He  did 


for  the  fulfilment  of  the  arrangements  of 
the  Congress  of  Vienna,  why  did  we  not 
insert  a  proviso  similar  to  that  which  we 
had  inserted  in  the  Convention  of  1815, 
with  regard  to  the  union  of  Holland  and 
Belgium?  If  we  had  acted  in  that  man- 
ner, then  there  could  have  been  no  doubt 


not  think  that  any  valid  defence  of  that 
act  could  be  offered.  He  did  not  at  all 
concur  in  the  argument  which  thej  had 
heard  on  the  first  night  of  the  Session  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  (Mr. 
Disraeli) ;  and  which,  though  ingenious, 
did  not  appear  to  him  by  any  means  eon- 


npon  the  subject.  At  present  I  entertain  '  elusive.  He  considered  that  they  ought  to 
strong  doubts,  thougli  I  will  not  absolutely  ;  look  to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  as  a  whole ; 
deny  that  if  the  Convention  of  1831  be  and  that  they  had  a  right  to  protest  agunst 
eonstnicd  in  the  strictest  and  most  literal ,  the  conduct  of  any  Three  Powers,  in  t^k- 
manner,  it  may  not  open  a  loophole  by  " 
which  we  may  escape  the  payments  in 
question.  But,  Sir,  when  I  consider  that 
four  great  colonies  have  been  ceded  to  us  on 
condition  of  making  certain  payments,  I 
think  it  would  be  unworthy  of  an  empire 
like  this  to  avail  itself  of  a  doubtful  point 
in  a  tn^aty  in  order  to  repudiate  a  debt,  and 


ing  any  one  article  out  of  that  treaty,  or  oat 

of  the  annexes  uf  that  treaty,  and  dealing 
.  with  it  separately,  without  reference  to  the 

other  groat  contracting  Powers.  He  con- 
'  sidered  that  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  in  the 

present  century,  .<tood  neatly  upon  the  fame 
,  fuundatiun  as  the  Treaty  uf  Westphalia  in 

a  preceding  century  ;  as  a  great  European 


at  the  same  time  to  retain  possession  of  a  ,  settlement ;  as  a  kind  of  charter  or  land 
])roperty,  fur  the  purchase  of  which  that  mark  amuni;  the  natiuns ;  as  the  authoritj 
debt  was  incurred.  In  condemning  the  to  which  subsequent  claims  and  pretensions 
conduct  of  tiie  Three  Puwers  in  disregard-  mij;lit  be  in  nu  small  measure  referred.  It 
ing  the  obligations  of  treaties,  let  us  not  followed  thcreft»re,  in  his  opinion,  that  the 
be   suppose<l  to  be  actuated  by  mercenary  I  dibturbaneeof  the  Trt-aty  of  Vienna  by  the 


motives,  and  inclined  to  imitate  their  ex 
ample. 

N'isrorNT  MAIION  (jbservcd,  that  so  far 
as  regarded  thcr  immediate  (juestion  before 
the  1  louse— the   resolutions    proposed   by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose — he  shouhl 
be  content   to  re»t  his  vote  on  the  very 
powerful  and  elo<|uent  speech  of  the  nob 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  .1.  Russell);   but 
was  desirous  to  offer  a  few  observatioi 
the   general   ^uestuMi   of  the  .seizuri 
annexation  of  Cracow.      He  was  noi 
of  those  whu  had  thuui^ht  it  a  tluty  t«> 
or  support  any  stej»s  for  estaI)li>Ui 


net  of  three  (»f  the  Powers,  was,  so  far  as  that 
act  was  concerned,  to  disturb  the  balance 
of  Muropean  [>olitics.  Rut  the  question 
might  be  considered  in  another  point  of 
view,  in  which  it  had  been  very  ably  put 
by  the  hon.  .Member  fur  Southwark.  In 
the  Treaty  of  Vie"«m.  each  party  gave  way 
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had  to  cede  several  colonies  whicli  were 
then  in  her  hands.    He  would  ask  whether 
it   might  not   ho  fairly  presumed,  there- 
fore, that  this  estahlishment  of  the  free 
State    of   Cracow  was   intended,  among 
other  ohjects,  to  afford  some  satisfaction 
to  those  two  Powers  which  took  an  interest 
in  Polish  affairs?     Had  any  sovereign  a 
right  to  lay  great  stress  and  validity  on 
those  articles  which  provided  for  his  own 
territorial  aggrandizement,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  reject  and  repudiate  those  other 
stipulations   in  which  the  feelings,  if  not 
the  interests,  of  the  other  parties  to  the 
treaty  were  concerned,  and  which  might 
fairly  he  regarded  as  articles  on  the  other 
side  of  the  account?     He  did  say,  there- 
fore— and  in  saying  so  he  did  not  say  more 
than  had  heen  admitted  hy  the  Prussian 
Minister,  M.  dc  Canitz,  to  our  Envoy  at 
Berlin — that  this  was   a  question   which 
ought  not  to  he  decided  hy  Three  Powers, 
hut  hy  Five,  and  that  two  principal  parties 
to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  had  not  heen  con- 
sulted.  But  now  he  was  asked  hy  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Montrose  to  express  this  sen- 
timent in  an  abstract  form ;  and  the  bon. 
Memher  proposed  to  add  to  a  resolution  con- 
taining such  an  expression   other  resolu- 
tions, imposing  what  he  might  term  a  peca- 
niary  mulct  upon  Russia.     He  confessed 
that  he  had  an  objection  to  rote  for  the  first 
resolution,  unless  he  could  also  vote  for  the 
fourth.    He  regarded  the  first  resolution  as 
a  more  abstract  resolution — a  mere  Ulum 
imbelle  sine  ictu,  such  as  that  House  should 
beware  of  passing,  unless  it  was  able  to 
give  it  practical  effect.     With  regard  to 
the  fourth  resolution,  they  had  been  told 
bv  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell), that  the  opinions  of  the  law  advisers 
of  the  Crown  had  been  taken  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  their  opinion  was  adverse  to 
the  discontinuance  of  this  payment.  Would 
the  nation,  then,  be  justified  in  taking  such 
a  course  with  the  opinion  of  the  law  advi- 
sers of  the  Crown  even  doubtful  upon  such 
a  point?     He    entertained   the  strongest 
objection  to  its  being  supposed  that  this 
country  even  appeared  to  receive  peeoniarj 
compensation  for  the  seizure  of  Cracow.  He 
would  not  consent  to  measure  such  a  trans- 
action by  the  scale  and  standard  of  monev. 
He  thought  it  more  conformable  not  onlj 
with  the  justice  of  the  case,  but  with  the 
dignity  of  our  empire,  that  we  should  not 
gain  any  pecuniary  advantage  for  oonelyes 
from  the  loss  of  the  independence  of  Cra- 
cow; and,  therefore,  wiUi  respect  to  the 
iburth  resolution,  he  was  prepared  to  take 
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the  course  which  had  been  recommended 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell).    He  was  therefore  willing  on  the 
first  as  on  the  fourth  resolution,  to  vote 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this 
occasion.     He  did  not  wish  to  go  more 
fully  into  the  question,  since,  as  it  seemed 
to  him»  the  main  advantage  of  the  present 
debate  would  arise  not  from  any  fdness 
of  detail  by  any  one  Member;  but  ratliar 
that  from  a  great  number  of  Membm» 
and  from  every  shade  and  variety  of  c 
in  the  House,  there  might  go  for 
unanimous  expression  of  regret 
blame  at  the  course  which  Austria,  Russia^ 
and  Prussia,  had  recently  pursued.      But 
without  entering  further  mto  the   argu- 
ment on  the  question,  he  would  express  a 
hope  that  the  words  which  had  been  spoken, 
and  yet  would  be  spoken,  in  reference  to 
the  annexation  of  Cracow,  might  reach  be- 
yond those  walls,  and  convince  the  states- 
men of  the  Three  Powers  that  the  fab 
lately  pursued  by  them   would  not  ytlpd 
to  secure  either  the  submission  of  Pofaid 
or  the  sympathy  of  Europe.    Let  i 
persuaded  that  measures  of  rigoor  ( 
verity  were  in  their  very  nature  ]_ 
and  short-lived,  and  that  power  i 
to  be  consolidated  by  affording  to  all : 
and  classes  of  subjects  the  same  eqnal 
rights,  and  by  setting  them  the  first  ex- 
ample of  respect  for  plighted  engagements. 
Sib  R.H.  INGLIS  could  not  agree  with 
his  noble  Friend,  when  he  spoke  cf  tbB 
extinction  of  the  nationalitj  of  Poland. 
Though  in  three  several  instances  Fohud 
had  been  subjected  to  a  fate  to  which  no 
Christian  nation  had  ever  been  solyected, 
still,  at  least  vp  to  last  year,  the  na- 
tionality of  Poland  was  seenre,  as  Smt  as 
treaties  conld  seenre  it,  and  its  literature, 
language    and  religion,   were  presenred. 
The  case  of  Poland  was  not,  therefore,  as 
hopeless  as  the  noble  Lord  assumed  it  to 
be.     The  noble  Lord  had  asked,  if  ikm 
House  were  going  to  vote  lor  an  abstraei 
resolution?    But   when  the  noUe  Loid 
joined  the  House  in  an  Address  to  tlie 
Crown  in  answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Spsilli 
from  the  Thn»0,  was  ha  not  in  eflhet 
voting  for  that  which  tlie  resolution  befosis 
the  House  affinnedf   What  did  Her  Ma- 
jesty state  in  Her  Speeekf  That  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  free  State  of  Craeow  bas 
appeared  to  Her  Miuest  j  to  be  so  aaaniftst 
a  violation  of  Hie  TretLtj  of  Vienna  as  to 
cause  Her  Majesty  to  enter  her  protest, 
and  command  thirt  ibat  protest  oe  dsB* 
vered  at  Tieam   sad  St.  Petetsbwgh. 
2<l 
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Now,  the  Address  to  the  Crown  contained 
a  literal  transcript  of  that  passage  in  the 
Speech.  The  Address  thanked  the  Queen 
for  having  stated  to  the  House,  that  '*  the 
annexation  of  the  independent  State  of 
Cracow  to  the  empire  of  Austria  appeared 
to  Her  Majesty  to  he  a  manifest  viola- 
tion of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna."  The  ques- 
tion which  the  House  had  to  decide  was 
not  merely  one  of  pounds,  shillings,  and 
pence;  hut  whether  the  incorporation  of 
^e  free  State  of  Cracow  were  or  were  not 
^  Tiolation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna.  If  the 
Motion  could  be  resisted  upon  any  feasi- 
ble ground,  it  could  only  be  this,  that 
it  was  needless,  inasmuch  as  the  House 
had  already  admitted  the  annexation  of 
Cracow  to  be  a  manifest  violation  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna.  [Lord  0.  Bentinck: 
No,  no  !  ]  He  would  be  very  glad  to  know 
how  his  noble  Friend  could  explain  away 
the  terms  of  the  Address  in  answer  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  in  which 
Address  the  House  recited,  without  con- 
tradicting, at  all  events,  the  declaration 
thai  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  was  **  mani- 
ftitly  violated."  It  might  be  now  too  late, 
ptriiaps,  to  consider  whether,  if  a  Minister 
—even  one  of  the  lowest  rank — ^had  been 
Bent  from  the  Crown  of  England  (as  had 
been  almost  promised  to  that  House)  to 
reside  at  Cracow,  the  event  which  they  all 
deplored  would  have  taken  place.  One 
thing,  however,  he  was  sure  of,  that  the 
principle  which  justified  the  annexation  of 
Cracow  to  Austria,  would  also  justify  the 
annexation  of  Frankfort,  or  Hamburgh,  to 
any  Power  strong  enough  to  seize  cither, 
or  the  extinction  of  any  of  the  minor  States 
of  Germany.  What  was  to  hinder  any 
other  Power  in  Europe,  having  equal  dis- 
regard to  the  faith  of  treaties,  and  finding 
a  convenient  opportunity,  from  annexing  a 
smaller  State  to  its  own,  if  the  principle 
pursued  with  respect  to  Cracow  were  once 
recognised  ?  A  treaty  was  the  charter  of 
nations,  and  should  not  be  regarded — as  an 
hon.  and  IcArned  Member  of  that  House 
at  the  time  of  the  American  war,  ho  be- 
lieved, bad  once  described  a  charter  to 
be,  namely — as  a  piece  of  parchment  with 
a  piece  of  wax  dangling  at  it;  a  treaty 
should  be  regarded  by  nations  as  charters 
were  by  municipal  institutions.  He  con- 
tended that  in  the  affair  of  Cracow,  the 
great  security  of  Europe  with  respect  to 
its  intemntional  relations,  bad  been  es- 
sentially violated  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Three  Powers  referred  to.  Whenever  he 
considered  the  fate  of  Poland  and  the  con- 


duct of  England  with  regard  to  dmi  eMU- 
try,  he  had  one  consolation — namely,  ihal 
whatever  France  had  done,  England  at 
least  had  never  encouraged  Polaad  to  ex- 
pect armed  assistance  from  her.  It  migbt 
be  asked,  **  If  we  are  not  prepared  to  go 
to  war  for  the  sake  of  Cracow,  why  did  wo 
propose  to  enter  on  the  Jonmala  of  tho 
House  the  resolutions  under  debate?"  Ho 
thought  that  good  would  be  efieeted  bj 
the  representative  body  of  lueh  o  natum 
as  England,  putting  upon  solemn  record  a 
declaration,  that  a  great  moral  and  pdlitaeol 
crime  had  been  perpetrated.  LookiDg  at 
war  as  the  greatest  of  all  calamitiea,  ko 
thought  it  ought  not  to  be  undertaken,  un- 
less in  self-defence,  or  in  the  vindication  of 
such  principles  and  duties  as  ought  to  bo  pn- 
ramount.  He  should  not  be  prepared  to  go 
to  war  with  any  of  those  Three  Powera 
on  account  of  Cracow;  but  there  waa  an 
intermediate  line  of  conduct  which  it  be- 
came the  House  to  pursue.  Her  llajeoty 
had  entered  her  protest  against  the  con* 
duct  of  those  Three  Powers;  and  ovorj 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  addreaaed  ike 
House  concurred  in  that  protest;  he  thero- 
fore  trusted  that  a  unanimona  vote  woold 
be  given  in  support  of  the  resolution.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  England  and  Franco 
did  not  sign  the  specific  piece  ci  parch- 
ment which  granted  to  Cracow  ita  inde- 
pendent existence;  but  could  any  one  deny 
that  the  Five  Qreat  Powers  signed  llint 
general  treaty,  in  the  recital  of  which  the 
independence  of  Cracow  was  contained? 
If  so,  could  it  be  contended  that  boeaooo 
the  signatures  of  England  and  France  won 
not  put  to  a  previous  instrument,  they  had 
no  right  to  complain  of  the  annexation  of 
Cracow  ?  For  these  reasons  he  should  give 
his  cordial  support  to  the  proposition  which 
in  the  first  instance  would  come  before  the 
Ilouiie.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  ho 
should  give  the  same  to  the  remaining  te- 
solutions. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said:  Sw,  tho 
hon.  ^I ember  for  Montrose  was,  the  other 
night,  good  enough  to  inform  the  Hooao 
tbat  he  wa?  pt»rfectly  ashamed  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Shrewsbury  and 
myself  for  the  course  we  had  taken  in  re- 
ference to  the  Address  to  the  Crown.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  I  fear,  by  the  conrao  I 
am  going  to  take  to-night,  that  I  am  not 
likely  to  restore  myself  to  the  good  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  For  though  I  lia- 
tencd  with  gjeat  attention  to  his  apeo^ 
during  the  whole  course  of  it,  there  were 
but  three  sentiments  in  it  in  whidi  I  codl 
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asylum  and  no  protection  to  any  refugees, 
or  to  any  persons  prosecuted  by  the  law. 
Now,  no  State  could  by  possibility  be  a 
greater  delinquent  in  these  respects  than 
Cracow.     If  it  were  worth  while  for  me  to 
go  back  to  the  years  1831  and  1832,  I 
could  show  you,  by  the   correspondence, 
that  there  were  found  in  those  years  no 
less  than  2,000  refugees  in  the  free  State 
of  Cracow.     It  was  stated  by   the  hon. 
Gentleman   who   opened    the  debate    to- 
night, that  there   was   no  just  pretence 
for  the   interference   of  Austria;    and   it 
was  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  on  a  former  night, 
that  he  suspected  that  the  disturbances  in 
the  free  State  of  Cracow  were  far  from 
being  unacceptable  to  the  Government  of 
Austria.    I  think  there  never  was  a  charge 
made  upon  less  foundation  than  that  charge 
made  by  the  noble  Lord.    If  Mr.  Magennis 
is  to  be  trusted,  it  appears  certain,  beyond 
aU  doubt,  that  Austria  did  all  that  lay  in 
ber  power  to  maintain  the  peace  of  Cracow, 
and  that  as  soon  as  the  Senate  of  Cracow 
eilled   upon   the  Emperor  of  Austria  to 
M§gA  her  aid  to  keep  the  peace,  Austria 
Mut  a  force  800  strong  for  that  purpose. 
And  it  was  not  till  the  Polish  immigrants, 
as  they  are  called,  and  not,  as  I  believe, 
the  loyal  inhabitants  of  Cracow,  appeared 
in  a  force  of  5,000  strong,  that  the  troops 
under  General  Collin  thought  it  prudent  to 
retreat.     The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  his  answer  to 
Prince  Mctternich,  held  the  same  language 
as  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  stated  that  it  would  have  been 
perfectly  competent  to  the  Austrian  troops 
to  have  held  their  ground.     I  was  not  so 
surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  to  whom  such  great 
naval  courage  has   been   ascribed,   state, 
that  it  was  unbecoming  in  the  Austrian 
troops,  though  only  800  strong,  to  retreat 
before  an  army  of  more  than  live  times 
their  number.     On  the  contrary,  I  expect- 
ed  that  argument  from  my  nuble  Friend 
opposite.     1  think  he  might  for  a  mcmient 
have  fancied  that  he  was  not  the  Lord  of  a 
hundred  nights,  hut  the  hero  of  a  hundred 
fights,  when  ho  fancied  tliat  tlic  legions  of 
Austria  might,  under  such  circumstances, 
hold  their  ground.     It  a])pears  by  these 
papers,  that  on  tlie  1 8tli  of  February  the 
Austrian  troops  advanced  to  Cracow,  but 
that  on   the  l^lind  (Jenoral  Collin  found   it 
prudent  to  retire.     On  tliat  same  day  (the 
22nd  of  February)  the  manifesto  of  the 
Polish  Government  was  put  forth,  in  which 


they  proclaimed,   amongst  other  things, 
that  they  were  20,000,000;   that  their 
brethren  were  in  arms  at  Posin,  and  pro- 
pared  to  revenge  the  wrongs  of  Pdliuid; 
and  they  called  upon  the  people  of  Poland 
to  unite,  and,  as  the  symbol  of  their  nnioa, 
to  take  an  oath.    Accordingly  an  oath  wna 
prescribed,  and  they  swore  fidelity  to  their 
country,  and  implicit  obedience  to  the  Oo- 
vernment  of  the  revolution.     Well*    Sir, 
what  are  the  articles  of  that  reyolntionaij 
constitution?     And  here  I  trust  that  the 
Gentlemen  who  fancied  that  the  spirit  and 
the  cause  of  freedom  and  of  liberty  were 
endangered  in   the   case  of  Poland,  will 
hearken  for  a  moment  to  the  terms  of  the 
constitution  of  Poland — the  constitution  of 
this  revolutionary  Government,  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  is  so  moch 
in  love.     The  first  article  of  that  const! tn- 
tion  is,  that  the  Government  of  Poland  ia 
absolute.     Well,  but  what  is  the  second 
article  of  this  same  constitution,  of  whi& 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  seems  alao 
to  entertain  such  admiration  ?     Why,  the 
second  article  of  this  free  constitution  is* 
that   every  person  to  whom  the  OoTem- 
ment,  or  any  authority  under  the  command 
of  the  Government,  shall  propose  any  office 
of  command,  place,  or  post,  and  who  shall 
not  accept   and  fulfil  such  appointment, 
shall  suffer  the  pains  of  death.     The  third 
article   of  this  revolutionary  constitution 
is,  that  every  person  capable  of  hearing 
i  arms,  shall,  within  twenty-four  hours  after 
I  the  publication  of  the  manifesto  of  the  na- 
tional Government,  put  himself  at  the  cBa* 
posal  of  the  authority  of  the  place  where 
ho  resides,  and  on  his  failing  to  do   ao^ 
shall  be  tried  as  a  deserter  by  a  court-mar^ 
tial.     The  fourth  article  of  this  free  con- 
stitution   is,  that  every  person  who  shall 
i  defraud  the  public  moneys,  or  usnrp  nnhlie 
j  authority,  shall  be  punished  with  death* 
■  The  fifth  article  provides  that  ererj  o 
'  forming  part  of  any  club,  committee, 
society,  without  the  sanction  and 
of  the   Government,  shall  be  declared  a 
traitor  to  his  country,  and  as  such  ahall 
suffer  death.  The  sixth  article  is,  that  any 
person  who  shall  be  guilty  of  the  destme- 
:  tion  of    any  signal,  or  in  impeding  any 
!  person  in  making  a  signal,  shall  also  ba 
;  punished  with  death.     Then,  1  ask,  whe- 
\  ther  any  man,  who  can  lay  his  hand  npoi 
-  his  heart  and  say  that  he  is  a  lover  of  tna 
liberty  and  of  freedom,  can  agree  in  tha 
admiration  of  this  Polish  republic  ?     Sir* 
we  heard  something  to-night  from  the  hon. 
j  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ponlefrnel  aC 
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the  misconduct  of  the  Austrian  Govern* 
moot  in  giving  encouragement  to  the  Gal- 
licians  to  murder  the  landed  proprietors  of 
that  country.     I  am  at  a  total  loss  to  find 
in  these  papers  any  evidence  of  the  kind: 
quite  the  contrary.      It  appears  by  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Magennis  that  the  first 
information  received  by  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment is  as  early  as  the  18th  of  Feb- 
ruary, which  was  derived  from  deputations 
arriving  at  the  seat  of  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment from  no  less  than  seventy  vil- 
lages in  Gallicia,  praying  for  assistance 
against  this  very  Polish  immigration;  and 
it  appears  by  these  accounts,  if  they  are 
to  be  trusted,  that  so  far  from  the  Austrians 
having  excited  them  to  revolt  against  their 
superiors,  that  it  was  not  till  those  land- 
owners and  others  who  were  parties  to  this 
insurrection  had  recourse  to  force,  and  as 
madmen,  as  they  are  described  by  Prince 
Metternich,  shot  down  some  of  the  pea- 
santry who  refused  to  join  in  their  wicked 
insurrection,  that  the  peasantry  of  Gallicia 
rose  in  self-defence  upon  their  persecutors. 
Sir,  it  was  well  stated  by  Prince  Metter- 
nich, in  one  of  these  public  papers,  that  to 
call  upon  the  peasantry  of  Gallicia  to  rise 
up  and  cry  out  for  the  restoration  of  the 
kingdom  of  Poland,  was  only  to  recommend 
them  to  call  for  that  ancien  regime,  that 
harsh  system  under  which  they  had  suffer- 
ed 80  much  ;  it  was  to  tell  the  peasantry 
of  Poland  that  they  were  serfs  under  the 
ancien  rigime,  and  that  they  had  become 
the  proprietors  of  land  under  the  rule  of 
Austria.     Why,  then,  is  it  to  be  wondered 
that   the  Gallician  peasantry  should  rise 
as   one   man,    as    they   did    against  this 
Polish  invasion,  against  the  renewal  of  the 
tyranny  of  which  they  still  possessed  a 
traditional   recollection  ?     And  it  seems, 
that  though  unarmed,  they  were  able  to 
rise  against  these  persecutors,  and  to  kill 
no  less  than  six  hundred.     But,  Sir,  it  is 
pretended  that  Austria,  on  this  occasion, 
has  no  just  ground  for  breaking  the  Treaty 
of  Cracow.     Why,  either  the  Gracovians, 
or  the  Gracovians  and  Poles  together,  were 
the  first  to  invade  Austria;  they  crossed 
the  Vistula  5,000  strong,  and  advanced  to 
Podgorze  and  Wielicza,  into  the  richest 
part  of  the  territory  of  Austria,  the  country 
of  the  salt  mines.     Unless  this  Treaty  (^ 
Gracow   deprived   Austria,   and    deprived 
Russia,  and  deprived  Prussia,  of  the  first 
law* of  nations,  which  consists  in  self-pre- 
servation, I  cannot  understand  upon  what 
principle  or  upon  what  argument  it  can  be 
pretended  that  Austria  had  not  a  right  to 


cany  war  into  the  heart  of  thie  city  of 
Gracow ;  and,  if  she  thought  fit,  to  treat 
her  as  a  conquered  nation.    But,  Sir,  with 
respect  to  the  pretence  that  Austria  and 
Russia  and  Prussia  had  no  right  to  alter 
that  part  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  com- 
prised in  the  articles  entered  into  at  Cra- 
cow, 1  can  only  repeat  the  argument  which 
was  so  much  more  ably  used  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Shrewsbury  on  a 
former  occasion,  and  remind  the  Hoose 
that  these  articles  entered  into  at  Cracow 
were  not  articles  of  a  treaty  signed  in  chielli%. 
either  by  Great  Britain,  by  France,  hf 
Sweden,  by  Spain,  or  by  Portugal ;  and  I 
repeat  again,  that  1  believe  the  law  of 
nations  to  be  that  an  annexed  treaty  stands 
on  very  different  grounds  from  a  treaty 
signed  in  chief.     The  House  heard  from 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  RasseU),  on  a  for- 
mer night  of  this  debate,  that  England 
had  never  violated  or  evaded,  broken  or 
set  at  nought,  any  treaty  to  which  she  waa 
a  party;  but  how,  then,  was  the  Hon^pf  to 
reconcile  the  statem^t  that  here  waa  • 
manifest  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vifldl^ 
with  the  circumstance  that,  in  a  like  eMftfe^ 
Great  Britain — as  the  noble  Lord  ^^^ 
fessed — ^favoured  the  separation  otBdm^^ 
and  Holland?    The  two  cases  stood  on 
precisely  the  same  ground ;  the  same  words 
applied  to  both.     By  the  73rd  Article  of 
the  general    Treaty  of   Vienna,  it  was 
stated— 

*'  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Nethirliods^ 
hATiDg-reoognixed  snd  sanetioiied,  under  date  of 
the  21st  of  July,  1814,  as  the  besis  of  the  imion 
of  the  Belgic  Provinoes  with  the  United  Provinoet, 
the  eight  articles  contained  in  the  doonmente  an- 
nexed to  the  present  treaty,  the  said  utieles  shall 
have  the  same  force  and  Taliditj  as  if  thejr  were 
inserted  word  for  word  in  this  present  instru- 
ment." 

Now  these  are  words  stronger,  if  possible, 
than  those  in  the  articles  enterod  into  rela- 
tive to  Cracow.  Well,  but  then  what  waa 
the  coarse  taken  when  Belgiom  rose  in 
revolt  against  Holland,  and  when  f  m 
marched  her  troops  across  the  f  I 

Were  any  parties  to  the  oriip    i        vf 
invited  to  a  conference  with  :        et  lo 
annexation  of  Belgiom  with  hoiiand  t       i 
nmther  Sweden,  nor  ^ain,     r  Po 
were  invited  by  Great  Br      a  lo      s  i 
gross.    True  it  is  that  jt     lee,  i       ami 
signed  the  treaty*  was  a        y  to 
ference;  but  not  in  vi        oi        xi 
Vienna,  but  because  her  I  lad  a 

the  Bek^  frontier.    Weu  c 

noble  Lord  the  Seer  c  lor 

Forrign  Affiin,  in  1      i  to 
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Prince  Mcttemicli,  states  that  no  treaty 
can  be  abrogated  without  the  concurrence 
of  all  parties  to  it.  Let  me  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  Russia  concurred,  or  Austria 
concurred,  or  Prussia  concurred,  or  the 
Netherlands  concurred,  or  whether  Sweden, 
Portugal,  or  Spain,  concurred  in  that  treaty 
for  the  separation  of  Belgium  from  the 
Netherlands,  prior  to  the  period  when  the 
noble  Lord  signed  with  the  Minister  of 
France  the  Convention  for  the  separation 
of  those  countries?  Why,  Sir,  Prussia, 
far  from  concurring — Prussia  offered  to 
Bend  sixty  thousand  men  to  drive  back  the 
French  from  Belgium,  and  to  put  Belgium 
tinder  the  dominion  of  the  King  of  the 
Netherlands.  Therefore,  if  this  be  a  ma- 
nifest violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna, 
what  was  the  condition  of  England  in 
1830,  1831,  and  1832?  Why,  Sir,  in 
this  case  you  had  Three  Powers  who  were 
parties  to  the  treaty  in  chief,  who  agreed 
to  concur  in  a  new  arrangement  with  re- 
■peet  to  Cracow ;  and  in  the  case  of  Bel- 
gium and  the  Netherlands  you  had  no  one 
sinffle  Power  in  concurrence  with  you,  out 
cf  the  Eight  Powers  who  signed  the  Treaty 
*irf  Vienna,  except  France  alone.  True  it 
is,  that  at  a  later  period  you  obtained  a 
ratification  and  concurrence  in  the  treaty 
which  you  had  signed ;  but  that  does  not 
alter  the  position  of  England.  If  it  be  a 
violation  of  the  Treaty  of  the  Congress  of 
Vienna,  when  Austria,  Russia,  and  Prussia 
were  alone  siffncrs  in  chief  of  the  original 
annexed  article,  how  much  more  was  vours 
a  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  in  1831, 
when  not  only  you  did  not  seek  the  concur- 
rence of  all  parties  who  signed  the  general 
treaty,  but  you  did  not  wait  even  for  the 
concurrence  of  throe  out  of  the  four  Powers 
who  had  signed  the  treaty  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  the  Low  Countries  ? 
Why,  Sir,  the  laws  of  nations  are  like  the 
written  or  common  law  of  the  land,  and  are 
to  be  learnt  from  the  practice  of  great  na- 
tions. And,  unless  you  say  that  it  is  not  the 
duty  of  a  great  nation  to  set  an  example  in 
maintaining  the  faith  of  treaties,  you  have 
no  earthly  pretence  whatever  for  saying 
that  either  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  or  the 
Emperor  of  Austria,  or  the  King  of  Prussia 
has  violated  tlie  Treaty  of  Vienna,  as  re- 
gards the  letter  of  it.  But  1  now  look  at 
the  spirit  in  which  the  Treaty  of  Vienna 
was  drawn  \\\\.  I  will  now  examine  the 
statement  whieli  has  betm  made,  that  the 
object  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  was,  as  far 
as  (*racow  was  concerned,  to  maintain  in- 
violate x\\9  nationalitv  of  Poland,  as  far  as 


that  free  State  was  concerned.  Aojdiiiig 
more  contrary  to  the  evidence  thaSt  jo« 
have  before  you — anything  more  eontraij 
to  truth,  never  was  propounded  in  tlut 
House.  It  may  be  well  enouffli  for  ihoM 
perpetual  prattlers  about  freedom  and  na- 
tionality, to  make  such  statementa  in  the 
Freemasons'  Tavern,  and  in  plaoei  wliera 
no  answer  can  be  made  to  them ;  but  to 
state  that  the  spirit  of  the  Treatj  of 
Vienna,  as  far  as  the  Cracow  artielea  nre 
concerned,  was  to  maintain  the  nationaltif 
of  Poland,  is  more  directly  adverse  to  &eta 
than  any  statement  that  ever  was  made. 
You  have  here  before  you  the  correapon* 
dence  of  my  Lord  Castlereagh;  and  what 
was  the  object  of  that  correspondence  f 
Was  it  to  secure  the  nationality  of  Polandf 
Far  from  it.  It  was  to  do  that  very  thing 
which  Prussia  has  now  at  length  aeeedeia 
to.  The  object  of  my  Lord  Castlereagli 
was  to  secure  Cracow  to  the  dominion  of 
Austria;  and  so  earnest  was  the  Emperor 
Alexander  on  the  one  side  to  maintain  tlua 
military  key  to  the  empire  of  Austria,  and 
so  earnest  on  the  other  hand  were  Groat 
Britain  and  France  that  Russia  ahonU 
not  be  permitted  to  advance  her  militair 
frontier  from  the  Vistula,  that  England, 
and  France,  and  Austria,  absolutetr  signed 
secret  articles  of  offence  and  derence  on 
the  3rd  of  February,  in  order  to  defeat 
the  ambitious  designs  of  Russia.  Tho 
object  of  Lord  Castlereagh  was  to  canr 
out  the  Treaty  of  Reichenbach  of  ISttl 
of  June,  1813,  in  which  Austria,  in  con« 
sideration  of  her  stipulation  to  join  tlio 
allied  forces,  was  guaranteed  the  restora- 
tion of  her  portion  of  the  duchy  of  Waiw 
saw,  which  had  been  wrested  from  her  \(j 
Napoleon;  whilst  Prussia,  on  the  other 
hand,  refuse<l  to  Russia  the  possession 
which  she  desire<l  to  have.  But  jon  aay 
that  we  were  parties  to  this  Treatj  of 
Cracow,  and  that  Lord  Castlereagh  took 
this  deep  interest  in  the  affairs  of  Anstria^ 
though  he  was  not  permitted  officially  to 
enter  into  the  discussion  with  respect  to 
the  arrangements  regarding  the  free  Stato 
of  Cracow.  With  respect  to  this  nalioB- 
ality  of  Poland,  what  does  the  noble  Lord 
say.  treating  of  the  Poles?  The  hoa. 
Member  for  Montrose  says,  that  thonsh 

o/bo 


his  Lordship  was  a  cold-hearted 
admired  some  of  his  letters.  I 
them  too,  and  the  vigour  with  whieh  ho 
sought,  not  to  restore  the  nationality  of 
Poland,  but  to  maintain  for  Aoatria  hor 
military  frontier  against  Rassia.  Now, 
for  those  who  argue  that  the  ^irit  of  thsf 
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treaty  was  to  maintain  that  nationalitj: 
In  Lord  Castlereagh*s  first  commnnication 
to  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  which  was  of 
an  unofficial  and  private  nature,  he  argues 
with  him,  and  says,  in  a  memorandum,  that 
the  advance  of  Russia — 

"  From  the  Niemen  into  the  very  heart  of  Ger- 
many, her  possession  of  all  the  fortresses  of  the 
duchy,  and  thereby  totally  exposing  to  her  attack 
the  capitals  of  Austria  and  Prussia,  without  any 
line  of  defence  or  frontier ;  the  invitation  to  the 
Poles  to  rally  round  the  Emperor  of  Russia's 
standard  for  the  renovation  of  their  kingdom ;  the 
giving  new  hopes  and  animation,  and  the  opening 
now  scenes  for  the  activity  and  cabals  of  that 
light  and  restless  people  ;  the  prospect  of  renew- 
ing those  tumultary  contests,  in  which  the  Poles 
so  long  embroiled  both  themselves  and  their  neigh- 
bourn;  the  dread  that  this  measure  inspires  of 
laying  fresh  materials  for  a  new  and  early  war ; 
the  extinction  it  produces  of  any  reasonable  hope 
of  present  tranquillity,  confidence,  and  peace— all 
these,  and  many  more  considerations,  present 
themselves  to  the  general  view,  and  justify  the 
alarms  that  pervade  Europe." 

Where  is  there  to  he  found  any  sentiment  in 
that  passage  which  shows  a  desire  to  raise 
in  Cracow  a  new  nationality  for  Poland? 
So  far  from  that,  it  was  perfectly  adverse 
to  the  wishes  and  desire  of  himself  and  of 
Great  Britain;  and,  speaking  of  the  Treaty 
of  Reichenbach,  he  says — 

*'  If  the  words  of  the  treaty  were  as  ambigaous 
as  they  are  plain  and  conclusive,  no  person  could 
possibly  give  such  a  construction  to  them  as  that 
these  two  Powers,  who  were  then  making  engage- 
ments for  the  delivery  of  Europe,  were  induced  to 
embrace  that  cause  by  covenanting  their  own 
military  exposure  to  a  poweYful  neighbour." 

What,  was  Austria  to  assist  ?  The  disso- 
lution of  the  duchy  of  Warsaw,  and  the 
separation  of  the  provinces  which  composed 
it  between  Austria,  Prussia,  and  Russia, 
according  to  the  arrangements  to  be  made, 
without  any  intervention  from  Great  Bri- 
tain. Now,  Cracow  happened,  from  the  year 
1799  to  1809,  to  belong  to  Austria/and 
it  was  only  in  1809  that  Cracow  was 
wrested  from  her  by  Napoleon,  and  con- 
stituted, at  the  desire  of  the  Polish  no- 
bility, a  portion  of  the  grand  duchy  of 
Warsaw;  and  the  object  of  the  treaty,  as 
well  as  of  Lord  Castlereagh,  was  to  restore 
things  to  the  state  they  were  in  before 
1809.  To  show,  in  truth,  how  little,  as 
far  as  Cracow  was  concerned,  Russia, 
Austria,  or  Prussia  admitted  Great  Bri- 
tain and  the  other  Powers  to  enter  into 
their  arrangements,  it  is  only  necessary  to 
quote  the  letter  from  the  Emperor  Alex- 
ander, on  the  Ist  of  November,  in  wliieli 
he  cut  Lord  Castlereaffh  short,  and 
him  a  rebuff  on  the  subject  in  reiy 
language,  concludes  by  stating — 


irs  uoni 
as  lip 


« I  trust,  my  I'ord,  tliat  this  oonumuiieKtioB 
will  close  this  private  oorrespondauM,  rvqaostiog 
yon  to  transmit  your  oiBoial  papers  through  the 
usual  channel." 

From  this  time  no  other  communicatioii 
took  place  between  them,  at  least  so  far  as 
appears  from  the  returns  on  the  Table.  If 
there  are  other  papers,  how  comes  it  that 
the  noble  Lord  ihe  Secretary  of  State  has 
kept  them  back  ?  He  ought  to  have  given 
us  all  the  documents  which  exist  on  the 
subject;  but  this  is  certainly  the  last  which 
appears  in  the  correspondence;  and  while 
Alexander  writes  this  with  his  own  hand* 
he  encloses  a  memorandum  written  b]r 
Count  Nesselrode,  in  which  the  Count  con- 
eludes  by  stating — 

"  We  will  oonolude  by  remarking  that  the  !&• 
tervention  of  a  mediator  in  every  diseosaioa  Is 
doubtless  deshrable,  and  may  be  benefloial  wbsn* 
ever  it  serves  to  brin|f  opinions  closer  togetliMr. 
In  the  contrary  case,  it  is  ptefinraUe  to  leave  to 
the  interested  parties  the  task  of  diseoising  thdr 
diiferences,  and  of  entering  into  exhalation  be- 
tween themselves,  especialfy  when  a  dose  oonnex- 
ion,  and  a  reciprocal  eonodenoe  constititlw  the 
most  active  priaoiple  of  their  negotiations.** 

So  that  while  Alexander  cat  short  LoHl 
Castlereagh  in  veiy  laconic  lanfluatfiSy  1 
Minister  also  declmes  the  mediatioiHl 
England.     This  was  so  far  back 
vember,  1814;  and  the  Treaty  of  Cracow 
was  not  si^ed  between  the  Three  Powers 
till  the  3ra  of  May  in  the  following  year, 
and  engrafted  into  the  General  Treaty  oa 
the  9th  of  June.    Therefore,  it  appears 
clear,  that  if  those  Three  Powers  un^ 
the  treaty  without  the  assistance  of  Oreat 
Britain  or  theur  allies,  they  are  only  un- 
tying the  knot  as  tiiey  had  tied  it.    But 
notice  was  men  to  the  noUe  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  so  far  hack  as  Ae  14th 
August,  by  Sur  R.  Gordon,  that  the  Three 
Powers  would  not  admit  any  interference 
of  any  other  Power  in  their  eonsnltations 
for  the  settlement  of  the  ai&irs  of  Cracow. 
If  the  nohle  Lord  received  that  communi- 
cation from  Sir  R.  Gordon  on  the  2! 
Angost,  how  eame  it  that  he  did  not 
once  remonstrate  and  saj,  "T 
no  ri^t  to  settle  the  aflain      v      r. 
and  to  undo  the  treaty  m&t      < 
sent  and  witfaont  a  e  i    a 

But  no  remonstranfA-  «      i 

by  the  noble  Lord      .  i      mm 
rfNorember,  d  L 

mi  faiU  oooi        s  w 
Pmssia  had  w       d  t/riMww  should  be  wr 
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ceedcd  in  this  instance  according  to  the  | 
ordinary  course  of  such  matters,  and  that ' 
the  treaty  was  undone  in  the  same  way  as  \ 
it  was  made  ;   and  having  shown  you  that  | 
the  present  arrangement  has  been  carried 
oat  in  the  spirit  of  the  treaty  as  it  was 
made  by  Great  Britain,  if  her  wishes  had 
been  consulted  in  this  matter,  let  us  con- 
sider how  far  the  Cracovians  themselves, 
in   all   other    substantial  interests,   have 
been   consulted.     Originally  Cracow  was 
not  admitted  to  any  conference  at  all.     I 
am  now  referring  to  the  Treaty  of  1815. 
You  had  forty-seven  empires,  kingdoms, 
cantons,  republics,  free  States,  and  free 
towns  represented  at  that  conference  ;  and 
you  had  about  ninety  corporate  bodies  and 
individuals  also  represented  there.      You 
liad  there  the  free  towns  of  Hamburg  and 
Bremen,  Frankfort,   and  Lubeck.      You 
had  even  the  Jews  of  Bremen  and  of  Lu- 
beck represented  there,   as  well  as   the 
Lady  Abbess  of  Thorn,  and  even  the  pre- 
tenders to  a  small  duchy;  but  Cracow  was 
not  represented  at  all ;  and  the  whole  con- 
sideration with  regard  to  it  was  how  far  its 
remaining   strictly  neutral,    or   its   being 
Annexed  to  Russia  or  to  Austria,  would 
add  to  the  military  power  of  either.     The 
question  was  settled  at  last  as  it  remained 
till  last  year,  not  because  the  contracting 
parties  agreed  to  the  wishes  of  Cracow, 
but  because,   happily   for    the    peace   of 
Europe,  at  the  very  moment  when  Russia 
had  determined  not  to  «;ive  way,  nor  resign 
the   advanciMiu'ut  of  hor  military  power, 
when  she  had  quartered  280,000  men  on 
Poland  ;  and  when  Prussia,  satisBcd  with 
Thorn   being   given    up,  had   armed  her 
contingent  of  IT.'KOOO  to  side  with  Russia, 
while  t lie  Anglo- lU^lgio  army  only  numbered 
80,000  men:  when  France  had  been  called 
upon  to  disarm  20(K0(K1  men,  and  Austria 
had  put  200,000  on  the  footing  of  a  mi- 
litia. Napoleon  mistook  his  time,  and  chose 
to  descend  upon  the  coast  of  France,  when 
the  fear  of  the  eonimon  enemy  and  the  in- 
fluence of  the  common  danger  roused  them 
to  forego  their  differeneos  ;    and  the  tcroat 
Powers  not  being  able  to  settle  the  groat 
question,  agreed  to  settle  their  ditforenees 
at  all  events,  and  to  leave  Cracow  neutral, 
to  be  governed  week  by  week  under  the 
surveillance  of  one  of  the  Three  Powers, 
not  as  a  free  State,  like  Hamburpfh,  Hrt»- 
men,  or  Lubivk.  but  as  a  State  altot^ether 
umler   the    proteetiiMi    of    those    Powers. 
Well,  then,  let  us  >ee  how  the  intere^ts  of 
Craeow  itself  have  been  eeneerned.     The 
h«m.  lientleman  the  Member  for  Montrose 


read  an  anonymous  letter.    He  told  vm  hm 
could  not  give  us  the  name,  bat  he  read  vm 
an  anonymous  declaration,  which  he  aud 
was  tho  very  contrary  to  the  statement 
which  he  has  ascribed  to  me  of  bonfires 
and  music  and  dancing,  which  the  hoo. 
Member  told  us  I  had  stated  to  the  Home 
had  occurred  at  Cracow  upon  the  procIun»- 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Austrian  Ootcth- 
ment.     Sir,  I  do  not  doubt  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  himself  received  such  a  decla- 
ration as  to  bonfires  and  music  and  dan- 
cing; but  I  never  made  any  snch  statement 
to  the  House.    I  made  no  such  declaraUon 
at  any  time.     [Mr.  Huhe  :  You  said  there 
were  illuminations.]     I  stated  there  were 
illuminations — ^that  the  proclamation  waa 
received  with  acclamation  by  the  people— 
and  that  there  were  illuminations  at  night. 
I  will  prove  to  yon  that  that  is  the  feifing 
of  tho  Cracovians  themselves.    I  will  proTe 
to  you,  though  not  upon  anonymous  autho- 
rity— I  will  prove  to  you  upon  a  statement 
of  that  kind  which  cannot  be  easily  donbtedp 
that  the  feelings  of  the  CracoTians  are 
very  different  from  those  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  represented  them  to  be.     I 
have  already  stated  to  you  what  the  feelings 
of  the  Gallicians  were.     We  have  here  » 
despatch  from  Colonel  Du  Piatt,  our  Con- 
sul-General  in  Warsaw;  and  what  does  he 
state  ?     lie  states  that  after  the  reception 
of  the   proclamation,   when  the   Russian 
army  marched  out  of  Cracow,  they  were 
accompanied  for  seven  miles  by  thousanda 
of  the  inhabitants  of  all  classes,  who  re* 
peatedly  treated  them  with  the  most  en- 
thusiastic cheers,  not  only  for  themselTea» 
but  the  Emperor  Nicholas.     Now,  that  ia 
the  feeling  displayed  towards  the  Emperor 
Nicholas,  in  contradistinction  to  the  feel- 
I  ings  which  they  entertained  for  the  Polish 
immigrants.      Now,    Sir,   with  regard  to 
\  Austria,  I  think  I  have  shown  you  con- 
■  clusively.  lirst.  that  the  people  of  Cracow 
I  had  just  reason  to  rejoice  at  the  contrast 
I  which  the  Austrian  Government  afforded 
.  t(^  this  reign  of  terror,  which  was  worthj 
of  the  days  of  Marat  or  of  Robespierre, 
and  which  would  have  been  aggravated  and 
continuini  had  the  Poles  succeeded.    I  will 
now  show  you  what  the  conduct  of  Austria 
has  really  bivn,    and  prove   to  you  that 
she  has  fulfilled  her  promises  to  Cracow  ; 
and  that  the  Cracovians,  so  far  from  being 
atHicted.  have  good  grounds  for  rejoicing 
i  at  the  chsnge.     The   House  has  heard  a 
;  great  deal  about  the  constitution,  of  rero- 
!  lution,  and  of  the  manifesto  of  the  National 
I  Government   of  Poland.     I  will   read  for 
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you  tho  declaration  of  the  Emperor  of 
Austria : — 

"  We,  Ferdinand  I.,  by  the  Grace  of  God,  Em- 
peror  of  Austria,  by  these  presents,  take  posses- 
sion of  the  city  of  Cracow  and  of  its  territory,  such 
as  it  has  existed  up  to  the  present  time  ;  unite  it 
to  our  crown,  and  declare  it  to  form  an  integral 
portion  of  our  empire,  in  which  we  incorporate  it 
henceforth." 

[Mr.  T.  DuNCOMBB :  Hear.]  The  hon. 
Gentleman  cheers  ;  but  does  the  Emperor 
promise  trial  by  court-martial,  or  summary 
prosecutions  ending  in  the  death  of  the  ac- 
cused ?  Does  he  declare  all  traitors  if  they 
venture  without  his  authority  or  sanction 
to  become  members  of  clubs,  committees, 
or  of  any  society  whatever  ?  I  wish  those 
who  admire  that  sort  of  "  freedom"  had 
been  in  Cracow  at  the  revolution,  so  that 
they  might  get  a  taste  of  this  **  free  "  go- 
vernment. I  wish  that  those  who  are 
anxious  that  the  colonies  and  provinces  of 
this  empire  should  cast  off  the  dominion 
of  the  mother  country  and  become  "free," 
would  reflect  upon  Cracow  in  the  days  of 
her  **  freedom,  *  and  perhaps  they  would 
sec  that  those  advantages  were  not,  after 
all,  so  enviable  or  so  delightful.  But,  Sir, 
I  am  not  indulging  in  any  loose  or  general 
statements.  Let  us  look  to  documents — 
authentic,  not  anonymous  documents — ^let 
us  inquire  into  the  real  facts.  What  says 
the  Emperor  of  Austria  further? — 

"  We  promise  them  in  return  to  maintain  and 
to  protect  our  holy  religion  ;  to  administer  jostioe 
impartially  ;  to  apportion  according  to  the  lawi 
of  equity  tho  public  burdens." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  who  is  so 
fond  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  will 
no  doubt  appreciate  this  article.  [Mr. 
Hume  :  1  do  not.]  The  document  goes 
on  to  say — 

*'  Finally,  to  watch  strictly  over  the  mainten- 
ance of  general  security.  All  those  who,  by  a 
prompt  submission  to  the  present  measure,  which 
has  for  its  object  their  own  well-being  only,  and 
by  their  fidelity  and  attachment  to  our  House, 
shall  render  themselves  worthy  of  our  fitvonr, 
shall  always  find  in  us  a  paternal  Sovereign  and  a 
clement  Emi)eror.** 

['*  Hear  !"]  I  quite  understand  the  cheer; 
but  let  the  facts  speak  for  themselves : — 

"  And  we  shall  exert  ourselves  to  the  utmost  to 
cause  them  to  participate  in  the  beneflti  whieh 
the  annexation  to  a  great  and  powerful  monarofay 
can  procure  for  the  inhabitants  of  Cracow." 

Is  it  not  a  pleasure  to  contrast  the  tone 
and  diction  of  this  document  with  the 
threatening  of  death  and  the  arbitraij 
edicts  of  the  **  free'*  Government  against 
all  those  who  would  dare  to  refuse  to  te- 
cept  and  fulfil   the  dangerous  duties  de> 
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Tolved  upon  them?  Is  it  not,  I  say,  a 
pleasure  to  every  man  who  admires  w^- 
regulated  freedom ;  who  loves  order  and 
hates  anarchy,  to  compare  the  contents  of 
this  proclamation  with  the  threats  of  th« 
revolutionists  against 

— **  all  who  are  cuable  of  bearmg  anu,  and  who 
do  not  repair  wiUiin  twenty-four  hours  to  the 
place  of  rendexvous,  and  put  themselves  at  the 
disposal  of  the  authorities  of  the  place  V 

And,  if  not — 

'*  Such  persons  would  be  tried  as  traiton  before 
a  court-martial ;  and  every  free  man  who  shall, 
without  sanction  of  the  revolutionary  Govern- 
ment, be  a  member  of  a  committee,  or  of  any  so- 
ciety whatever,  shall  be  declared  a  trutor  to  Us 
country." 

Now,  Sir,  I  eome  to  the  evidence  of  how 
the  promises  of  Austria  were  fulfilled.  I 
quoted  authorities,  which  were  disputed 
the  other  night.  I  will  now  quote  authori- 
ties which  perhaps  will  be  received  witii 
more  confidence  by  the  hon.  Gentieman 
opposite  :  one  is  from  a  correspondent  of 
the  Times  newspaper;  and  the  other  from  a 
correspondent  of  a  republican  newspaper 
at  Hamburgh,  written  from  Cracow.  The 
correspondent  of  the  Times  wrote  from 
Vienna,  and  his  letter  was  dated  Noremliipt 
the  14th.     He  speaks  thus :—  '  ' 

'*  The  astounding  news  of  the  incorporation  of 
Cracow  with  our  monarchy  caused,  at  the  first 
moment,  an  extraordinary  sensation.  While  some 
call  it  a  melancholy  legacy  of  the  revolution  of  the 
nobles,  others  rejoice  at  it  for  the  interest  of  Cra- 
cow itself,  which  being  henceforth  united  with  so 
great  a  State,  will  consequently  partieipata  ]a  all 
the  blessings  of  commerce  and  manuftstars  which 
are  now  so  rapidly  advancing." 

I  will  now  read  the  extract  from  the  Ham* 
burgh  paper,  a  republican  paper  be  it 
rememnered.  It  is  dated  Deeember  5» 
1846:— 

**  We  are  hiformed  from  Craeow  that  the  an* 
Dounoement  of  the  annexation  of  Craoow  with 
Austria,  though  it  has  created  some  nnpieaiairt 
sensation  amongst  the  lower  classes  here,  who  aiw 
generally  prone  to  judge  of  things  mors  by  tlMii^ 
name  than  tlie  spirit,  has  nevertheisss  sattdM 
the  higlwr  and  middle  classes  that  tlw  geasral 
welfors  of  the  community  will  now  he  moro  pro- 
moted by  tiie  centred  of  one  Qovcnmient  t]\nu  hj 
that  of  three  Govemmeiits,  wlio  h^Ti^  alwnyt  go- 
vemed  the  couneU  of  our  ehambtrni  acutn-dmj^  to 
the  peenUar  views  and  intswsti  f>t'  rnioh  of  tJivai 
sepwately.  In  fret,  we  had  hitherto  only  thn 
burdeiis  of  a  npobtto  witlioat  its  nOvftntn^ir>tf,  and 
tlMragh  we  aro  BO  longsr  a  nomlB&i  fn^o  State,  the 
territory  will  ao  move  bo  ooavolsE-kl  hy  foreij^  m- 
aati^'iird  to  Aufiiri^ 


we  diall enioj  Ubeitf,  safety,  and  proti^ciion,  and 
tiioss  bsMBts  of  asmmsiee  so  pnoiiHsr  to  sTI  tkit 
subjects  of  thai  vast  and  Ubenl  smpirs.'' 


ttbjeets 

And  the  editor  of  the  paper  malea  Aeio 
remarka>-i- 
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**  We  should  ecriainlj  hAvo  felt  ashamed  at  the 
little  sense  and  yalue  of  liberty  so  displayed  by 
our  countrymen,  had  they  prcyiously  aotuitlly  en- 
joyed true  republican  liberty  ;  but  as  that  liberty 
was  merely  nominal,  we  cannot  help  agreeing  with 
their  sentiments,  to  our  regret  and  sorrow." 

I  will  next,  Sir,  read  a  letter,  dated  the 
15th  of  February,  from  a  gentleman  of 
high  station  in  Cracow.  He  is  a  gentle- 
man learned  in  the  law,  and  was  Counsel 
to  the  Senate  of  Cracow.  His  office  is  now 
gone,  his  occupation  has  ceased,  and  we 
may  therefore  consider  him  to  be  an  im- 
partial judge.  It  is  a  letter  written  in 
confidence  to  a  brother  collegian  in  this 
country,  who  placed  it  at  my  disposal,  with 
permission  to  read  it  if  I  thought  fit.  It 
is,  as  I  said  before,  written  by  a  gentleman 
of  name  and  title,  whose  statements  may 
be  relied  upon : — 

"  Cracow,  Feb.  15,  1847. 
"  My  dear  Fellow-Student — The  annexation  of 
our  pscudo  republic  with  Austria  has  called  forth 
diplomatic  bickerings  abroad,  and  more  especially 
in  France  and  your  country;  but  these  yery  quar- 
rels only  betray  the  total  ignorance  that  proyails 
eyen  in  the  better-informed  circles  as  to  the  real 
advantages  accruing  to  us  from  the  change.  Every 
one  acquainted  with  the  local  history  of  Cracow 
well  knows  that  from  1795  to  1809,  when  Cracow 
belonged  to  Austria,  tho  prosperity  of  the  district 
had  increased  at  such  a  rate  as  to  induce  tho  Po- 
lish nobility  to  havo  it  incorporated  with  Warsaw 
ill  1809,  or  rather  to  wrench  it  from  Austria. 
From  1815  until  the  present  moment,  wo  had  an 
annual  expenditure  that  had  gradually  increased 
from  100,000  to  300, (K)0  dollars  for  the  support 
of  our  institutions,  besides  the  maintnining  of  the 
several  divisions  of  the  allied  troops  in  and  about 
the  republic,  who  professed  to  watch  for  our 
safety.  Considering,  then,  that  the  whole  \ni\m- 
lation  of  tho  republic  amoante<l  only  to  130,000 
inhabitants,  it  could  not  bo  wondered  at  that  the 
district  was  fast  sinking  in  material  wealth,  and 
that  out  of  275  whole;vile  nierehantt,  not  more  thai; 
87  remained  by  oftieial  returns  in  181/>.  And  not 
only  had  our  <'xp<>nditun>  inei*t>ased  l>eyond  the 
moans  of  the  suffering  inhabitants,  but  even  the 
resources  of  our  ineome  had  gn>atly  decreased 
ever  since  1815,  beeauw,  Ix'ing  considered  now 
as  a  State  by  itself,  regular  duties  were  now  paid 
on  all  the  goods  coming  from  Austria ;  and  as 
Cracow  had  nothing  to  otl'er  in  n>turn,  commerce 
only  drained  the  little  State  of  the  little  specie  it 
possessed  inHt«>ad  of  adding  to  it.  Neither  were 
the  numerous  IVilish  refugees,  in  abject  |K>verty. 
who  daily  thn'ked  to  Cracow,  calculattnl  to  ease 
us  of  tho  heavy  burdens  under  which  we  were 
already  groaning.  (Vacow  was  also  the  high  thiw 
mughfiiro  for  all  the  salt,  wine,  and  other  articles 
that  passed  through  it  to  ]*iiland :  but  the  fn*- 
qiient  i>olitical  agitations  had  so  often  closed  the 
Russian  boundary  towards  us.  that  tlio  transit 
trade  has,  ever  since  lK3(i,  taken  a  quite  different 
route — thniugh  I.imUTg  and  BrtKly.  The  tangible 
a<lvantai^'s  n*sultini:  from  th«'  present '*^aiiffu  are 
—1.  The  saving  <»r  taxation  of.UM*  <»"*  -  p  for 
the  annual  rwjuisite  exp*»nditur  -•-'"> 

tion  of  iuifMirt  duties  on  Au^trir 


ridding  ns  of  the  Ibreifn  troops* ' 
obliged  to  maintain  gratis.  4.  The  inflax  o£  » 
great  number  of  Austrian  mercantilo  ^— *^«^, 
who  are  daily  now  settling  in  Cneow,  bgr  wliieli 
commerce  and  industry  hare,  erer  nnee  tlM  te> 
ginning  of  this  year,  received  such  an  impolM  of 
activity  as  to  inspire  all  claaaet  with  ihm  mutk 
sanguine  hopes  of  a  steady  retnn  to  our  oU 
wealth  and  prosperity,  whieh  had  given  rise  to  tlw 
old  Polish  proverb,  'As  rich  as  a  CraooraB.'  tf 
you  ask  what  we  have  lost  ?  I  answer  a  wm% 
'  word,'  meaning  everything  and  nothinf— 
'  Verbaque  dicuntur  dictii  contraria  Teibia.' 
"  Tours,  dsc.,    C.  L.  OFnumaoa,  GooDaeL 

'*  P.S.  Nearly  all  the  municipal  landed  pfo- 
perty  has  been  mortgaged  ever  linee  1833,  Aad 
there  is  not  a  single  banker  at  Vienna  or  Berlin 
who  does  not  hold  some  part  or  other  of  the  iia- 
movable  property,  and  more  especially  that  iit«- 
ated  in  the  suburb  Chremnitz.  All  tboee  debM^ 
amounting  to  more  than  three  millions  of  doUan, 
the  Austrian  Government  has  undertaken  to  paj. 
without  charging  our  conununity  to  bear  eroii  » 
part  of  the  interest  due  on  them.  What  do  wo 
vrant  more?  " 

Now,  Sir,  there  is  the  important  opiiiioii  of 
a  gentleman  of  high  station,  written  in 
confidence  to  a  friend  in  England.  There- 
fore, I  say  that  something  more  of  reUnnoe 
is  to  be  placed  upon  such  a  docnment,  thu 
upon  the  anonymous  correspondent  of  tlie 
hen.  Member  for  Montrose.  Under  theae 
circumstances,  seeing  that  it  is  not  easj 
for  this  country,  without  condemning  her- 
self, to  make  out  any  manifest  riolation  of 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna — seeing  that  joatiee 
has  been  done  to  all  parties — seeing  thai 
the  interests  of  the  general  peace  of  En- 
rope  has  been  consulted — seeing  that  thoae 
objects  which  the  British  Government  hed 
in  view  in  1814  and  1815  have  been  car- 
ried out  by  the  magnanimous  conceaaioiis 
of  tho  Emperor  Nicholas,  without  any  com- 
pensation whatever  to  him — seeing  that 
Austria  has  only  recovered  back  that  which 
it  had  been  so  positively  decided  she  ahonld 
have  in  1 8 1  ^-—seeing  that  the  tme  in- 
terests of  Cracow,  so  far  from  being  ma- 
terially injure<l,  have  been  greatly  ad- 
vanced, and  that,  so  from  tyranny  and  dea- 
potism  liaviiij::  been  established,  tme  free- 
dom and  prospc^rity  are  likely  to  be  the 
lot  of  Ottcow—  [••  Hear ! "]  Yes,  I  re- 
peat, freedom,  prosperity,  commerce, 
wealth,  and  security,  are  likely  to  bo  the 
lot  of  Cracow,  instead  of  her  being  anb- 
jectiHl  to  such  tyranny  as  that  which  had 
been  practiced  in  revolutionary  timea-— 
seeing  a^l  ^^ese  things,  I  am  bound  to  Toie 
a;;aiD'  'tion.      ["Hear!"]      Oh, 

yes  I  t  the  hon.  Gentlonea 

(Ml  ens  by  that  ^  ^ 

Tb-  hetmthtob' 
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here.  He  does  not  wish  it  to  go  forth  to 
his  constituents  and  to  the  country  that 
the  freedom  he  professes  to  admire,  is  in 
reality  despotism  of  the  worst  description, 
and  that  such  "  freedom  "is  to  he  found 
much  more  on  the  side  of  repuhlican  than 
of  monarchical  governments  ;  feeling  all 
these  things,  I,  for  one,  will  not  consent  to 
hrand  the  Emperor  of  Austria,  or  the  Em- 
peror of  Russia,  or  the  King  of  Prussia 
with  the  charge  that  they  have  heen  guilty 
of  a  manifest  violation  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna.  There  is  nothing  which  1  have 
heard  with  deeper  regret,  with  deeper 
pain,  than  that  declaration  from  the  nohle 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  as* 
cribing  mean,  paltry,  and  unworthy  mo- 
tives and  feelings  to  the  Emperors  of  Aus- 
tria and  of  Russia,  upon  a  mere  suspicion. 
I  think  it  is  the  first  time  that  three 
crowned  heads  were  charged  with  such  un- 
worthy, such  very  dishonourahle  motives 
by  any  Minister  of  England  upon  a  ground 
so  trifling  as  to  amount  only  to  a  mere  sus- 
picion. Sir,  for  these  reasons,  far  from 
condemning,  I  thank  the  mild,  the  cle- 
ment, the  paternal  Sovereign  of  Austria. 
[Laughter,]  Yes,  I  thank  him;  and  I 
thank  the  mild  and  just  King  of  Prussia, 
and  I  thank  the  Emperor  of  Russia. 
Let  those  who  cheer  ironically  show  me  by 
arguments  and  by  evidence,  and  not  by 
mere  declamation  and  invective,  that  they 
have  truth  and  justice  upon  their  side.  I 
have  quoted  evidence — I  have  adduced 
facts — but  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Milnes) 
who  treated  the  House  with  a  two  hours 
speech  did  neither.  He  quoted  a  very 
novel  sort  of  law,  that  if  Austria  had  not 
inserted  certain  words  in  the  convention,  in 
all  probability  England  would  have  in- 
serted some  other  words.  That  certainly 
is  a  kind  of  law  which  I  never  heard  quoted 
before.  IJut  I  repeat  I  have  prov^  my 
case,  I  have  produced  my  evidence,  it 
speaks  for  itself,  and  will  bear  inquiry.  I 
have  brought  proofs  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pontcfract  will  not  attempt  to  con- 
tradict; and  in  conclusion,  I  will  observe, 
that  so  far  from  censuring  those  great 
Powers  for  acting  as  they  have  done,!  am 
glad  that  a  too  lengthened  forbearance  hat 
at  length  given  way  to  the  mercy  of  de- 
cision, and  put  down  and  smothered  this 
den  of  revolutionists  who  promised  to  keep 
Europe  in  hot  water,  whilst  they  were 
ruining  their  own  country,  and  dietvrhmg 
their  neighbours' ;  and  with  this  feeBng, 
Sir,  I  give  my  du-ect  negative  to  thiae  re- 
solutions. 


Mb.T.  S.  BUNCOMBE  conUnot  poMibly 
say,  and  would  not  enter  into  the  qiieBtion» 
whether  or  not  the  feeUngs  of  the  noUo 
Lord  were  reciprocated  in  that  House.  He 
could  not,  indeed,  help  thinking,  after  the 
speech  they  had  just  heard,  that  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Ministers  themselves  would  be  bol 
too  happy  to  withdraw  their  opposition  to 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  That  Mo* 
tionat  present  waa  simply  that  that  House 
should  express  its  alarm  and  indignation  at 
the  incoi^ration  of  the  free  State  of  Cra- 
cow into  the  territory  and  dominions  of 
Austria  by  a  treaty  and  convention  enter* 
ed  into  at  Vienna  last  year,  in  manifeil 
violation  of  the  Treaty  oi  Vienna  of  1815, 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated  truly  that  on  a 
former  evenbg,  when  the  Addreaa  wm 
moved  to  Her  Migesty 's  Speech,  the  Hooae 
on  that  oooasion  was  not  pledged  to  any 
declaration  of  opinion  with  reference  to  the 
asserted  vidation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna. 
They  were  not,  said  the  noUeLord,  and  he 
believed  they  were  not,  committed  to  anT 
such  opinion.  In  fact,  it  waa  then  atatea, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewa* 
bury,  that  the  Address  waa  o»ly  an  eehoef 
the  Speech,  and  that  the  House  did  boI 
then  pledge  itaelf  to  any  deolaration  on  Hie 
subject.  But,  if  that  were  so,  and  the 
House  was  not  committed,  waa  it  not  time 
that  it  should  he  committed  to  the  opiniim 
that  there  had  been  a  direct  violation  ef 
the  treaty  ?  He  waa  not  sore  if  the  pro- 
tectionist party  ffenerally  e^monrred  in  did 
views  eipreased  DT  the  nohle  Lord;  hntb* 
waa  quit^  satisfied  that  not  one  man  in  a 
hundred  m  this  conntry  would  agree  in  any 
snch  sentiments.  The  House  of  Comuona 
was  now  called  upon  to  give  a  direct  vottt 
and  one,  too,  in  conformity  with  the  reto- 
lutiona  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Hume).  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Saa* 
sell)  had  the  other  night  made»  to  be  sure, 
a  moat  eloquent  speech,  and  had  then  ad< 
mitted  all  that  they  oonld  expect.  He  had 
argued  most  ably  that  there  had  been  m 
manifest  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna; 
and  it  would  have  fieen  fortuMite  tf  the 
noble  Lord  had  stopped  there.  He  had* 
however,  gone  flirtlier  than  thatt  uid 
though  he  nroved  tlua  eonntry  had  bejHn 
poasly  insmted  \sj  those  three  KorAm 
Powera  whoa  the  noUe  Lord  <mMb 
(Lord  0.  Bentinek)  had  taken  under  hit. 
vroleetioii,  ike  aoUe  Lord  naked,  what 
had  the  Hooae  of  Oonmons  to  do  widiihalT 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  theForeiga 
Qfioe  had  moteeted  pn^edy;  and  a^ 
tlMgh  th^  iMid  bMMs  UMMlted,  diij  m«» 
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told  to  pay  the  money,  say  no  more,  and 
think  themselves  uncommonly  well  oif. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  met  all  this  with 
a  direct  negative.  He  called  the  Craco- 
▼ians  the  most  unreasonable  people  on  the 
face  of  the  earth;  and  he  considered  they 
ought  to  be  grateful  for  all  the  favours 
Austria  was  about  to  bestow  on  them.  lie 
denied  the  facts  and  the  inference.  He  had 
also  seen  a  gentleman  who  was  at  Cracow 
at  the  time  the  independence  of  the  State 
was  annihilated,  and  who  remained  there 
three  days  after  the  event.  He  had  asked 
this  gentleman  about  the  illuminations; 
and  on  this  point  from  this  authority  the 
noble  Lord  could  receive  every  information 
—  information,  too,  not  addressed  from 
Vienna.  He  had  himself  seen  people  illu- 
minate their  houses  at  home,  rather  than 
have  their  windows  broken;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  inhabitants  of  Cracow  had 
preferred  an  illumination  to  having  their 
throats  cut — which  would  have  been  the 
extent  of  the  tender  mercies  of  the  mild 
and  clement  Emperor  of  Austria.  He  had 
been  told — and  ho  saw  no  reason  to  doubt 
it — that  when  the  imperial  proclamation 
was  published  in  Cracow,  it  was  amid  the 
thunder  of  the  Austrian  artillery,  in  the 
presence  of  the  tears  of  the  women  and  the 
murmurs  of  the  men.  During  three  days 
afterwards  the  Austrian  authorities  were 
occupied  in  dividing;  the  city  into  sections, 
and  making  the  inhabitants  take  the  oath 
of  allegiance  to  the  Austrian  Government. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Kmporor 
of  Austria  was  detested  at  Cracow;  and, 
indeed,  in  every  part  of  Europe  where  he 
was  known.  It  might  perhaps  amuse  the 
House  if  he  were  to  give  an  instance  of  the 
sort  of  education  which  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment gave  to  tht'  youth  of  Austria,  and 
which  would,  doubth»ss,  be  now  extended 
to  the  rising  generation  at  Craoow.  The 
document  which  he  was  about  to  reatl  to 
the  House  was  a  kind  of  catechism  for  the 
use  of  schools,  and  ran  as  follows  : — 

••  QuoMtion. — llnvr  oucht  subjort.H  to  conflict 
thnmMolves  towanU  their  So voroitfii  i  ArwwiT. — 
Siibjocts  ought  to  behave  towanl?*  their  Sovereign 
liko  taithfiil  ((laves  towards  their  manter. 

••  Question.— Why  ought    th«'y  to  behnvo  like 
Mavcr  ?  Answer. —  Hwause  the  Sovcreijm  is  their 
inanter,  and  bin  |>ower  extendi  over  thoii 
an  over  their  (torson?). 

*'  (Question. — U  it  a  bb'^siriif  that  Go'' 
in  :;ivin^  Ah  fffMHi  and  i'hristian  kinin 
riors  i     Answer. — Yes,  it  is  one  of  tb 
Idensin;:!*  tlie  Di'ity  ean  b<»stow  when  h 
;!niid  and  Christian  kin;;^  and  nm 
those  under  whom  we  have  thi 


We  ought  to  prm  j  that  God  will  gnat  a  loaf  iili 
and  a  long  reign  to  oar  beloved  monaroh." 

These  sentiments  coincided  with  the  tone 
of  the  noble  Lord's  speech ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Buncombe)  believed  that  no  AuBtriaii  would 
allow  his  son  to  pledge  himself  to  the  opiii- 
ions  expressed  m  that  catechism.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  in  contrast- 
ing the  constitution  of  the  revolutioii  with 
the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  of  Ana* 
tria,  read  some  articles  of  the  former;  but 
he  omitted  those  parts  which  did  not  hap- 
pen to  serve  his  purpose.  He  might  be 
permitted  to  observe,  also,  that  those  harsh 
provisions  in  the  constitution  upon  which 
the  noble  Lord  laid  so  much  stress,  were 
directed  against  foreigners — Austrian*, 
Russians,  and  Prussians — who  would  not 
consent  to  the  new  order  of  things  which 
it  was  desired  to  establish  in  Poland.  In 
reading  the  first  article  of  the  constitution, 
the  noble  Lord  stopped  short,  and  omitted 
the  words  which  declared  that  the  Gorem- 
ment  of  Poland  was  answerable  to  the  na- 
tion. He  should  like  to  know  whether  anj 
of  the  Three  Governments  which  had  sup- 
pressed the  independence  of  Cracow  were 
responsible  to  the  nations  over  which  thej 
ruled  ?  The  manifesto  of  the  Polish  Go- 
vernment, issued  on  the  22nd  of  February, 
gave  a  different  account  of  the  results  to 
be  anticipated  from  the  establishment  of 
the  constitution,  than  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  had  the  House  believe  from  the  ex- 
tracts which  ho  had  read  from  the  con- 
stitution itself.  The  manifesto  contained 
the  following  passages  : — 

*•  Wc  arc  20,000,000;  if  we  rise  with  one  ae- 
cord,  no  i)ower  will  be  able  to  subdue  our  force, 
and  we  sliall  obtain  a  state  of  freedom  hitherto 
unknown  in  tbc  world.      Let  U9  ft^t  for  this 
happT  state,  in  which  every  ooo  will  be  able  ta 
make  use  of  the  goodx  of  the  earth  according  to 
bin  libilitics  and  de^rtH,  and  no  privileget  will 
bi'lonf^  to  any  rank  of  btHMCty  ;  that  state  in  which 
every   Pole  will   find  prottH'tion  for  himself,  hia 
wife,  and  children  :  in  wliieh  he  who  is  deflcient 
in  mind,  or  crippled  in  iNMly,  will  receive  the  n^ 
cesHary  («upiH)rt  from  the  re:<t  of  the  community, 
without  ineurrinc  debasement  :  and  in  which  the 
soil,  now  only  eonditionally  occupied  by  the  agri- 
culturist, will  iHH'oine  bin  tiwn  unconditional  pro- 
pi>rty  ;  tit  hen.  fM*rvice»,  and  obi  ifrat  ions  of  every 
kind,  now  exacted  by  the  landowners,  will  be  done 
away  with ;  and  every  one  who,  sword  in  hand, 
devotes  himself  to  the  national  cau»e,  will  be  re- 
ed fromth*  national  i>HtateN.     Poles!  hence- 
pp .  i«     I    Mhm^  yfp  nre  brothers,  sons  of  one 
Mid  one  father,  iktd  in  llea> 
'  4br  help,    lie  UeeM-  '^ 
*» ;  but,  in  on** 
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tons  differing  from  us  in  fidth;  for  we  flgfat  not 
against  the  people,  but  against  our  oppressors." 

Would  that  not  have  heen  an  improTe- 
ment  upon  anything  which  Austria,  Rus- 
sia, and  Prussia  had  ever  done  for  them  ? 
Treated  as  the  Poles  had  heen  hy  those 
Powers,  they  were  perfectly  right  in  guard- 
ing against  their  machinations  hy  those 
articles  of  the  constitution  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  referred.  The  nohle  Lord 
seeincd  disposed  to  aid  the  Three  Powers 
in  the  attempt  which  they  were  evidently 
making  to  establish  a  system  of  oppression 
throughout  Europe.  That  was  an  impor- 
tant part  of  the  question.  Two  great  prin- 
ciples were  now  at  issue  on  the  Continent 
— the  principle  of  absolutism,  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  constitutional  government;  and 
every  day  the  principle  of  absolutism  was 
endeavouring  to  encroach  upon  the  antag- 
onist principle.  It  was  perfectly  true, 
as  his  hon.  Friend  below  him  had  stated, 
that  the  liberties  of  Frankfort,  Hamburgh, 
and  Switzerland,  would  not  be  worth  six 
months*  purchase  if  the  British  House  of 
Commons  were  to  sanction,  or  even  tolerate, 
the  injustice  which  had  been  perpetrated 
with  respect  to  Cracow.  He  was  sure 
that  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  be  responded  to  either  by 
that  House  or  the  Government.  The  noble 
Lord  who  appeared  to  be  in  the  secrets  of 
the  Three  Powers,  would,  perhaps,  be  kind 
enough  to  inform  the  House  why  this  act  of 
paternal  favour,  as  he  deemed  it,  conferred 
upon  the  people  of  Cracow,  had  been  effected 
in  a  manner  insulting  to  England?  No  person 
could  read  the  papers  which  had  be^n  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  with  reference 
to  this  subject,  without  arriving  at  the  con- 
clusion that  our  Ambassadors  had  either 
been  neglectful  of  their  duty,  or  grossly  im- 
posed upon  by  the  Three  Sovereigns.  If 
those  three  benefactors  of  mankind  duped 
and  deceived  our  Ambassadors,  they  had 
greatly  aggravated  their  offence,  and  in- 
sidted  the  national  honour  of  this  countty. 
Hear  what  the  Earl  of  Westmorland,  our 
Ambassador  at  Berlin,  writes  on  the  23rd 
of  February : — 

"  The  occupation  of  Cracow  is  deolared  to  be 
entirely  of  a  temporary  nature,  and  is  only  dettin- 
ed  to  last  as  long  as  the  Senate  and  Government  o£ 

the  country  may  require  it." 

Would  the  noble  Lord,  or  some  of  liis 
friends,  have  the  goodness  to  explain  that? 
Leaving  the  Court  of  Berlin,  and  goin|p  to 
that  of  St.  Petersburgh,  he  found  we  Hon* 
J.  Bloomfield  writing  to  the  Eari  of  Abar» 


deen,  on  the  17th  of  Mareh,  in  ibe  foUow- 
ing  terms : — 

"  I  asked  Count  de  Nesselrode  whether  there 
was  any  tmth  in  the  ramoors  which  had  reaehed 
me,  of  the  intention  of  the  Three  Allies  to  endea- 
vour to  introduce  into  the  government  of  Cracow 
some  change  aflSBCting  its  independence  ?  His  Ex- 
cellency replied,  that  the  present  condition  of  that 
State  was  one  of  inconvenience  to  its  neighboon ; 
that  *  modification  of  its  institntions  had  yet 
been  proposed;  but  that  the  question  might  he 
taken  into  consideration." 

He  next  turned  to  Vienna,  and  there  he 
found  Mr.  Magennis  writing  to  the  Eail 
of  Aberdeen,  on  the  1st  of  AprO,  an  ac- 
count of  a  conversation  which  ne  had  held 
with  Prince  Mettemich : — 

"  Prince  Mettemich  informed  me,  upon  my  al- 
luding to  Count  FicquelnKint's  departure,  that  he 
had  lulvised  his  Imperial  Majesty  to  send  his  Ex- 
cellency to  Berlin,  to  rive  explanations  to  the 
Prussian  Cabinet  upon  Polish  attain  (umr  idak^ 
cir  natre  patiium  sur  Un  afair€$  JPoUmaitei^) ; 
but  his  Highness  made  no  mention  of  the  neeifie 
points  upon  which  explanations  w«re  to  be  offiMred ; 
and  I  can  inconsequence  only  ferrn  conjectures  as 
to  what  they  may  be.  It  can  hardly  be  doohted 
that  the  future  nosition  of  the  republic  of  Cracow 
will  form  one  of  the  most  important  points  of  dis- 
cussion between  the  Three  Protecting  Powers.  I 
have  no  reason  to  believe  that  there  exists  aaj 
idea  of  permanent  military  occupation  of  thatdty 
upon  the  part  of  this  Cabinet.  The  respect  whi^ 
Prince  Mettemich  has  for  what  is  consecrated  bgr 
solemn  treaties  forbids  any  such  supposition ;  and 
his  Highness  Ihrther  told  me,  that  the  •]q4aii»- 
tions  which  the  Austrian  Ambassador  in  Lendoa 
had  given  respecting  their  intentions,  had  bean  is- 
ceived  by  your  Lordship,  as  he  (Prince  Mettaty 
nieh) '  wished  and  expected.'  ** 

After  what  had  oecnrred,  Mr.  Magennis' 
allnsion  to  Prince  Mettemich's  respect  for 
what  is  consecrated  Ij  solemn  treaties, 
sounded  like  irony.  Colonel  Du  Fktt, 
writing  to  Lord  Palmerston  from  Warsaw, 
on  the  23rd  of  Julj»  said — 

*'  I  have  beard  that  Austria  has  bean  allowsd 
to  retain  sole  poaaaaaimtof  Crseow  for  the  ptsaaafe, 
in  virtue  of  amuupementa  made  prior  to  the  bSs 
diaturbaneea,  and  that  this  eoneeaaioB  or  right  wfll 
not  enire  until  the  and  of  two  yaars  tnm  As 
data  Of  the  preaent  aole  oeei^atkio." 

It  appeared  that  Gohmel  Dn  Phtt  kneir 
more  of  what  was  going  on  than  aajbody 
else.  The  noUe  Lord  said,  that  the  sop* 
pression  of  Cracow  was  the  oonseqnenee 
of  the  distnrbaneea  wUeh  liad  taken  phee 
in  Ghllicia,  and  die  iswdng  of  the  iiiiiiifcal 
of  the  Constitiitioiial  Ooveniment;  bat  ih 
was  clear  from  Colonel  Du  Piatt's  de^atdi 
that,  at  the  least,  the  oocimation  of  Ora- 
cow  for  two  yean  Inr  Anstna  had  been  de^ 
termined  i^on  benffe  Uie  oeenrrBnee  of 
other  of  those  erents.  He  raspeeted,  aal 
time  wodi  ikow  iHiediar  Ui 
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were  well-founded,  that  the  insurrectionB 
and  murders  which  had  taken  place  in 
Gallicia,  had  been  incited  by  the  noble 
Lord's  friend,  the  Emperor  of  Austria.  If 
it  were  not  so,  how  did  it  happen  that  al- 
though 2,000  persons  had  been  murdered 
during  the  insurrection,  not  a  single  indi- 
vidual had  been  arrested  on  the  charge  of 
being  concerned  in  the  commission  oft  these 
crimes  ?  For  his  part,  he  believed  that  the 
Allied  Sovereigns  were  engaged  in  a  plot 
which  extended  beyond  Cracow,  and  had 
for  its  object  the  suppression  of  the  li- 
berties of  Europe  generally.  It  was  just 
two  years  since  Her  Majestj  informed  them 
from  the  Throne,  that  the  Emperor  of 
Russia  had  done  us  the  honour  of  paying  a 
visit  to  this  country;  and  Ucr  Majesty  then 
said,  that — 

"  The  jonrney  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  under- 
taken at  a  great  sacrifice  of  private  convenience, 
is  a  proof  of  the  friendship  of  His  Imperial  Ma- 
jesty most  acceptable  to  my  feelings." 

And  Her  Majesty  further  expressed  the 
hope  that  this  visit  might 

— **  still  further  improve  thoi»c  amicable  relations 
wliich  have  long  existed  between  Great  Britain  and 
Russia." 

Well,  he  hoped  that  for  the  sake  of  paying 
us  a  visit,  His  Imperial  Majesty  would  not 
again  put  himself  to  the  slightest  **  per- 
sonal inconvenience,*'  so  long  at  least  as 
the  slavery  of  Cracow  should  remain.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bontinck)  had  thanked 
the  Three  Northern  Powers  for  what  they 
had  done  with  reference  to  Cracow;  but  he, 
on  the  part  of  his  constituents,  thanked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  for  bringing  for- 
ward this  question.  He  also  thanked  the 
noble  Lord  for  having  so  plainly  stated  his 
BentinuMitrt,  in  case  he  should  ever  bwonie 


resolutions.  If  we  are  justified  in  relieTiiig 
ourselves  from  the  obligation  whieh  ike 
Conventions  of  1815  and  1831  impoiad 
to  take  upon  ourselvea  the  payment  of  % 
portion  of  the  debt  contracted  bj  Ruaaa 
from  subjects  of  Holland,  the  hon.  Oen* 
tleman  has  pursued  a  Parliamentarj  mod 
consistent  course  in  prefacing  his  praetieal 
resolution  by  an  enunciation  of  the  motiTes 
on  which  that  resolution  is  based.  And 
if  I  agreed  in  the  conclusion  to  which  lie 
comes  in  his  fourth  resolution,  I  should  luiTe 
no  great  difficulty  in  affirming  the  preceding 
propositions,  if  not  in  the  identical  tenns 
he  has  made  use  of,  at  least  in  language 
corresponding  with  them  in  substance. 
But,  Sir,  I  have  great  doubt  as  to  the 
right  of  this  country  to  relieve  itself  from 
the  obligations  contracted  by  the  CouTen- 
tions  of  1815  and  1831;  and  if  there  be 
any  question  as  to  that  right,  I  must  pause 
before  I  constitute  myself  the  sole  judge, 
and  decide  in  my  own  favour  in  respect  of 
a  pecuniary  obligation. 

The  following  are  the  grounds  on  which 
I  differ  from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  aa  to 
his  practical  conclusion.  I  find,  that  bj 
the  Treaty  of  1815,  we  undertook  the  paj- 
ment  of  part  of  the  Russian  debt  to  Hol- 
land on  two  grounds :  first,  on  account  of 
the  exertions  which  were  made  by  the 
Powers  that  were  parties  to  the  Treaty  of 
Chaumont,  in  relieving  Belgium  from  the 
power  of  France  and  annexing  it  to  Hol- 
land; but,  secondly,  and  more  materialljp 
as  it  affects  the  honour  of  England,  be- 
cause, on  the  conclusion  of  peace,  we  re- 
served to  ourselves  those  valuable  posses- 
sions which  Holland  had  heretofore  held. 
viz.,  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Demerara, 
P^ssequibo,  and  Berbice.  The  letter  of  Lord 


the  Foreign  Secretary  of  this  country.     It  I  Castloreagh.  recently  published,  is  almoat 


was  not  his  obj(M't  to  (iisruss  the  whole  of 
this  question,      lie  thought,  however,  the 
money  part  of  it  was  the  most  unimportant 
of  the  whole.     What  he  wantiMl  was,  the 
British  Houso  of  Commons  not  to  embar- 
rass the   Ministry,  but   to 
would  strengthen  their  hands  if  any  strug- 
gle  should   evor  ensue.      Of  tliis    he  was 
quite  sutistieii.  that  this  atrocious  infrac- 
tion of   a  ]mhhe  treaty,  this    act   of  im- 
perial   spoliation,    tyranny,    and    wronjr, 
ought  not  to  pass  unanswered   and  "•»• 
deinned   by   the  lirilish    House  o' 
mons. 

Sir  U.  PFEL:  Sir.  if  the  vl* 
hon.  Gentleman  who  propose*-' 
lutions  Were  just,  I  should  ^ 
the  inference  drawn  in  a  m 


decisive  on  this  point.  Lord  Castlereagh* 
who  was  cognizant  of  all  these  transac- 
tions, distinctly  says — 

"  It  alsti  H|>{N>ar»  to  iiic  iuiiN^Miblc,  after  th« 
prinrijih'H  laid  down  in  our  iiogotiationi  with 
do  tluit  wliich  i  lh''l''^"*l<  •'^i'<l  t^)*'  ('•>i)v«'ution  concIuiltHl  in  Au- 
'  pu«t  l.i9t  with  tlu*  rriiice  of  Uninirc,  tliat  Gmt 
Britain  could  r«>tain  Di'incrara.  Efmcquibo,  aad 
IlcrlMri'.  \%i(litmt  iiKMirriii!;  stniio  Hueh  char|re, 
oithcr  :is  an  incriMMMl  fund  a|tplif*aldc  to  f«irtiflca- 
tinu.H.  or  an  arrangvniont  in  fa\our  of  the  I'owvn 
who  rtH'oniiucrcti  »*»•  '-ow  Countrio*." 

Ve  not  onl'  •*•,  contracted  a  pecu- 

V  oblir  "»t  only  transferred 

isf»  -«t»hi  have  of  p»- 

bd  for  <^— 
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as  possessions,  to  be  held  by  ub  in  per- 
petuity, expressly  in  consideration  of  onr 
taking  upon  ourselves  this  payment,  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Essequibo,  Deme- 
rara,  and  Berbico.  And  what  further 
does  that  treaty  stipulate?  There  is  an 
express  stipulation  in  the  convention  re- 
cognised by  Act  of  Parliament — (and  I  have 
not  yet  heard  any  reference  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  to  this  circumstance) — there 
is  an  express  stipulation  that  the  pecuni- 
ary obligation  shall  endure,  that  the  pay- 
ment by  us  of  half  the  interest  of  the 
Russo-Dutch  Loan  shall  continue,  even  in 
the  event  of  a  war  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. Now,  suppose  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  be  correct — suppose  the  violation  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna  by  Russia  to  be  so  flagrant 
that  we  thought  fit  to  resent  it  by  a  decla- 
ration of  war  with  Russia,  I  contend  that, 
even  after  that  declaration  of  war,  we  are 
bound  by  express  stipulation  to  continue 
the  payment.  [Mr.  Hume:  There  was 
another  condition,  the  annexation  of  Bel- 
gium with  Holland.]  That  was,  no  doubt, 
one  of  the  inducements  to  us  to  undertake 
the  payment;  but  the  severance  of  Bel- 
gium from  Holland  does  not  relieve  us 
from  the  express  stipulation,  that  even  in 
tbc  event  of  hostilities  between  Russia  and 
England,  and  though  Holland  should  take 
part  in  them,  we  were  to  continue  the  pay- 
ment of  that  debt.  I  say,  therefore,  that 
if  we  chose  to  go  to  war  with  Russia 
now,  the  obligation  to  pay  the  debt  would 
remain:  and  is  it  possible  that  it  can  be 
cancelled,  and  cancelled  by  us,  if  we  prefer 
remaining  at  peace?  It  is,  therefore,  beeanse 
1  doubt  the  right  of  England  to  relieve 
herself  from  this  obligation,  that  I  cannot 
concur  with  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is 
possible,  as  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell) observed,  that,  considering  this  mat- 
ter technically,  a  court  of  law  might  give 
a  decision  in  our  favour;  but,  eonsidering 
it  equitably,  according  to  the  intentions  ^ 
the  parties  and  the  spirit  of  the  conven- 
tion, I  deny  that  we  are  morally  justified 
in  refusing  the  payment  we  undertook  to 
make  to  relieve  ourselves.  And  if  we  are 
not,  I  must  protest  at  any  time,  but  parti- 
cularly at  the  present,  against  onr  seeking 
a  pecuniary  advantage,  and  thus  disen- 
titling ourselves  to  hold  the  language  we 
are  entitled  to  hold.  I  am  the  more  anx- 
ious that  we  should  equitably  and  hononr- 
ably  fulfil  onr  engagements,  because  I 
differ  from  the  language  which  has  been 
held  by  the  Minister  of  France  as  to  ihe 
effect  of  the  recent  tranaaotionB  betweon 


the  Three  Great  Powers.  M.  Giiiioi  sayt, 
in  enforcing  his  protest  agunal  the  acta 
of  the  Three  Powers — 

"  No  Power  can  free  itself  from  those  treaties 
without  at  the  same  time  freeing  others.  Fraaoe 
has  not  given  the  enmple  of  suoh  an  attoapt  on 
the  policy  of  conservatism  and  pesee.  Fhuiee 
has  not  forgotten  what  painfbl  sa<»ifloes  were  im- 
posed on  her  by  the  Treaties  of  1815.  She  mi|^ 
rejoice  at  an  act  which  would  anthoriie  her,  hj  a 
jost  reciprocity,  never  henceforth  to  oonsolt  mlj^ 
thing  bat  a  provident  estimate  of  her  own  i»> 
terests." 

Sir,  I  protest  agunst  the  eondnct  of  ihe 
Three  Powers,  and  I  protest  also  against 
the  doctrines  of  the  Minister  of  Franee. 
I  cannot  admit  that  either  this  eonntry 
or  France  is  entitled  by  a  jnst  recipro- 
city never  henceforth  to  consult  "  any- 
thing but  a  provident  estimate  of  her 
own  interests.  I  totally  deny  that  the 
misdeeds,  if  they  be  misdeeds,  of  other 
Powers  parties  to  the  Treaty  of  Viennay 
justify  us,  either  morally  or  legally,  in 
violating  that  treaty;  and  it  is  because 
I  believe  that  in  the  present  state  of 
Enrope  a  strict  and  honourable  adhe- 
rence to  treaties  is  the  best  foundation  of 
peace,  and  the  best  hope  of  serving  any 
difficidties  that  the  present  aspect  of  aflUrs 
may  present — it  is  beeanse  1  iaSht  from 
tiie  libister  of  Franee  as  to  the  right  of 
France,  or  England,  or  Sweden,  or  any 
Power  a  party  to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna, 
to  cancel  its  own  obligations  by  fbllowinr 
the.  example  against  which  it  protests — ft 
is  on  these  gronnds  I  feel  dee^  anxioiiBy 
that  onr  own  Inngnage  shoold  m  nneqm- 
vocal,  and  onr  own  course  clear,  and  thai, 
if  we  stand  alone,  we  shall  set  an  honomv 
able  example  in  the  frkoe  of  Europe  of  a 
strict  adherence  to  the  obligations  of 
treaty.  It  is  upon  ihese  groimds — ^umm 
the  ground  of  equity,  upon  the  grouna  of 
high  poUcy,  upon  grounds  connected  with 
the  name  aad  honour  of  Bngfamd^-ibil 
I  cannot  concur  with  ihe  hon.  Oentiemaii 
in  taking  ihe  Crst  step*  or  aoy  step»  to- 
wards rdieving  ourselvei  from  ihis  peeu- 
niary  oUigation. 

I  find  that  ihere  ate  Oentlemea  who, 
concurring  witii  ne  as  to  ihe  continued 
obligations  of  ihe  Conveiitions  rf  1816 
and  1831,  ate  scm  prepared,  aldMNi^ 
dissenting  from  the  hcnu  Geutlemaiils 
fourth  resolution*  to  eon^ur  with  hmi  m 
ihoee  wluch  preeete  it  Now,  as  I  said 
before^  I  think  the  hon.  Gendeman's  re- 
sdutums  are  a  eonntteut  aeries,  provided 
his  pnetieal  eonefanion  n  eoneet;'  hut 
if  H  la  ail  - 
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and  the  two  whieh  foQow,  stand  witfaoat 
ADj  support  whatever.  The  first  resola- 
tioQ  invites  us  to  declare,  that  we  view 
the  conduct  of  the  Three  Powers  *•  with 
alarm  and  indignation."  After  we  have 
made  this  declaration,  what  do  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen propose  that  we  shall  do  ?  "  With 
alarm  and  indignation ! "  I  cannot  say 
that,  for  a  popular  assemhly  like  this,  for 
the  representative  hodv  of  England,  I  can- 
not say  that  1  think  it  a  di|2^ificd  course 
to  place  upon  record  a  resolution  of  this 
nature  without  heing  prepared  to  follow  it 
up  by  some  practical  step.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman deprecates  war — he  states  that  he 
is  not  prepared  for  war.  1  consider  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  was  jus- 
tified in  the  distinction  which  he  drew  be- 
tween the  Executive  Government — be- 
tween the  Crown  (who,  in  the  case  of  fo- 
reign Powers,  is  the  organ  and  represen- 
tative of  the  United  Kingdom)  and  a  popu- 
lar assembly  like  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Crown  has  entered  its  protest  against 
the  annihilation  of  Cracow  as  a  free  and 
independent  State.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Crown,  on  the  part  of  this  great  empire,  to 
make  representations  of  this  nature  to  fo- 
reign Powers.  The  Crown  is  the  legiti- 
mate channel  through  which  the  embodied 
opinion  of  this  country  may  be  expressed. 
But  I  greatly  doubt  the  policy,  if  wc  are 
not  prepared  to  take  any  practical  step 
whatever,  of  coming  to  an  angry  and  me- 
nacing resolution,  even  shouhl  that  resolu- 
tion appear  to  bo  in  general  harmony  with 
the  previous  protect  of  the  Executive  fio- 
vemment.  1  prefer  leaving  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  tlie  Crown — 1  prefer  leaving 
it  to  the  discretion  and  the  responsibiUty 
of  the  Ex<;cutive  (iovcrnnient,  to  dotc^- 
mine  botli  on  tlic  character  and  tone  of  the 
])rotest,  and  the  measures  to  be  adopted 
•with  a  vi(^w  to  give  efFoct  to  it.  1  nni,  there- 
fore, perfectly  prepared  to  vote  for  the  pre- 
vious quCKtion. 

TheHc  b(*ing  my  opinions  up<m  this  par- 
ticular Motion — b(Mng  unable  to  asRent  to 
tlio  resolutions  of  tlu?  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose— 1  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  avow 
my  adherence  to  tlu»  opinitui  1  expressed 
un  the  first  day  of  the  Session,  that  the 
act  of  the  Three  Powers  in  extinguishing 
the  independence  of  Craoow  —in  annihilat- 
ing its  exidtence  as  a  free  State— is  aUke 
contrary  to  the  stipulations  of  treaty,  and 
to  the  dictates  ol  prudence  and  •"  «•*'' 
policy.  1  make  this  declaration  *  *  * 
regret,  because,  1  retain  my  oj 
that  it  is  of  the  utmost  importao 


should  mmintun  irieiMDj  wlitioM  wi&l 
Three  Great  Powers.  I,  for 
with  the  greatest  satisfaetioii,  die  i 
understanding  which  for  son 
until  it  was  udTortunatdij  intennpied  bj  At 
transaction  of  the  Spanish  marnagea.  W- 
between  this  conntrr  and  Fraaee.  Itboi^ft 
it  was  of  importance  to  the  welfiue  of  tka 
two  countries — to  the  cause  of  eiTifisatMi 
— ^to  the  general  tranquillity  of  the  wMa 
world.  I  have  seen  it  interniptod  widi 
great  pain.  But  while  such  waa  mj  oais- 
ion  of  the  importance  of  friendly  ralatuai 
with  France,  I  never  wished  to  cnltifato 
them  in  any  manner  or  degree  that  iKonM 
interfere  with  the  maintenance  of  frieadily 
relations  with  the  other  great  Poweta  of 
Europe  also.  I  never  wish  to  Bee  aaj  i 
intimate  understanding  between  thia  i 
try  and  France,  which  would  jnaUj  ( 
suspicion  or  jealousy  to  the  Three  Great 
Powers  with  whom  we  had  maintained  fSv 
many  years  an  alliance,  honourable  ta 
those  who  were  parties  to  it,  moat  we- 
ful  to  the  general  interests  of  bamanitj, 
and  conducive  to  the  peace  of  the  worU. 
I  must  say,  with  respect  to  these  Powen, 
that  during  the  time  I  had  official  eonme- 
nication  with  them,  the  good  underatandinff 
we  maintained  with  Prussia,  Russia,  ^m 
Austria,  was  entirely  justified  by  their  ooe- 
duct  towards  Great  Britain.  They  alwaji 
manifested  confidence  in  the  honouraUa 
intentions  of  this  country,  and  justified  a 
reciprocal  confidence  on  our  part  in  their 
declarations  and  conduct.  But  faToorablj 
disposed,  as  I  am,  towards  those  Three 
Powers,  1  caunot  concur  with  the  opinioaa 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  that 
they  are  not  only  free  from  blame,  bat 
actually  entitled  to  a  public  acknowledg- 
ment from  this  country  for  the  course  thcj 
had  taken  with  regard  to  Cracow.  I  can- 
not find,  in  the  elaborate  arguments  of 
Prince  Metternich,  any  justification  of 
that  course.  I  am  told  that  the  liberty 
given  to  Cracow  was  given  by  some  sepa- 
rate and  independent  act  to  which  England 
was  not  a  party;  that  the  Three  Powers, 
agreeing  among  themselves,  consented  to 
give  to  Cracow  an  independence  and  stale 
of  freedom  which  Cracow  had  never  pie- 
viously  enjoyed;  that  France  and  England 
stood  by  in  the  humble  capacity  of  more 
registers  and  witnesses  of  the  magnaninHMn 
act  of  tb*^  '  »«-^  Powers;  that  our  partiei- 
pation  V  *y  of  Vienna,  so  far  aa 

Cracow  )t  only  not  sarii 

to  e  ion  in  bebaT  ' 
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the  decisions  of  other  Powers,  we  hare  ad- 
mitted their  absolute  discretion,  and  have 
lost  the  right  even  to  complain  and  remon- 
strate. But  I  find  this  stated  in  the  pre- 
amble of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  :-— 

"  The  Powers  who  signed  the  Treaty  eonelvded  at 
Paris  on  the  dOth  Maj,  1814,  hanng  in  pursuaiiDe 
of  the  d2nd  Article  of  that  Treaty,  assembled  a^ 
the  Congress  of  Vienna,  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
bracing in  one  common  transaction  the  various 
results  of  their  negotiation  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
firming them  by  their  reciprocal  ratifications,  and 
of  uniting  into  a  genend  act  the  particular  acts 
cited  in  the  present  treaty." 

I  maintain  that  the  separate  acts  form, 
if  there  be  anj  truth  in  language,  part 
of  this  treaty.  What  is  the  meaning  of 
declaring  that  each  separate  treaty  includ- 
ed in  the  appendix  shall  have  precisely 
the  same  force  as  if  it  were  inscribed  in 
the  general  treaty,  unless  it  haye  really 
and  practically  that  force  ?  Is  it  possible 
to  maintain  that  Three  Powers  parties  to 
a  treaty  having  a  bearing  on  the  general 
interests  of  Europe — ^having  confirmed  by 
their  separate  ratifications  certain  stipula- 
tions and  engagements  incorporated  in  that 
treaty,  which  by  express  words  are  to 
have  the  same  force  with  the  main  treaty 
— ^an  at  their  own  discretion  cancel  those 
stipulations  and  engagements  ?  But  is  that 
the  case  with  regard  to  the  stipulations  as 
to  Cracow  ?  Even  supposing  there  were  any 
force  in  the  argument  which  1  am  combat- 
ing— and  the  force  of  it  I  entirely  deny 
— I  find  that  the  parties  met  at  Vienna 
not  only  for  the  purpose  of  joining  to  this 
act,  as  an  integral  part  of  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Congress,  *'  the  treaties,  con- 
ventions, declarations,  regulation*,  and 
other  particular  acts,  as  cited  in  the  jnre- 
sent  treaty,''  but  also  for  the  purpose  of 
uniting  in  the  general  instrument  **  the 
regulations  of  superior  and  permanent  in- 
terest.*' And  with  respect  to  the  Grand 
Duchy  of  Warsaw,  and  the  union  of  a  great 
part  of  Saxony  to  Prussia,  as  well  at  with 
respect  to  Cracow,  the  parties  to  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna  did  not  content  themselTes  wiu 
annexing  to  the  treaty  the  particular  con- 
ventions made  by  individual  Powers;  bat 
the  Sixth  Article  of  the  general  Treaty  of 
Vienna  is  this — **  that  the  town  of  Crmoow 
shall  be  for  ever  a  free,  independent,  and 
strictly  neutral  city,  under  the  protectioii 
of  Russia,  Austria,  and  Prussia.  I  have  a 
right  to  contend  that,  from  the  place  it 
occupies,  that  is  one  of  the  regnlatioDi  of 
superior  and  permanent  interest  whieh  w« 
to  be  united  in  the  general  act.  I  find  H 
so  united,  together  with  other  mattera  of 
VOL.XC.    {2K} 


general  and  pennaiieiit  interest  wbich  eim- 
stitnte  the  aettlem^it  of  Bnrope;  and  at- 
tached to  that  general  treaty  is  the  name 
of  the  Minister  of  En^and  at  die  time. 
How  then  is  it  po«riUe  to  maintain  that 
any  three  Powers  have  a  right  to  a]»o- 
gate  that  sixth  artide,  and  ineoipoirate 
Cracow  with  Austria,  without  coimrani- 
cation  with  ns,  who  were  consenting  par> 
ties  to  the  treaty?  On  that  grcmnd 
there  has  been,  it  must  be  admitted,  a 
▼iolation  of  the  ffeneral  treaty.  Sir,  I 
am  no  partisan  cl  Cracow.  I  can  wdl 
conceive  that  Cracow  may  have  neglected 
the  engag^nents  which  its  anthorilies  ought 
to  have  observed.  Cracow  hatf  no  right  to 
disturb  the  peace  of  the  Powers  whidi  are 
its  neighbours.  If  Cracow  be  made  the 
focus  ntmi  which  insurrections  afiecting  the 
peace  of  Austria,  Prussia,  and  Busda,  are 
directed,  I  can  well  conoeiTe  that  the 
state  of  these  countries  may  become  so 
intolerable  as  to  justify  them  in  taking  some 
decisiTC  step  for  the  pupose  of  prerenting 
those  disturbances.  Tnere  would  hare 
been  in  that  case  a  previous  violatton  \pf 
Cracow  of  the  engagements  into  whidi  tt 
had  entered ;  and  we,  in  our  insular  i 
tiour  cannot  measure  the  interests  ana 
cessities  of  those  countries  by 
ference  to  our  own.  It  is  retj  possible 
that  a  very  small  territory  sitaated  in 
the  immediate  neighbourhood  of  those 
Three  great  Powers,  may,  unless  dne  pr»» 
cautions  are  used,  be  made  the  means  of 
disturbmg  the  peace  of  the  greater  States 
by  which  it  is  surrounded.  I,  iherefcre» 
am  not  prepared  to  say  that  there  may 
not  hare  bemi  a  just  gromid  on  the  part  eJF 
the  Three  Powers  to  remonstrate;  to  enter 
into  commnnication  with  other  Powers 
parties  to  the  treaty;  and  to  reqdie  thaAp 
by  common  consent,  some  new  aninge- 
ment  be  made  calcwiated  to  redress  their 
rightfnl  coni{daints.  Bat  thai  eoone  - 
notpursned.  Wiihoot  airf  eonui 
either  with  Eng^bnd  or  Aanee,  the  n 
pendrace  of  this  free  Stale  was  saeriiledli 
and  upm  grounds  and  argonents  which 
I  think  are  eren  st3i  1 
iheir  tendeney,  than  the  act  itMlf  of 
rificing  the  independence  of  Craooir.  Fint» 
there  is  pot  toaewui  a  claim  of  nfjki  to 
deal  with 


mere  re« 


to  the  general  treai^, 
the  Powers  who  eon 


to  thai  genaftl  Treaty, 
deny  thai  dafan;  I  think  it 
to  the  peace  of 


te 
by  their 
1  totally 


doctnnn  ef 
to  dute 
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all  confidence  in  the  endurance  of  that 
peace  which  these  great  national  engage- 
ments were  intended  to  secure.  Then, 
again,  it  is  stated  that  Cracow  is  a  geogra- 
phical atom.  On  that  very  account  there 
ought  to  have  heen  peculiar  caution  and 
forbearance.  It  is  no  more  an  atom  than 
Hamburg,  Frankfort,  Lubeck,  or  Bremen. 
The  sacrifice  of  the  independence  of  a 
country,  on  account  of  its  weakness  and 
limited  territory,  is  calculated  to  shake  aU 
confidence  in  the  maintenance  of  engage- 
ments between  the  powerful  and  the  weak. 
In  this  country  would  there  not  be  more 
danger  in  an  attack  on  the  liberty  of  a 
pauper,  than  on  tbat  of  a  Peer?  The 
more  humble  tlie  object,  the  more  dan- 
gerous is  the  violation  of  right.  There 
is  little  ground  for  apprehension  that  the 
liberties  of  Russia  will  be  invaded  by 
Aui^tria;  that  Bavaria  or  Wurtemburg 
will  attack  Prussia;  but  there  is  ground 
for  apprehension  that  the  independence 
of  small  States  may  be  endangered  by 
powerful  neighbours  with  physical  force 
at  their  command.  To  tell  us,  therefore, 
that  Cracow  is  on  the  map  of  Europe 
a  geographical  atom,  so  far  from  justi- 
fying the  aggression,  or  diminishing  the 
fear  of  the  ultimate  consequences,  only 
justifies  and  demands  a  more  earnest  pro- 
test against  the  extinction  of  its  inde- 
pendence. Looking  back  at  the  position 
which  this  country  maintained  from  the 
coinmcnccmcnt  of  the  revolutionary  war — 
reviewing  the  sacrifices  which  she  made- 
remembering  the  noble  part  she  acted  in 
that  long  struggle — that,  **  like  a  great  sea 
murk  standing  every  flaw,"  she  alone  stood 
erect  .amid  the  general  ruin,  encouraging  by 
her  advice,  her  subsidies,  and  her  example, 
these  very  Powers,  less  fortunate  than 
herself  in  their  resistance  to  Napoleon — 
reviewing  all  these  things — we  might  justly 
have  expected  more  consideration  and  con- 
fidence from  the  Powers  that  have  been 
parties  to  this  transaction.  Even  if  the 
letter  of  treaty  did  not  enjoin  the  obliga- 
tion of  frank  communication  with  Eng- 
land, the  relations  in  which  we  have  stood 
towards  those  Powers  for  the  last  thirty  ■ 
years,  should  have  ensured  that  commu- 1 
nication.  Such  was  the  impression  of  the 
Prussian  Minister  at  an  curly  period  of  I 
the  correspondent'c  relating  to  Cracow;  his  I 
opini(m  is  distinctly  rcconled  that  the  Three  | 
Powers  wore  not  entitled  to  infringe  the 
independence  of  Cracow  without  commu- 
nicution  with  their  allies.  What  caused 
the  departure  from  this  in  [  know 


not;  butlbelieTeiiwoiiUliftTel 
for  the  interests  of  Europe*  hid  ilM  Im 
impression  prevailed,  and  hid  luHhiny  hmm 
done  or  attempted  with  reqpeot  to  Ct 
without  the  fullest  and  firankeat  < 
cation  with  the  other  great  Pow«n  wko 
were  parties  to  the  Treaty  of  Viemia.  Sir* 
it  is  with  pain  that  I  have  given  nttanaao 
to  those  sentiments,  hecanse  it  is  wj  ■!■• 
cere  desire  to  encourage  the  mninffm— ot 
of  the  most  friendly  relatiens  with  ihm 
Three  Powers,  of  whose  eondaet  m  IUb 
instance  I  complain;  hut  the 
maintain  those  relations  would  not  ^ 
me  in  withholding  this  frank  derhrati—  dJT 
opinion,  when  so  great  a  queation  of 
ciple  is  at  issue. 

So  much  with  respeet  to  the  < 
of  treaty,  and  to  the  condoet 
towards  this  country.  Sir,  i^Mrt 
these  considerations,  I  think  the  policy  of 
this  act  is  most  questionable.  It  is  a  ahook 
to  the  public  feeling  of  Europe.  Thai 
public  feeling  is  an  intelligent  and  TigJH 
lant  monitor.  There  is  no  deaire  to  imtap* 
fere  with  the  independent  action  of 
States.  There  is  a  feeling  prevalent  in  1 
country,  and  in  almost  all  others,  that  F 
is  gained  with  respect  to  internal  improve 
ment,  or  external  peace  and  securitj.  hf 
intermeddling  with  the  free  action  of  inde- 
pendent States.  The  French  Rorolntios 
has  read  to  Europe  many  useful  Ififiaona, 
It  has  taught  the  policy  of  eariy  rafora^ 
tion.  It  has  taught  the  policy  of  relia* 
quishing  the  unjust  exemptions  and  apeeinl 
privileges  enjoyed  by  particular  nlasim. 
It  has,  on  the  other  hand,  calmed  the  wild 
aspirations  after  impossible  perfection.  li 
has  taught  men  to  beware  of  the  wilj 
arts  of  selfish  demagogues,  and  to  diatraal 
the  magnificent  promises  of  the  sinoerar 
votaries  of  freedom.  Europe  haa  learned 
the  double  lesson — the  policy  of  timelj  re* 
form,  and  the  danger  of  trusting  too  i 
to  splendid  visions  of  political  freedom 
happiness.  There  does  at  the  same  \ 
pervade  the  intelligent  and  reflecting  paii 
of  the  community  a  sincere  deaire  to  wiU 
ness  the  safe  establishment  of 
tional  cfovernment,  and  to  aid  the  [ 
of  social  improvement  under  the  guarantee 
of  free  institutions.  That  sound  and  va* 
tional  public  feeling  revolts  against  rotrooaa 
sion  and  reaction  in  favour  of  despotiam.  It 
has  freely  sympathized  with  the  generoM 
and  liberal  tendencies  of  that  autnoritj  m 
which  perhaps  such  tendenciei  were  leael 
expected;  and  ardently  deairea  that  Ha 
who  v"^aideA  over  the  ipiritaal  aoMaaa 
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of  so  many  millions  of  mankind,  may  be 
repaid  bj  complete  success  in  his  noble 
efforts  to  advance  the  temporal  interests 
and  improve  the  political  institutions  of 
the  people  subject  to  his  secular  authmtj. 
With  respect  to  Craoow,  if  the  power  of 
the  Three  States  over  it  had  been  absolute 
and  complete — if  its  rights  had  not  been 
placed  under  the  implied  guarantee  of  all 
the  Powers,  parties  to  the  Treaty  of  Vi- 
enna, there  might  been  have  regret  at  the 
conduct  of  the  Three  Powers;  but  no  right 
on  the  part  of  Europe  of  protest  and  re- 
monstrance. But  the  Treaty  of  Vienna 
has  given  that  right  to  Europe,  and  has 
converted  what  might  otherwise  have  been 
simply  a  harsh  exercise  of  authority,  into 
a  public  wrong.  The  noble  Lord  said  that 
the  nationality  of  Poland  had  never  entered 
into  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna. 
But  it  will  be  seen  in  the  correspon- 
dence of  Lord  Castlereagh,  that  it  is  dis- 
tinctly suggested  to  the  Emperor  of  Russia, 
that  if  his  moral  duties  compelled  him  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  his  Polish  sub- 
jects, there  was  one  mode  by  which  he 
could  readily  effect  this  object,  namely,  by 
restoring  her  rights  to  Poland  as  an  inde- 
pendent nation;  and  that  Lord  Castlereagh 
distinctly  announced  to  the  Emperor  of 
Russia,  on  the  part  of  Austria  and  Prossia, 
that  those  Powers  would  acquiesce  in  such 
an  arrangement.  The  noble  Lord  will 
find  that  one  of  the  most  powerful  reasons 
for  constituting  the  kingdom  of  Poland 
under  the  rule  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia, 
was  to  give  to  Poland  something  of  a  na- 
tional character.  The  noble  LokL  will  find 
in  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  not  indeed  posi- 
tive stipulations  as  to  the  nationality  of 
Poland,  but  distinct  reference  at  least  to 
the  national  character  of  Polish  institu- 
tions.    The  words  of  the  Treaty 


"  The  Poles  who  are  respective  subjeoU  of  Bw- 
sia,  Austria,  and  Prussia,  shall  ohtain  ropresen- 
tatiye  and  national  institutions,  regulated  accord- 
ing to  the  degree  of  pditieal  eomldenitioa  tliat 
each  of  the  Goyemmentt  to  whieh  thtf  bekof 
shall  judge  expedient  and  proper  to  grant  ibtm^ 

Whether  or  not  the  conduct  of  Poland  in 
1831  justified  the  non-fulfilment  of  tliis 
engagement,  is  another  matter.  But  this 
was  the  promise  held  out  by  the  Trea^  of 
Vienna — a  promise  not  merely  that  Cra- 
cow should  be  an  independent  State,  hot 
that  the  other  Poles,  subjects  of  Bmsiay 
Austria,  and  Prussia,   should  enjoT  that 

degree  of  national  and  separate  e: — ' 

which  is  implied  by  repreaentatiTe 
biles  and  national  instiUttioiia«    I 


of  the  protest  entered  agahMt  the  proceed* 
ings  with  regard  to  Craoow  b^  the  noble 
LOTd  the  Seeretary  for  Foreign  Affaire. 
I  think,  too,  that  the  noble  Lord  aeted 
wisely  in  determining,  considering  the  re- 
lation in  which  he  stood  to  France,  to  al- 
ter that  protest  separately  and  indep^* 
ently;  and,  coneurring  in  the  protest,  and 
in  the  oonrse  taken  bv  the  noble  Lord,  I 
shall  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  give  my  sup* 
port  to  the  Government. 

S»  J.  WALSH  then  moved  the  ad^ 
joumment  of  the  debate.  [  CrieM  of  **  196, 
no;"aiul*'Goon.*'] 

Lord  JOHN. RUSSELL:  I  cannot  ex- 
press too  strongly  my  unwillingness  to  see 
the  debate  on  this  question  again  ad- 
journed. I  feel,  after  the  broken  debate 
which  has  taken  place  on  it  from  Thursday 
last  to  this  night,  to  have  it  again  put  off 
to  Tuesday  or  Thursday  next,  would  take 
away  some  of  that  influence  which  the  de- 
bate is  likely  to  have.  This  course  would 
be  extremely  inconvenient  to  the  House ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  debate  was 
adjourned  to  this  day,  it  would  be  exceed- 
ingly injurious  to  the  carrying  on  the  biui- 
ness  of  the  State.  We  have  before  ua 
most  important  questions,  deeply  affoeting 
the  welnre  and  safety  <rf  one  part  of  the 
empire,  which  it  is  most  desiraVle  to  pro- 
ceed with.  I  have  felt  repeatedly  during 
some  past  Sessions,  that  tbe  greatest  h^ 
convenienoe  has  arisen  from  Bilb  of  im- 

Krtance  being  deferred  to  the  end  of  the 
HMion,  when  the  nnmber  of  Uemben 
attending  the  House  of  Commons  is  greatly 
diminished ;  but  I  also  fed  that  the  wnmm 
is  not  just  towards  the  other  Honse  <rf 
Parliament,  and  that  when  qneatiQiui  of 
great  national  importance  are  sent  up  to 
^e  other  House,  th^  should  be  sent  up  st 
a  tune  when  a  sufieient  number  of  Pean 
are  present  to  attend  to  the  proposed  kdf- 
lation  before  them.  I,  therefore,  wish"* 
and  I  do  so  on  pUie  gronndi— that  tlie 
order  daya  ahoda  be  reserved  for  the  hnsl- 
nesi  of  the  OovenmeBt,  and  that  the  Ho- 
tiont  on  the  part  of  M embera  ahodd  net 
oeeupy  those  dm.  I  ddak  tliat  theae 
pounds  are  mdoAmi,  and  tliat  we  an 
hound  to  act  on  them.  I,  therefore,  hopa 
that  the  debate  will  be  eontinued;  aii4 1 
see  no  reason  wl^  H  ahoold  be  postooned. 
I  am  sure  that  m  ftmer  timea  a  debale 
like  thia  would  ha  earried  oat  until  the 
Honaeoametoadlvfaiononit;  Aereftte^ 
fcefing  thia»  I  nraet  plgeet  to  the  adjoom* 


Hm.  smith  0*BBIBN  fob  atNog^ 
2JL2 


1223 


Landed  Property  {COMMONS} 


{Ireland^  Bitt. 


IIM 


that  justice  could  not  be  done  to  the  sub- 
ject without  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
He  had  seen  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury, and  several  other  Members,  who 
were  prepared  to  take  part  in  the  debate ; 
and  seeing  that  it  was  of  great  importance 
that  the  country  should  be  instructed  on 
all  the  bearings  of  this  question,  he  was 
prepared  to  advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
persist  in  his  Motion  of  adjournment. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  was  surprised  at 
the  suggestion  just  made  coming  from  a 
Member  from  Ireland,  when  measures  were 
before  the  House  vitally  affecting  that 
country.  At  such  a  time  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  fit,  no  doubt  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty,  to  bring  the  most  serious 
charges  against  the  Government  and  Le- 
gislature of  this  country  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  He  should  have  thought  that, 
however  important  might  be  considered  the 
discussion  of  the  affairs  of  Poland,  that 
the  objection  to  proceed  with  the  measures 
fixed  for  to-morrow  should  not  come  from 
an  Irish  Member.  As  he  was  the  Minister 
of  the  Crown  more  immediately  charged 
with  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  he  felt  bound 
to  state  that  it  was  most  important,  con- 
sidering the  state  of  Ireland,  that  the 
House  should  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
important  measures  which  the  Government 
had  thought  fit,  in  the  discharge  of  its 
duty,  to  submit  to  it.  He  felt  bound  to 
express  his  earnest  opinion,  that  the  House 
should  not  pursue  any  course  which  might 
interfere  with  the  progress  of  the  important 
measures  before  them.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consider  that  they  (the 
Government)  were  constantly  attacked  for 
their  apathy  towards  Ireland.  There  were 
but  two  nights  in  the  week  on  which  they 
could  proceed  with  these  measures;  and 
he,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  hun.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  persist  in  throwing  any 
obstacle  in  their  wav. 

Mr.  SMITH  O'BRIEN— [w;Ao  rose 
amidst  cries  of  ••  Spoke  *'  and  *'  Explain  "] 
— said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
brought  charges  against  him  which  would 
justify  him,  if  he  were  even  not  otherwise 
in  order,  in  offering  a  few  observations  in 
justification ;  and  the  cheers  witli  which 
those  charges  had  been  received  showed 
that  they  were  re-echoed  by  many  in  the 
House  with  thorough  good  will.  But  he 
begged  to  say,  that  he,  ft)r  one,  would  not 
have  supported  the  Motion  for  adjouniment 
if  it  were  proposed  to  adjourn  merely  to  the 
next  day.  But  he  understood  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman near  him  to  propose  the  adjourn- 


ment of  the  debate  to  Taesdaj  next,  whiflk 
would  not  interfere  with  «ny  of  the  meftavrw 
alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaii. 

Mr.  morgan  JOHN  0*CONNELL 
rose,  because,  aa  one  who  difiered  •!••• 
gether  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppoaita 
in  his  attack  upon  Her  Majeaty'a  Gorera- 
ment,  he  felt  it,  nevertheless,  neeeaaaiy  ta 
say,  that  he  had  heard  with  regret  Ilia 
language  used  by  the  right  hon.  GentleiiiaB 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland  towards  tha  hen. 
Gentleman  and  the  Irish  Members;  and 
he  said  so  because  he  considered  himnclf 
an  impartial  judge  upon  the  question.  Par- 
haps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  conaidaring 
that  he  had  been  an  object  of  attack  to  hia 
hon.  Friend  opposite,  had  wished  to  re- 
taliate; but  he  had  certainly  understood 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  to  wish  tiM 
debate  adjourned  to  next  week.  Thme 
were  notice  days  next  week  whieh  would 
be  given  up  for  the  purpose  ;  and  after  tiM 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  far 
Lynn,  he  thought  the  people  of  this  couatrj 
should  have  further  time  to  think  upon  the 
question.  The  noble  Lord  had  giren  a 
new  and  startling  view  of  it,  and  it  would 
be  well  that  there  should  be  time  giTon  ta 
weigh  it.  He  did  not  wish  to  make  any 
remark  in  what  might  be  considered  a 
spirit  of  asperity;  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  an  Irish  Member  tak- 
ing an  active  interest  in  the  question  before 
the  House,  he  should  say,  not  in  a  apirH 
of  the  slightest  asperity,  that  there  was  ne 
subject  on  which  Irish  Members  had  more 
I  right  to  feel  strongly,  than  upon  the  affisiia 
;  of  that  country  which  was  the  Ireland  of 
:  the  east  of  Europe. 

Mk.  LABOUCHERE  did  not  deny  that 

!  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  as  good  a  right  aa 

'  any  other  Member  of  the  Ilouse  to  have 

an  opportunity  of  giving  expression  to  hia 

opinions  upon  the  condition  of  Poland ; 

'  but  he  said  merely,  that  Irish  Membara 

'  should  not  take  a  course  which  was   sa 

'  likely  to  retard  the  progress  of  important 

questions  relating  to  Ireland. 

,      Debate  adjourned  to  Tuesday. 

j     L.\NDEI)  PROPERTY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

I  On  the  Motion  of  the  CHANCELLOR 
OF  THE  EXCHEQUER,  the  report  on  tha 
Landetl  Property  (Ireland)  Bill  was  futhar 
considered. 

The  Eaul  of  LINCOLN  mored  that  m 
the  4th  Clause,  which  enabled  the  Caaa- 
niitfsioners  to  advance  money  for  works  af 

I  improvement,  the  words  *'com  miUs  ani 

I  fftrtr  ^  lildings*'  should  be 
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Sir  R.  PEBL  concurred  in  the  Motion. 
They  should  teach  the  Irish  to  relj  on 
themselves,  and  they  would  then  hare  more 
corn  mills  and  farm  huildings  erected  than 
if  the  people  looked  to  the  Goyemment  for 
an  advance  towards  that  ohject. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER agreed  to  the  Motion ;  and  the 
words  were  accordingly  omitted. 

Report  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  he  read  a  third  time. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  March  12,  1847. 

HrNtms.J    Public  Bills.— S*  CootoUdated  Food}  Loan. 

PxirrroiffB  Prbsbntso.  From  Cixenoeiter,  fbr  the  RepMl 
of  the  Law  of  SettlemenL—  From  Bradford  and  othor 
places,  for  a  Permanent  and  Efflective  Irish  Poor  Law.— 
From  Cornwall,  respecting  the  Tidal  Harbour  Conser- 
vancy. —  From  WrestHngworth  and  other  places,  tn  Ro- 
peal  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act. 

THE  OXFORD  AND  BIRMINGHAM 
JUNCTION  RAILWAY. 
The  Earl  of  RIPON  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  the  Chainnun  of  the  Oxford  and 
Birmingham  Junction  Railway,  and  of  the 
Birmingham,  Wolverhampton,  and  Dudley 
Railway  Companies,  complaining  of  the 
conduct  of  the  North  Western  (London 
and  Birmingham)  Railway  Company,  in 
collusivcly  purchasing  shares  of  the  Oxford 
and  Birmingham  Railway  Company,  where- 
hy  they  had  ohtained  the  means  of  de- 
feating the  ohject  which  Parliament  had  in 
view  when  it  passed  an  Act  last  Session, 
authorizing  the  Great  Western  Company 
to  purchase  the  Oxford  and  Birmingham 
line.  The  nohle  Earl  stated,  that  as  he 
was  informed,  the  London  and  Birmingham 
Company  had  purchased  a  majority  of  the 
shares  in  the  Oxford  and  Birmingham  line, 
in  consequence  of  which  they  had  prevent- 
ed the  sale  of  that  line  to  the  Great  Wes- 
tern Company.  By  this  proceeding  die 
public  suffered;  for  the  ohject  which  Par- 
liament had  in  view  when  it  sanctioned  the 
arrangement  for  uniting  the  Oxford  and 
Birmingham  line  with  the  Great  Western 
was,  that  it  should  be  a  competing  line 
with  the  London  and  Birmingham.  It 
was  also  a .  part  of  the  arrangement  that 
the  Great  Western  Company  should  reckiee 
their  rate  of  charges,  and  a  Bill  was  At 
present  before  the  other  House  for  eieoi- 
ing  that  object.  The  public,  therefore, 
would  lose  in  two  respects  hy  the  mm- 
noeuvre  to  which  the  London  and  Birmipg* 
ham  Company  had  resorted. 


^  Lord  LTNDHURST  said,  that  ihaqiies- 
tion  which  the  petition  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  was  one  of  great  inoi- 
portance.  It  did  not  affect  two  rival  com- 
panies merely,  botintiniately  concerned  the 
public  interests.  The. facts  of  the  case 
were  briefly  these:  Last  Session  a  Bill 
was  brought  into  the  other  House  to  enable 
the  Great  Western  Company  to  purchase 
the  Oxford  and  Birmingham  Kailway.  This 
measure  was  advocated  on  the  broad  ground 
that  the  Oxford  and  Birmingham  line  wm 
to  be  a  competing  line  with  that  of  the 
London  and  Birmingham  Company,  and 
that  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  pnblie 
that  such  competition  should  exist.  The 
Bill  was  opposed  by  the  London  and  Bir- 
mingham Company  with  the  utmost  perti- 
nacity and  vigour.  It  passed  through 
Committee;  but  was  subsequently  defeat-' 
ed  on  some  technical  point.  The  Bill  was 
then  recommitted,  and  ultimately  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons.  Arrived 
in  their  Lordships'  House,  the  Bill  had  to 
pass  the  same  ordeal  which  it  had  under- 
gone in  the  Commons;  all  the  influence  of 
the  London  and  Birmingham  Company  was 
brought  to  bear  against  it;  bnt  uie  objeet 
of  the  measure  was  so  manifestly  advanta- 
geous to  the  public,  that  it  triumphed  over 
the  opposition  to  which  it  was  exposed, 
was  read  a  third  time,  and  received  the 
Royal  Assent.  The  London  and  Binning* 
ham  Company  having  failed  to  defeat  the 
measure  openly,  now  resolved. to  e£het 
their  objeet  eollnsively.  They  proceeded 
very  adroiUr.  They  porohased  38,000 
out  of  the  /H),000  shares  which  formed  the 
stock  of  the  Oxford  and  Birmingham 
Company,  and  distribated  them  amongst 
their  dependants,  whose  names  were  re- 
gulariy  registered.  A  meeting  was  thai 
called  for  the  purpose  of  addmg  to  the 
number  of  the  board  of  direetors;  and*  hy 
the  proceedings  adopted  at  that  meeting, 
the  partisans  of  the  London  and  Birmiqg- 
ham  Company  were  placed  in  the  diree^ML 
It  was  luMlj  neeessary  to  stale  that  moiw 
the  Oxf<Nd  and  Binning^iam  CojupenT  in 
name,  hnt  the  London  aai  BirmmgWi 
Company  in  reafity,  rsfased  to  oonulete 
the  baigain  with  the.  Great  Western  Coi^ 
paay,  and  thus  theipiiUie  waa  deprived  of 
the  advantage  of  a. eom^eting  line.  It  wit 
impossible  not  to  peieeive  t^  the  London 
and  Binnmgham  Conpeny  had,  Ij  eolte- 

ture,  and  he  woold  teeonmiendtliat  aSom- 


mittee  ahoold  he  apoointed  to  inqnire  into 
the  eifemnstineeo  df  the  jMse. 
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Lom  BROUGHAM  Mid,  thata  imm4;aeKem.  woaldlwr»M( 
facit  case  of  fnxA  upon  Parliament  had  ^  Teatigadng  the  merits  of  t 
been  established  against  the  London  and  j  A^er  a  few  nmar 
Birmingham  Companj,  and  measures  most  \  BROUGHAM, 
be  adopted  to  pnt  a  stop  to  such  proceed- 1  The  MsiacEaa  of  LANSDOWHB  i^ 
ings.  If,  howerer,  the  transaction  referred  marked  that  the  case  difided  ilMlff  wtim 
to  was  dM>at  to  become  the  subject  of  legal  two  parts:  one,  a  snppoaed  iafraetioB  af  Aa 
investigation,  as  he  was  informed  was  tiie  law;  and  the  other,  the  bearing  upan 
case,  it  would  be  advisable  to  delaj  the  ap-  public  interests,  as  thej  nigiit  De  afc 


pointment  of  a  Committee  until  after  the  by  some  system  of  cootriTanee, 
legal  tribunal  should  have  pronounced  its  been  alleged  to  hare  beeo  apj^ad  as 
d^ision.  I  case,  and  which  might  be  aqnafly 

Lord  LYNDHURST  said,  that  he  had 

made  inquiries,  and  ascertuned  that  no 
legal  proceedings  were  about  to  be  insti- 
tuted in  the  case. 

Lord  WYNFORD  thought  inquiry  was 
necessary. 

The  DcKE  of  BUCKINGHAM  express-  -  .  .  .  j  ..  .  c_^ 

cd  a  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  fiouse  f^V^^^V  ^^  »"««t*«^.*^.  "«*«  "7 
interfering  in  the  matter,  fee  understood  ^T^?l^^^:^^.  ?^!f  ?*.*^."''*?5'  "* 
that  the  Bbarcs  of  tbe  Oxford  and 


cable  in  other  railway  cases;  and  he 
minded  the  House  that  there  bad  been  le- 
cently  constituted,  by  Act  of  PariimMnt»  a 
board,  the  particidar  duty  of  which  was  ta 
report  to  Uie  Crown  and  to  Fariiamfl 
with  respect  to  the  manner  in  whiA  Aa 
public  interest  was  afieeted  W   raihray 


should  be  referred  to  that  board,  wiA  an 
order  to  report  specially  to  the  Hoaae  ia 
what  way  the  particular  circumstancca  of 
the  case  bore  upon  the  public  intereat. 
After  some  further  couTersatioa, 
Lord  LYNDHURST  gave  notiea,  that 
on  Tuesday  next  he  would  more  the  q^ 
pointment  of  a  Committee  to  inqaira  f 
the  allegations  of  the  petition.     He 
begged  to  move  that  the  petition  be  | 
with  the  Votes. 
Agreed  to. 

POOR  LAWS  (IRELAND). 
Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  a  petf- 
tion  from  the  inhabitants  of  Bradford,  hi 
Wiltshire,  sUting  that  they  attributed  the 
increase  of  pauperism,  which  waa 
going  on  in  this  country,  to  the  incr 
price  of  provisions  and  the  distressed 
of  trade  ;  and  they  proceeded  to  mahe  a 
most  important  statement,  to  whidi  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  wished  to  call  the  parti- 
cular attention  of  the  House,  namelT,  thai 
they  having  heavy  rates  to  pay  for  dw 
support  of  their  own  poor,  did  emphatieally 
object  to  being  also  burdened  with  the  aap- 
thlH  ntagc.  Tlicre  was  no  allegation  that  port  of  the  Irirh  poor,  while  the  propel tj 
Parliainont  had  been  imposed  upon  :  the  |  of  Ireland  was  allowed  to  escape  the  pi^- 
gravamen  of  the  allegation  was  the  manner  ,  ment,  not  only  of  the  poor  rates,  bat  lae 
in  which  an  Act  had  beon  carried  into  ex-  income  tax,  the  assessed  taxes,  aad 
ccution,  wliicli  was  a  matter  within  the  |  taxes.  The  petition  concluded  by  [  ^ 
juriHciiction  of  a  court  of  law  or  equity  \  ing  their  Lordships  to  pass  a  law  throwiif 
rather  than  of  the  Mouse.  As  an  Act  of  i  u|)on  Ireland  the  support  of  its  owa  peer: 
PaHiament  must  l)e  obtained  before  cer-  i  and  to  take  care  in  framing  saeh  a  law  I 
tain   parties  could  effect  tho  object  they  '  provisions    were    introduced    to 


Bir- 
mingham Railway  were  bought  and  sold 
openly  in  the  market. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  was  not  convinced 
of  tho  necessity  of  inquiry.  The  London 
and  Birmingham  Company  could  not  pur- 
chase tho  Oxford  and  Birmingham  line 
without  coming  to  Parliament  for  an  Act, 
and  when  they  did  so,  Parliament  would 
have  it  in  its  power  to  take  notice  of  their 
proceedings. 

LoBD  LYNDHURST  said,  it  was  not 
ncccriHary  for  tho  London  and  Birmingham 
Company  to  conic  to  Parliament  for  a  Bill 
to  enable  them  to  purchase  the  Oxford  and 
Birmingham  line,  because  they  had  got 
posscHHion  of  it  already;  and  instead  of  it 
being  a  competing  line  with  their  own,  they 
w(»uld  make  it  subordinate  to  it. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  there  was  no 
dfiU^t  this  was  a  mutter  of  public  import- 
ance, and  their  LordHliips  were  bound  to  see 
that  the  objects  of  the  former  Act  were  not 
defeated  by  fraud  and  collusion.  He  ques- 
tioned, however,  whether  it  would  be  ex- 
pe<lient  for  their  Lordships  to  interfere  at 


wen>  said  to  have  in  view,  no  mischief  could  abuse,  lie  (Lord  Brougham)  woqM  gife 
arise  unless  their  Lordships  were  parties  to  |  no  opinion  upon  this  subyeet  father  ttMi 
it  by  passing  the  Bill       Both  Houses,   to  say,  that  tne  longer  he  li?ed  le  eee  the 
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present  extraordinary  state  of  things,  the 
more  he  was  impressed  with  alarm  at  its 
continued  existence.  He  feared  it  would 
soon  come  to  this,  that  if  we  sent 
10,000,000?.  to  Ireland  this  year,  we 
should  require  to  send  another  10,000,000^ 
or  20.000,000^  next  year  ;  and  the  con- 
sequence would  be  that  our  poor  would  be 
going  over  to  Ireland  to  get  a  share  of  the 
money  we  were  pouring  into  that  coun- 
try. He  had  been  informed  that  3,100 
poor  persons  had  landed  at  Liverpool 
from  Ireland  in  a  single  day  last  week — 
the  largest  number  that  had  yet  arrived 
on  any  one  day — ^many  of  whom  said 
that  they  had  received  25.  Qd,  each  to 
take  them  over  here.  He  would  tell 
the  people  of  Bradford  and  others  to  take 
a  leaf  out  of  the  Irish  book,  and  give 
their  poor  2ff.  6d,  each  to  take  them  over 
to  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  remarked,  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just 
spoken,  had  made  one  statement  whicn  he 
felt  sure,  when  he  came  to  consider  it 
coolly,  he  would  think  he  ought  not  to 
have  made  without  some  good  foundation 
in  fact.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
stated,  as  a  fact  which  he  appeared  to 
wish  the  House  to  take  upon  his  assertion, 
that  hundreds  upon  hundreds  of  poor  people 
had  been  sent  from  Ireland,  who  had  re- 
ceived 28.  6d.  a  head  from  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  Now,  he  (the  Earl  of  Devon) 
begged  to  say  that  he  did  not  believe  there 
was  one  word  of  truth  in  that  assertion  ; 
and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  per- 
haps forgive  him  for  venturing  to  suggest 
that  statements  of  this  sort,  containing  im- 
putations upon  a  large,  and  he  would  ven- 
ture to  add  respectable  body  of  men,  ought 
not  to  be  made  without  some  more  founda- 
tion than  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  ap- 
peared to  have  in  the  present  instance. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  I  can  only  say 
that  I  firmly  believe  the  statement ;  that  I 
completely  and  entirely  believe  it ;  and  I 
believe  it  because  I  have  had  it  from  moat 
respectable  persons. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON :  Is  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  replying,  or  explaining  ? 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  Whichever  I 
please. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  :  I  call  thenoUe 
and  learned  Lord  to  order.  He  has  a  rij^t 
to  explain,  but  not  to  reply. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  I  shall  show  thai 
the  noble  Lord  is  completely  out  of  order. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  :  I  am  speakioff 
to  order.     I  have  a  right  to  be  heaxd;  em 


I  win  take  the  aenae  of  the  House  upon 
it. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  Wdl,  take  the 
sense  of  the  House.  I  have  no  objection. 
But  I  am  speaking  to  order ;  and  I  have  a 
right  to  interrupt  a  person  speaking  to  order. 

!A  pause,]  So  it  turns  out  I  am  in  order  ao 
ar.  Have  I  not  a  right — ^having  made  a 
Motion  that  the  petition  lie  on  the  Table — 
have  I  not  a  right,  I  say,  to  reply  f  But 
even  if  I  had  not,  have  I  not  a  ridit  to 
make  a  second  Motion,  that  the  petition  be 
referred  to  a  Committee  ?  How  could  the 
noble  Lord  pretend  to  know  how  I  was  to 
conclude  my  Motion  ?  He  says  I  have  no 
right  to  speak,  except  to  explain.  Hov 
did  he  know  but  I  was  about  to  explain  f 
He  gets  up,  and  states  that  he  does  not 
believe  my  statement,  and  that  there  is  no 
foundation  for  it ;  does  not  that  give  me  a 
right  to  reaffirm  my  statement  ?  I  repeat 
that  I  do  believe  that  statement,  and  that 
I  have  perfectly  good  authority  for  it. 
The  noble  Lord  impeaches  that  statement 
because  he  chooses  to  disbelieve  it ;  but  I 
restate  that  I  believe  the  statement,  and 
that  I  disbelieve  the  counter-statement.  I 
beg  to  say,  also,  that  a  more  offensive 
mode  of  expressing  disbelief  I  have  never 
heard  since  I  was  a  Member  of  either 
House  of  Parliament.  The  noble  Lord 
says  he  believes  not  a  word  of  the  truth 
of  a  statement  which  I  am  authoriaed  by 
my  informants  to  make.  Now,  my  belief 
is,  that  every  one  tittie  of  that  statonent 
is  strictiy,  correedy,  and  fitendly  true.  I 
have  never  stated  that  every  one  of  tiie 
3,100  of  ihe  persons  I  referred  to  came 
over  with  2s.  6d.  in  his  pocket.  I  ex- 
pressly qualified,  and  limited,  and  restricted 
my  statement  by  saying  that  at  least 
several  came  over.  I  apMal  to  your  Lord- 
shins  if  those  were  not  ue  words  I  used ; 
unaerstating,  aa  I  always  do»  my  caae/lhr 
my  belief  is  thala  large  number  of  persoba 
come  over  at  the  expense  of  otS^Bi. 
ICy  infonnation  eomea  from  pend&a  m 
LivMpool,  who  have  examinea  the  imsA- 
mnts  who  came  over,  and  who  |av0  ntik- 
fled  themselvea  from  tlieir  own  dxattd- 
nationa  of  the  truQi  of  tfie  atatement.  I 
ahall  gire  mj  noble  Friend^  who  is  m 
Member  of  «be  Cama&tt^  tUAt  ii  litMr 
mUinf  on  Criminal  htit,  aa  opportqiiitj  (if 
examining  and  mKxifi  ibiB  statement ;  Ibr 
I  am  about  to  caB,  or  ralher  Iliave  sHrmfy 
called,  before  tfilbtJoikimitteet  two  or  dieto 
of  mT  inftnniaat*,  mo«t  teypeetaUe  inS- 
viduala ia Idfarpool,  dikdwbo.on  oathidll 
repeat  dufr  fdbnnilSon  to  my  niMa  Fde^ 
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The  Earl  of  DESART  said,  if  the 
statement  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Brougham)  were  true,  the  immi- 
grants who  came  over  from  Ireland  to 
England  had  been  the  most  extraordinary 
and  wonderful  exception  to  the  general 
rule.  But  he  did  not  rise  so  much  to  speak 
of  that,  as  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  what  end  he  made  those  continued 
imputations  on  the  Irish,  whether  gene- 
rally or  individually?  If  he  intended  these 
imputations  against  individuals,  he  ought 
to  give  their  names;  for  facts  were  not 
always  so  very  closely  or  correctly  stated 
as  to  lead  the  persons  concerned  in  each 
particular  case  to  conclude  that  they  were 
the  parties  who  had  the  misfortune  to  fall 
under  the  noble  and  learned  Lord*s  cen- 
sure. Why,  he  would  ask,  did  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  apply  these  perpetual 
stings,  which  could  be  only  productive  of 
irritation  ?  When  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  rose  up  night  after  night  to  weary 
their  Lordships  with  listening  and  replying 
to  continual  attacks  of  this  kind,  did  he 
never  reflect  that  it  must  be  very  hard 
upon  Peers  connected  with  Ireland,  who 
could  not  boast  of  cither  the  eloquence  or 
the  varied  talents  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  to  be  obliged  to  force  themselves  on 
the  House,  and  attempt  to  wield  their 
feeble  weapons  of  uninteresting  expres- 
sion, after  the  eloquence  and  s«ircasras  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  delighted 
or  amused  the  House  ?  But  oven  his 
varied  powers  could  not  invest  a  dispute  of 
this  kind  with  interest,  and  therefore  he 
would  call  upon  their  Lordships  to  forget 
topics  of  recrimination,  and  apply  their 
energies  and  attention  to  the  groat  mea- 
sures relating  to  Ireland,  which  would 
shortly  come  before  that  Ilouae. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed,  without  being  thought  out  uf 
order,  to  answer  the  (juestion  put  to  me  by 
tlie  noble  Earl.  1  am  askod  to  what  end 
I  mak<»  these  repeated  attacks.  I  make 
thoni  for  one  end,  and  one  end  only — to 
endeavour  to  awaken  the  Irish  landlords 
and  the  Irish  people  at  large  to  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  looking  to  themselves  for 
the  support  of  their  own  poor,  and  not  of 
looking  to  England  for  the  support  of  the 
Irish  poor.  And  1  have  a  second  view 
behind  that,  upon  the  supposition,  and,  I 
will  add,  upon  the  assumption,  that  1  sliall 
fail  in  maintaining  that  object  of  making 
the  Irish  look  t«)  the  sustentation  of  their 
own  poor— that  I  wish  to  impress  upon 
your  Lordships  and  upon  the  Government 


the  necessity  of  abstaining  firom  the  vild 
and  visionary  attempt  to  feed  the  Irish 
poor. 

The  Eabl  of  CLARE  referred  to  the 
second  allegation  in  the  petition  presented 
by  the  noble  and  learnt  Lord,  that  pio* 
perty  in  Ireland  was  allowed  to  esoi^ 
from  payment  of  the  poor  rate.  In  answer 
to  that,  he  begged  to  state  that  he  that 
day  read  in  a  Limerick  paper  a  report  of  m 
meeting  of  the  board  of  guardians  of  that 
city,  in  which  the  necessity  of  imposing  a 
poor  rate  of  65.  in  the  pound  was  submitted 
to  the  board  of  guardians  of  that  union. 
The  discussion  was  postponed  for  one  week. 
in  the  hope  that  it  might  not  be  neeeaaaiy 
to  impose  so  heavy  a  burden  on  the  rate- 
payers of  the  electoral  division.  Their 
Lordships,  then,  would  know  what  avtho- 
rity  to  give  to  the  statement  of  the  petidon 
presented  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  Nothing  cooU  he 
more  correct  than  the  statement  of  his 
noble  Friend,  and  nothing  was  more  true 
than  that  there  was  such  a  statement  in 
the  petition.  He  had  read  it  to  their  Lord- 
ships only  as  the  statement  of  the  peti- 
tion; he  had  never  given  it  as  bis  own. 
There  was  a  poor  law  in  Ireland — he  would 
not  say  it  was  a  well-framed  one.  He 
had  never  given  any  opinion  on  the  neces- 
sity of  giving  a  new  poor  law  to  that  coon- 
try,  or  of  extending  the  English  poor  law 
to  Ireland.  But  his  statement  bore  on  the 
condition  of  Ireland  in  this  extraordinarj 
emergencv. 

The  Marquess  of  LAXSDOWNE :  I 
desire  to  say  only  a  few  words  on  the  suV 
ject  to  which  your  Lordships'  attention  has 
been  called  by  what  has  passed  to-night. 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  supposed  to  acquieaee 
in  the  statement  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  that  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try have  contemplated  for  a  moment — 
either  now  or  at  any  other  time — an  ab- 
surdity so  monstrous,  an  absurdity  so  mis* 
chievous,  as  to  suppose  they  conld  un- 
dertake the  sustenance  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  at  the  expense  of  the  State,  inde- 
pendently of  the  exertions  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  themselves.  I  will  say  for  the 
present  Administration,  that  they  hare  at 
no  time  entertained  such  an  idea;  and  I 
will  say  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  people  and 
the  Irish  gentry,  that  they  do  not,  as  I 
believe,  prefer  any  such  petition.  What 
the  (government  of  this  country  has  done* 
has  been  in  an  emergency — as  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  termed  it — an  emer- 
gency   unparalleled.     Seeing  the  poorer 
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classes  of  this  kingdom — for  Irelftnd  is  a 
part  of  this  kingdom — ^labouring  under  an 
amount  of  calamity  from  which  it  was  im- 
possible to  extricate  themselves,  thej  hare 
not  thought  it  unbecoming  the  moral  cha- 
racter»  as  well  as  the  political  situation,  of 
the  richer  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  to 
come  to  the  aid  of  the  distressed  portion, 
to  carry  them,  as  far  as  they  could  carry 
them,  through  that  emergency.  More 
than  that  they  have  not  attempted — ^more 
than  that  they  will  not  attempt.  They 
have  done  perhaps  what  may  be  in  some 
respects  injudicious  —  certainly  what,  in 
some  respects,  has  produced  effects  and 
consequences  which  could  not  be  contem- 
plated to  the  extent  that  have  occurred, 
under  the  daily  increase  of  the  great  cala- 
mity which  has  made  itself  known  only  by 
degrees ;  but  they  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  they  have,  at  least,  by  that 
interference  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  seems  to  deprecate — they  have,  at 
least,  saved  human  life.  Were  I  to  be 
now  drawn  into  a  consideration  of  this  sub- 
ject, I  could  prove  to  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  and  to  this  House,  that  bad  it  not 
been  for  that  interference,  overwhelming 
as  this  calamity  is,  in  which  we  have  seen 
the  angel  of  death  spread  his  ¥rinff8  far 
and  wide,  from  north  to  south,  and  from 
east  to  west,  in  that  country,  for  the  thou- 
sands who,  I  fear,  have  fi^len  victims  to 
the  stroke,  there  would  have  been  hun- 
dreds of  thousands.  My  Lords,  for  myself 
I  cannot  regret  any  part  which  I  may  have 
taken  as  one  of  Her  Majesty's  advisers,  in 
endeavouring — not  to  extinguish,  not  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  calamity,  for  that  mutt 
depend  upon  the  counsels  of  the  Almighty 
— but  to  mitigate,  as  far  as  human  means 
permitted,  the  intensity  and  depth  of  such 
a  misfortune,  as  I  pray  to  God  the  world 
may  never  witness  again,  as  I  know  the 
world  has  rarely  witnessed  the  like  before. 
But  in  that  we  have  constantly  kept  in 
view  the  necessity  of  rousing  the  eizertions 
of  the  Irish  people ;  we  have  made  on  our 
parts  efforts,  not  as  principals,  but  as  aux- 
iliaries, requiring,  in  everr  case  where 
assistance  was  given,  that  local  exertions 
should  be  made.  I  do  not  say  that  those 
exertions  have  in  all  cases  and  at  all  times 
corresponded  with  our  expectations;  but  in 
a  great  many  cases,  I  will  say  in  a  multi- 
tude of  cases,  they  have.  I  am  confident 
that  at  this  moment  the  feeling  of  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  is  more 
awakened  to  a  sense  of  the  du^  that  tliey 
owe  themselves,  than  it  has  ever  been  at 


any  other  jpeiiiod.  I  believe  that  there  is 
a  rising  spirit  of  exertion  in  that  eoimtij; 
but  exertions  to  be  made  by  a  people  laid 
prostrate  by  the  magnitude  of  Uie  ev3 
with  wbioh  they  have  to  contend,  cannot 
be  adequate;  and  I  will  not  belieye,  in  that 
mortal  struggle  in  which  they  are  now  en- 
gaged, a  British  Parliament  will  censure 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  for  having  endea- 
voured to  save  them  in  the  strugffle,  and 
uphold  them  through  the  confliet,  Uie  issue 
of  which,  as  it  affects  the  lives  and  for- 
tunes of  millions  of  people,  remains  yet  to 
be  seen.  I  need  not  tell  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  that  in  making  this  tem- 
porary effort,  we  have  not  overlooked  the 
necessity  to  which  he  has  pointed,  of 
providing  for  the  future.  I  need  not  tell 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  because  he 
has  himself  adverted  to  it,  that  Pariiament 
is  at  ibis  moment  engaged  in  framing  a 
poor  law,  upon  which  he  has  abstained^ 
nrom  giving  an  opinion;  but  from  whichy 
though  declining  to  give  any  opinion  of  his 
own,  he  may  at  least  coUeot  tne  foot,  that 
both  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  the  puUie,  are 
prepared  for  the  necessity  of  making  snoh 
a  law.  When  we  come  to  see  that  Bill 
sent  up  to  this  House,  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  state  what  its  provisions  are;  it  win  be 
my  duty  to  invite  the  co-operation  of  yomr 
Lordships,  to  invite  more  especially  the 
co-operation  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
himself — and  that  support  I  am  snre  he 
will  give — to  make  that  poor  law  as  perfoet 
as  possible.  But  in  the  meantimey  let  tt 
be  understood,  that  in  the  exeroise,  I  wfll 
not  say  of  generosity,  hot  of  generosity 
combined  wiu  justice,  to  that  part  of  the 
United  Sngdom,  we  are  not  oreiloolunff 
the  necesftity  mt  unposing  a  harden  in  whiA 
all  win  have  their  fUDi  share,  and  wffl  he 
placed  under  the  ohHgation  of  making 
some  of  the  largest  saerifiees  that  ever 
landed  interest,  or  a  wealthy  gentry  eeai 
ing  for  the  moment  to  he  r»ra«  hat  haviqg 
race  possessed  riches  hes  beisn  ealM 
upon  to  make,  to  resene  dieooostrj  m 
wnich  they  live  from  the  misfiMione  wttk 
which  the  hand  of  God  has  ^sitedit.  I 
shaU  say  no  more  tiU  that  BiD  eomes  be- 
fore us ;  bat  I  desire  enee  more  to  have  it 
jBstincay  onderstood  Jhst  aU  these  mea^ 
sures  do  not  proceod  upon  the  nsn^de  of 
taking  npoa  ouradvc^  tbo  principal  part  m 
the  BusteTitation  of  the  people  m  Irdaadt 
hut  upon  the  principlo  of  &si4>ting  them  fia 
the  situation  in  which  thoy^JusTe  dw  nup- 
fortnn^aov^j^^l^ed.  . I  thomiM  it 
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dne  to  the  GoTernment  of  the  conntrj — I 
thought  it  due  to  the  liheralitj  of  rast  ma- 
jorities of  the  other  House  of  Paijiament, 
as  erinced  in  recent  discussions — I  thought 
it  due  to  that  liberality,  which  beyond  the 
doors  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  has 
marked  the  public  sentiment  and  general 
feeling  upon  this  subject,  to  say  this  much 
as  to  the  steps  taken  by  Government,  under 
a  conviction  that  this  was  not  the  moment 
to  call  upon  the  poor  to  maintain  them- 
selves, when  deprived  of  the  means  of 
maintaining  themselves,  but  that  it  was 
the  moment  to  administer  a  loyal,  a  gene- 
rous, a  just  relief  to  those  persons  in  their 
misfortune. 

Petition  read  and  laid  upon  the  Table. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
having  presented  a  petition  from  a  board 
of  guardians  in  the  county  of  Down,  com- 
plaining of  the  present  mode  of  assessment, 
said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  offer  a  sin- 
gle observation  upon  the  subject,  to  which 
their  Lordships'  attention  had  been  called, 
after  that  most  eloquent  speech  delivered 
by  the  noble  Marquess,  no  hoped  that 
what  they  hod  heard  would  at  least  have 
the  effect  of  inducing  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  in  the  interval  before  the  new  Poor 
Law  Bill  came  up  to  them,  to  abstain 
making  his  animadversions  night  after 
night. 

THE  CROWN  JEWELS. 
Viscount  STRANGFORD  said,  in  ac- 
cordance with  tlie  permission  he  had  ob- 
tained from  the  courtesy  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  was  desirous  of  asking  a  question 
regarding  a  matter  which  had  been  for  a 
long  time  the  subject  of  negotiation  between 
this  Court  and  that  of  Hanover.  He  al- 
luded to  the  long-protracted  discussion  on 
the  subject  of  the  jewels  claimed  by  both 
parties.  If  this  matter  related  exclusively 
to  the  illustrious  parti<>s  interested,  he  need 
not  say  that  a  fooling  of  respect  and  pro- 
priety would  loiui  him  to  abstain  from  all 
alluHion  to  it ;  hut,  in  ]>oiut  of  fact,  it  had 
now  become  what  might  be  called  a  State 
quostion,  and,  as  such,  it  was  possible  that 
one  day  or  othor  it  might  affect  that  per- 
fect cordiality  which,  on  every  account  it 
was  so  do.sirablo  to  maintain  l)etween  two 
countries  so  situated.  Their  Lonlships 
nuiAt  not  think  that  he  overrated  the  value 
and  inip(»rtance  of  this  cordiality,  when  he 
reminded  them  that  they  had  lately  had  a 
very  remarkable  proof  of  it,  when  the  old 
Knglish  feelings  and  predilections  of  the 
Sovereign  of  Hanover  induced  him  to  cn- 


'.  deavonr,  at  all  hazarda — and  lie 
allowed  to  tell  their  Lordahipa  tlimt  i 
them  were  very  great — to  rerist  the  in 
duction  into  his  dominiona  of  %  ajstan  of 
commercial  restriction  highly  hoatfle  ani 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  and  indnatvy  of 
his  native  land.  It  was  not,  then,  as  e 
'  matter  of  personal  right  that  he  brought 
this  matter  forward;  but  nnder  the  eonsti- 
j  tution  of  the  country  in  whieh  the  King  of 
j  Hanover  lived,  he  was  bound  to  assert  tlie 
j  rights  of  his  Crown,  and  of  those  who 
j  might  succeed  him  ;  and  the  estates  of  ins 
kingdom  were  equally  bound  to  see  that  he 
did  fulfil  that  duty.  Into  the  qnestion  of 
law  respecting  rights  it  became  him  (Vis- 
count Strangford)  in  no  way  to  enter;  he 
might  say  that  he  knew  very  little  of  law 
beyond  that  very  generally  known  maxim 
— that  nine  points  of  it  were  comprised  in 
the  word  possession.  Looking  at  this  aa 
a  public,  and  not  as  a  private  matter,  he 
hoped  he  might,  without  indiscretion,  ren- 
turc  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  in  what 
state  the  question  was,  and  whether  there 
was  any  objection  to  the  production  of  sneh 
communications  as  might  have  taken  plaee 
between  the  two  Governments  respecting 
the  Crown  jewels  of  the  late  King? 

The  MARQUE.S8  of  LANSDOWNE  cer- 
tainly should  not  object  to  give  the  noble 
Viscount  the  information  for  which  he  ask- 
ed, and  that  was  to  answer  the  question, 
in  what  state  the  matter  stood,  whilst  he 
at  the  same  time  should  most  decidedly 
object  to  the  production  of  any  documents 
upon  the  subject.  He  must  premise  to  the 
information  he  was  about  to  give  th«r 
Lordships,  a  remark  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion in  which  the  public  of  this  country 
was  in  no  way  directly  interested,  any  fur- 
ther than  it  must  be  concerned  and  inter- 
ested in  anything  that  affected  the  per- 
sonal interests  and  personal  feelings  of^the 
illlustrious  Person  who  sat  on  the  Throne. 
The  spirit  of  the  cose  was  this.  It  was 
pretty  well  known  to  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships, OS  well  ati  to  the  noble  Viscount  him- 
self, tliat  for  many  years  this  discussion 
had  now  been  going  on.  After  the  de- 
cease of  the  late  King  of  England,  it  ap- 
peared that  a  certain  doubt  arose  respect- 
ing the  right  of  property  in  a  very  consider- 
able amount  of  jewels  which  had  belonsed 
to  the  Crown  of  Hanover,  which  had  oe- 
hmged  to  George  111.,  and  to  her  late  Ma- 
jesty Queen  Charlotte.  Great  duubt  arose. 
and  it  became  a  very  complicated  question 
to  determine  in  whom  the  right  of  posses- 
sion of  all  those  jewels  rested,  that  right 
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being  different  with  respeet  to  Cerent  de- 
ecriptionfl  of  those  jewds,  and  it  being  ex- 
tremely diffieult  to  leperate  thoee  qooetions 
which  might  affect  the  rarions  rights  of 
the  House  of  HanoTor  in  the  first  instance, 
of  his  late  Majestj  King  Qeorge  III.»  or 
of  her  late  Majesty  Queen  Charlotte*  to 
dispose  of  those  jewek.  Under  these 
circumstances,  certain  proceedings  were 
instituted  in  the  courts  of  justice,  more 
narticularlj  touching  the  riffht  to  jewels 
neld  under  Queen  Charlotte  s  wUl,  whilst 
a  diplomatic  correspondence  was  com- 
menced with  the  Hanorerian  OoTemment 
with  reference  to  those  supposed  to  belong 
to  the  Crown  of  HanoTcr.  But  after  a 
certain  time  those  illustrious  parties  adopt- 
ed a  course  he  thought  alike  creditable  to 
themselves  and  becoming  the  particular 
situation  in  which  thej  were  placed,  both 
as  respected  the  public  and  as  respected 
their  position  towards  each  other.  Thej 
determined,  instead  of  havmg  recourse  to 
courts  of  justice,  to  request  three  of  the 
most  eminent  lawyers  in  this  country  to 
become  arbiters  in  the  questions  to  whom 
those  jewels  belonged,  and  to  whom  they 
should  be  assigned,  binding  themselTea, 
not  by  law,  because  by  law  they  eonld  not 
bind  themselves,  but  binding  themselves  in 
honour  to  abide  by  that  decision.  Those 
three  eminent  lawyers,  for  some  time,  in- 
vestigated this  question,  and  in  the  som- 
mer  of  1846  they  came  to  a  determination 
as  to  the  nature  of  a  report  which  they 
were  to  present  relating  to  those  questions. 
They  had  determined  upon  the  substaaee 
of  such  a  report;  but  at  the  rery  moment 
that  report  was  about  to  be  put  into  a  for- 
mal shape,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  Tindal, 
who  was  one  of  those  commissioners,  died 
— the  others  being  Lord  Lyndhurst  and 
Lord  Langdale.  This  put  a  atop  to  the 
case.  It  had  been  subseqnently  proposed 
by  the  Court  of  Hanover  diat  the  two  re- 
maining commissioners  should  choose  a 
third,  and  proceed  to  make  a  deeisioii.  An 
objection,  and  a  sound  objeetioo,  was 
taken,  that  this  would  invdve  a  reeonsid^ 
oration  of  the  whole  case,  and  of  all  the 
arguments  and  proceedings  whieh  had  been 
hfdd.  It  was  then  proposed  bj  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  the  name  of  Her 
Majesty,  to  the  Court  of  Hanover,  that»  ft 
being  notorious  that  the  three 
ers  had  been  unanimous  in  their 

with  respect  to  one  deseriptiaa  of 

jewels,  namely,  those  whidi  had  been  in 
the  possession,  and  were  ewppoeed  t»  have 
beloBged,  to  her  late  Msfesly  Qmsk  Chsr- 


lotta,  iht  two  eommiidkNiers  1 
to  state  diatinetly  what  had  fieeii  the 
opinion  of  the  thrae;  induding  the  opin- 
ion of  the  eminent  person  deeeased,  this 
should  be  aeted  upon  and  adopted  as  a  dtp 
cision  of  the  eommisMoners,  ixA.  with  thk 
it  was  proposed  to  have  a  fresh  inquiiy 
with  respect  to  the  other  braaeh  whidi  then 
remained  to  be  investigated.  That  propo- 
sition was  not  agreeable  to  the  Courts 
Hanover.  That  was  the  proposition,  how- 
ever, made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  the  name  <^  Her  Majesty,  and  whidi  at 
this  moment  had  been  agun  placed  under 
the  eonsideration  of  the  Court  of  Hanover. 
That  their  Lordships  might  be  enaUed  to 
take  a  correct  view  of  this  subject,  he 
hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to  read  the 
dedaratien  made  by  the  two  snrviviitf 
commissioners,  aliker  die  loss  of  their  eol- 
league,  eontainin|^  the  unaniaKms  opiniob 
of  those  commissioners  on  the  qnestion  :•— 

"With  rMpeot  to  the  jtwels  wUehaneai  Char- 
lotte finiBd  OB  bar  arrivil  in  Engian^— ••  rtpre- 
■ented  kr  hsr  IfiMf^— ^»e  an  all  sf  epiaioo  sn  the 
f  TideDee  addaoed,  and  bavs  daeided  that  thtre  if 
no  tnfieient  proof  of  title  in  her  Majesty  to 
anthofiie  ns  to  report  tiiat  the  had  a  right  to  dls- 
pote  of  them  bj  wilL  '  This  part  of  tae  ease  we 
eoaddered  as  daeided.  With  lenid  to  the  ether 
elaaa  of  jewels,  those  heqaeathed  hy  the  Gevmaa 
will  of  Sing  George  the  Seoond»  we  have  not 
eome  to  any  deciaion.  Hie  anhjeet  gave  oooaa&on 
for  oonaiderable  diaonaaion  at  our  laat  < 


and  heAre  we  had  an  opportanity  ef  again  aieet 
iofc  ihe  aeddaa  dMih  ef  Chief /MtieeTindsl,  ev 
eoUeague^  ooearred,  and  no  fivther  jionasdlaga 


edieague^  ooearred,  and  no  fivther  jJonasdlMS 
have  nnee  taken  place  on  the  eonwIarioB.  It  Is 
possible,  after  the  deelalon  reapeeting  this  seeond 
elaaa  ef  jewala,  that  thate  aSUit  Gave  atffl  re- 
BMdned  aoae  fsinla,  aa  to  the  Mantlif  sf  4 
of  the  Jewels  reqiirieg  r 


This  was  the  dedsion  of  die 
ers,  whidi  was  unanimoiis  as  to  one  par- 
tienlar  class  of  jewds,  nameh',  these  be- 
queathed by  her  late  Ma|eety  QneeA  Ohafu 
lotto.  Jls  to  the  second  daM»H  had  boon 
Her  Majesty's  widi  that  a  fresh  eemmni. 
cation  shoud  he  made  with  respeet  16 
mrttfaigthe  matter  in  dweonrie  of  nfuy, 
he  meant  as   to   those  Jewels  of 


anoont  wfaidi  heloaged  to  die  Hones  of 
Hanever,  and  were  Mqneadied  h;  Qeoste 
IL  He  had  now  pnt  thenr  Lotdsypi  \ 
poesesden  of  aD  die  fteks;  kH  he  woaU 
agdn  remind  diem  that  the  Mbjeeft  wm 
<me  in  which  Pariiameal  and  die  pdiHe  of 
this  country  had  bo  eoneem.  He  had  not 
thoni^  ft  lUi*  t»  wfthhflUthalBlbnBa. 
tioa  die  nebw  Leid  desiiisd;  hut  Ymmat 
stated  the  bets  exaedy  as  thej  now  stood* 
dderel  dio  nsore  proper  eowtye  now 


he 
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terferenee  in  the  matter  on  the  part  of 
Parliament,  and  inclined  to  the  hope  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  do  anything 
which  might  influence  arrangements  for  a 
just  and  equitahle  decision  which  should 
should  receive  the  consent  of  all  parties. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  would  just  say,  in 
justice  to  the  King  of  Hanover,  that  he 
did  not  think  the  Court  of  Hanover  called 
upon  to  take  this  judgment  of  the  com- 
missioners as  if  it  were  an  award  made, 
when,  in  fact,  the  award  had  not  heen 
made.  Till  an  arhitration  was  over,  no 
one  could  tell  hut  there  might  he  a  change 
of  opinion  in  the  arbitrators  ;  and  the  de- 
cision of  the  second  point  might  in  this 
case  have  influenced  that  upon  the  flrst. 
The  best  course  would  be  to  appoint  a 
third  person  in  the  place  of  Chief  Justice 
Tindal,  and  let  him  take  the  statement  of 
the  two  surviving  arbitrators,  and  form 
his  opinion. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  did 
not  at  all  mean  to  say  that  the  King  of 
Hanover  was  hound  to  give  way,  but  only 
that  the  proposition  was  made  to  him;  it 
was  quite  open  to  him  in  honour  cither  to 
to  accede  to  it  or  decline  it. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  was  sure  the  noble 
Marquess  so  meant,  that  the  Court  of 
Hanover  was  not  bound,  even  morally  or 
in  candour. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  remark- 
ed  that  the  noble  Viscount  had  referred  to 
the  saying,  ''that  possession  is  nine  points 
of  the  law."  If  it  was  meant  to  insinuate 
that  any  use  was  likely  to  be  made  by  Her 
Majesty  of  the  fact  of  possession,  that  in- 
sinuation was  utterly  unfounded.  The  his- 
tory of  the  pruceeding,  the  gratuitous  offer 
to  refer  the  whole  to  three  persons  selected 
for  the  purpose,  and  approved  by  both  par- 
ties, with  the  entire  determination,  of 
course,  of  abiding  by  their  opinion — these 
things  negatived  the  existence  of  any  in- 
tention of  abiding  by  the  fact  of  possession. 
A  reference  had  been  adopted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  really  ascertaining  what  were  the 
rights  of  the  parties,  and  of  acting  upon 
tho  determination  arrived  at  by  the  indi- 
viduals selected.  Tlic  noble  Viscount  might 
he  perfectly  satisfied  that  tlie  maxim  al- 
luded to  did  not  apply  to  this  case. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  March  12,  1847. 

Mr!«nTBii.J     PuBUC  Dilla.— 1"  Mutiny:  Ilotifry  Manu- 
facture: Pritnns:  Cu»t<Kly  of  Offinidm. 
itfporrAl.*AgricuItunl  Tenant  Right;  Drainage  of  LamL 


Works  {hdmiai. 


PjrriTioiri  PmBsntraift.    By  Mr;  M. ' 
places,  tot  Alteratkm  of  tho  Law  of  1 
BTotberton,  fttm  Salfiml,  i 
manta  BUL— By  Mr.  Brownrigg  and  c 
trom  iereral  places,  xespeetiaf  Ramsi 
Asseaiors  and  CdDecton. — By  Mr.  P 
ing,  for  Raped  of  the  Window  Duty.— By  Mr.  I 
flrom  HuddersScId,  afainst  tht  Owmammft  8*i 


Education.— By  Mr.  M.  Gibson,  ftoaa  J 

Esq.,  Agent  for  the  Virgin  Islaodi,  in  tho  W« 

for  Repeal  of  tho  Narigatioa  Laws^— By  r 

reagh  and  other  Hon.  Memben,  Aroaa  i 

Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).— By  Sir  C.  I 

fhnn  Guardians  of  tho  Poor  of  the  Horsham  UMoa,  Sm 

an  Effleient  Poor  Lav  (IrslaadK— By  tlw  OTCemm  m^ 

ftom  Roseommon,  afainst  tha  Poor  BallaC  (InlaMdl  MIL 

—By  Sir  J.  Hanmer,  firom  Kincstoii*apoo-Hunp  i^friMl 

allowing  Railway  Companies  to  own  St«ni  ▼•Mk.^Bf 

Viscount  Duneannon,  ttooi  Manahsatar,  P 

lock,  and  Midlands  Junction  Railway  i 

the  RaUways  BilL— By  Colonel  RoUesloo,  1 

for  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  Sattkmant. 


WAGES  ON  PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  desired  to  pot  a 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Oentlenuui  tlie 
Secretary  for  Ireland  with  respect  to  the 
present  wages  furnished  to  iabonren  om 
puhlic  works  in  Ireland.  The  right  1 
Gentleman  had  heen  asked  the  i 
nights  since  hj  the  hon.  GentleaMa  tiM 
Memhcr  for  Limerick,  and  it  had  since  ap- 
peared that  the  answer  was  misondentOM. 
The  hon.  Memher  had  stated  to  the  Honae 
that  the  wages  to  labourers  in  Sligo  were 
Sd,  a  day,  and  had  expressed  an  ofHiiiom 
that  such  a  sum  was  inadequate  to  die 
maintenance  of  a  family  at  a  time  when 
the  prices  of  the  necessaries  of  life  nuigcd 
so  high;  and,  in  reply,  the  right  hon.  Oea- 
tieman  had  been  understood  to  asaertv  thai 
the  wages  were  lid.,  and  not  Sd,  per  day. 
It  was  of  importance  that  the  point  ■houd 
be  made  clear,  as  there  was  no  douht  that 
no  family  could  live  in  Sligo  on  so  small  a 
sum  as  Sd,  per  day. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  had  distinctly 
stated,  when  the  question  was  asked,  thai 
a  system  of  task-work  generally  preraiM 
in  the  employment  of  labourers  on  pnhiie 
works,  and  that  when  lahonrers  were  bo 
employed  the  wages  were  I4d,  a  day.  He 
had  further  said,  that  when  task-work  waa 
not  practicable,  individnal  lahonrers  were 
paid  at  the  rate  only  of  Sd.  per  day;  and 
that,  in  the  case  of  destitute  families,  whe 
could  not  provide  the  proper  food  for  1 
selves  each  day  with  such  a  sum,  it 
boon  decided  that  more  than  one 
of  such  a  family  should,  on  application,  ob- 
tain employment  at  the  same  wages.  Task- 
work was  always  given  when  prmcticablB» 
as  a  preferable  system  to  employing  1^ 
bourers  in  day  work;  and,  by  the  proper- 
tion  of  wages  stated,  ereiy  indneeneal 
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would  only  be  aUe  to  get  together  tdBdent 
to  oarrj  ^em  across  the  Atlentje,  and  the 
eonsequeiioe  might  be  that  they  woold  be 
landed  on  the  qoaj  at  Quebec  without  the 
means  of  procuring  bread,  or  the  means 
to  pass  to  the  upper  parts  of  Canada.  The 
question  he  had  to  ask  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  was,  whether  Gorem- 
ment  had  made  preparations,  or  had  it  in 
contemplation,  to  assist  these  poor  persons, 
in  ease  they  should  land  in  Quebec  under 
destitute  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  ha  WES  could  gire  no  other  answer 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  than  this,  that  there 
was  a  small  fund,  and  but  a  rery  small 
fund,  at  the  disposal  of  the  Emigration 
Committee  in  Quebec,  from  which,  on  emi- 
grants arriving  there  who  were  rcMdly  des- 
titute or  sick,  a  small  prorision  was  made 
for  their  relief.  If  sick,  the  emigrant  had  an 
hospital  proTided  for  him ;  and  assistance 
to  a  small  extent  was  usually  in  cases  of  des- 
titution given  to  enable  such  poor  persons 
to  proceed  to  their  destination.  The  fund 
was  raised  by  a  small  tax  imposed  on  emi- 
grants to  that  colony,  aidea  by  a  grant 
from  that  House;  but  it  was  so  small  that 
it  required  the  utmost  care  and  firugality 
in  its  distribution.  He  was  not  aware  thai 
there  was  any  intention  to  provide  a  fimd 
that  would  convey  destitute  emigrants  from 
the  port  at  which  they  disembarked  to  thmr 
places  of  destination.  Parties  who  had 
been  instrumental  in  sending  emigranta 
from  this  country  to  the  N01&  Amtticaii 
provinces,  had  been  induced  not  only  to 
provide  passage-money,  but  also  a  amali 
sum  to  carry  them  onwards  when  they 
reached  the  cdony;  and  he  hcped  and 
trusted  that,  in  the.  prcMut  ease,  aa  wdl 
as  in  all  oth«^  the  emigrants  would  be 
properly  pnmdad  for,  wh^  fbond  in  desti- 
tute ciromnstances.  Whilst  on  this  sabjeet 
he  mi^^ht  state,  that  last  year  the  1 
of  emigranta  to  the  North  Ameriea 
nies  amomted  to  125,000.  The 
in  operation  had  been  found  to  work'wellt 
they  heard  no  eomplaints;  and  he  k^ed 
that  the  vote  which  the  nM»  Lord  wmdd 
propose  would  be  moMamt  to  pimde  fisr 
those  who  were  fimad  in  sick  and  destttnte 
cinnmistaneea. 


was  held  out  to  individual  labourers  to 
make  the  most  they  could  by  their  own 
exertions. 

FREE  TRADE  IN  CORN. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  wished  to  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Lord  relative  to  the  state  of 
the  corn  markets.  The  noble  Lord  was 
probably  aware  that  the  Ministry  of  Bel- 
gium had  prohibited  for  some  time  past 
the  exportation  of  com  from  that  country; 
that  both  French  and  Belgian  agents  had 
been  in  England  making  very  large  pur- 
chases of  corn;  and,  that  it  was  anticipated, 
if  these  purchases  continued  to  be  made, 
prices  would  be  very  much  enhanced,  and 
scarcity  would  ensue.  What  he  wished 
to  know  from  the  noble  Lord  was,  would 
Her  Majesty's  Government  feel  themselves 
called  upon  in  self-defence  to  prohibit  the 
exportation  of  com  from  our  ports  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  asked  me  a  question  on  a  very 
important  subject  without  giving  me  any 
notice  that  he  had  such  an  intention.  I 
will,  however,  at  once  tell  him  what  is  the 
general  intention  of  the  Govemment  on 
this  subject.  We  are  perfectly  aware  that 
there  is  a  great  demand  for  com  in  France 
and  Belgium,  and  that  prices  are  rising 
and  are  likely  to  continue  to  rise  in  those 
countries;  but  we  are  of  opinion,  generally 
speaking,  that  to  prohibit  the  exportation 
of  corn  is  a  direct  mode  of  preventing  c<Hm 
being  brought  into  this  country.  We  think 
that,  in  the  case  of  an  importing  merchant, 
if  he  have  a  security  that  he  can  import 
his  com  here,  either  for  consumption  here, 
or,  if  he  should  think  proper,  to  take  it  af- 
terwards to  another  market,  he  will  have 
every  inducement  to  bring  it  here.  We 
consider,  on  the  other  hand,  that  if  he  is 
told  if  it  once  comes  here  it  cannot  be 
taken  away  again,  we  shall  drive  him  to 
avoid  a  market  where  his  com  would  be 
thus  locked  up,  and  import  it  to  some 
other  market. 

ASSISTANCE  TO  EMIGRANTS. 
Mr.  VESEY  wished  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  Govemment  to  the  fact,  that  there 
were  large  bodies  of  people  in  Irelaiid 
making  preparations  on  their  own  aoeount 
to  emigrate  to  our  North  American  colo- 
nies. In  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  not  hr 
from  the  borders  of  Queen's  county,  there 
were  not  fewer  than  400  families  ^om  one 
district  about  to  leave  the  country  to  fband 
a  colony  in  North  America.  Now,  it  was 
to  be  feared  that  many  of  these  parties 


eolo- 


LIMITATION  OF  BfiLISF  (IBBLAND)- 

VAaBANOT. 
Mr.  OBBOO&T  now  wUwd  to  ask 
whether  tha  Bobb  Loid  intended  to  mtro- 
diioe  any  wmskms  into  the  Poor  Law  BiD 
wUdh  wodd-fiflut  nlier  to  aoiMMimisn  of 
land?  hsoaia;  if  Aa  aohto  LofJ  wfKai  hi 
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th»  difinitiye,  a  Motion  which  he  intended 
to  make  would  fall  to  the  gronnd ;  hut  if 
the  noble  Lord  replied  in  the  negatire,  he 
must  then  alter  the  Motion.  Another 
question  he  wished  to  ask  was,  how  soon 
might  thej  expect  to  hare  an  intimation 
on  a  Bill  from  GoYemment  on  the  subject 
of  Tagranc  J  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL,  in  respect  to  the 
first  question,  would,  rather  than  give  an 
answer  now,  prefer  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  bring  forward  a  clause  in  the 
shape  in  which  he  wished  his  proposition 
to  be  put,  in  order  that  the  opinions  of 
Gentlemen  might  be  heard  regarding  it; 
and  then  he  would  state  what  he  thought 
ought  to  be  the  amount  of  land  possessed 
in  order  to  place  a  person  beyond  the 
description  of  destitute.  He  was  afraid 
that  if  it  were  to  be  laid  down  that  relief 
was  not  to  be  given  to  any  person  holding 
land  ,it  would  exclude  from  relief  many  who 
had  only  a  small  patch  of  land  attached 
to  their  cabins,  and  he  did  not  consider 
that  such  persons  ought  to  be  excluded. 
As  to  the  other  question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  might  state  that  a  Bill  on  the 
subject  of  vagrancy  would  be  introduced, 
but  not  till  the  present  Bill  had  passed 
the  House. 

PAY  FOR  MINT  PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Master  of  the  Mint  a 
question  of  some  importance  connected 
with  his  department.  A  statement  had 
appeared  in  the  newspapers,  that  at  a  re- 
cent trial  certain  policemen  were  examined, 
when  it  came  out  that  it  had  been  the  rule 
in  the  department  of  the  Mint  to  give 
witnesses  connected  with  the  police  double 
payment,  or,  at  least,  extra  money,  when 
they  gave  evidence  in  cases  of  prosecution 
for  passing  base  money.  This  was,  if  true, 
a  most  objectionable  course ;  and  he  wished 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  statement  were  true,  and  if  so,  whether 
any  steps  had  been  taken  to  put  an  end 
to  it? 

Mu.  SIIHSIL,  in  consequence  of  his  at- 
tention having  been  directed  to  the  circum- 
stance on  Friday  last,  instituted  an  inquiry 
as  to  whether  it  was  the  fact  that  additional 
payment  was  given  to  the  police  in  cases 
of  Mint  prosecutions,  when  he  found  that 
such  was  the  cose.  He  understood  tho< 
the  practice  had  existed  for  a  consider^^ 
time,  and  at  one  pen**'  '  ►  >nach  gx* 
extent  than  at  pre^  '*'^ 

practice  liable  to  r 


aecorduiglj  ^Ten  direetioiia,  m  ftr  m  kj 
in  his  power,  to  put  a  stop  to  it. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAIO))  BILU 
On  the  Motion  that  the  Spedker 
the  Chair  for  the  Home  to  go  iato  ( 
mittee  on  the  Poor  Relief  (Irelaad)  BOL 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  eaid:  Belm  jw 
leave  the  chair.  Sir,  I  wieh  to  etato  «• 
nerally  to  the  Hooie  what  have  boea  3m 
latest  proceedings  of  the  OofemnMBt  ^ 
respect  to  the  calamitous  stale  of  i 
now  existing  in  Ireland;  and  at  the 
time  to  call  their  attention  to  one  oi 
of  the  principal  provisions  of  the  Bill  1 
the  House.  Sir,  in  the  midst  of  the  pv^ 
sent  calamity  in  Ireland,  I  tlunk  it  is  &am 
to  the  House  to  acquaint  them  with  the 
I  steps  that  have  been  taken  from  tisio  to 
I  time,  and  the  measnres  which  msT  at  a 
j  future  period  be  taken,  and  wUeh 
j  have  a  serious  influence  upon  the 
both  of  that  country  and  of 
The  House  is  acquainted  with  tho^ 
which  we  had  adopted  before  the  eoHN 
mencement  of  the  Session,  and  likewiao 
with  the  refusals  which  we  have  mado  to 
entertain  some  other  measnres  of  laigo  vm^ 
port  to  which  our  attenticm  has  beea  i^ 
peatedly  called.  Thus,  while  we  mgnmk 
that  with  respect  to  the  supply  of  provi> 
sions  there  should  be  an  amoimt  of 
10,000  tons  always  in  store  in  varioi 
pots,  in  those  parts  of  Ireland  where  i 
were  no  regular  markets  established,  w% 
declined  to  undertake  the  feeding  of  Ao 
people  of  Ireland  by  the  importation  of 
provisions  from  abroad.  Likewise,  SVt 
while  we  consented  that  a  sum  of  not  mora 
than  50,000Z.  should  be  Uud  ont  for  tho 
purchase  of  seed — which  it  was  beliovod 
might  be  more  easily  procured  by  Oorem^ 
ment  than  by  individuals — we  steadQj  r^ 
fused  to  undertake  the  cultivation  or  thn 
sowing  of  the  land  of  Ireland.  Thus, 
while  we  have  augmented  to  a  very 
degree  the  sum  which  is  applicaUe  for  thn 
removal  of  emigrants  and  of  destitute  per> 
sons  from  Quebec  to  Montreal,  and  to  other 
places  where  their  labour  may  be  more  m 
demand,  we  have  refused  to  heeome  i^ 
sponsible  for  conducting  or  promoting  OBi> 
gration  in  general  from  this  eonntry.  In 
making  these  refusals,  we  hare  been  of 
opinion,  in  the  first  place,  that  dw  i 
«'  •mm  and  of  provisions  of  all  kinls  y 
^*er  if  that  trade  w  ->*«'^indnMl 
hf      iment,tli  -    HITvin 
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We  were  of  opinion,  alBO»  that  the  enltiTa- 
tion  of  the  land  would  have  heen  impeded, 
rather  than  promoted,  hj  anj  undertaking 
on  the  part  of  the  Goremment  to  eoltiraie 
it,  and  that  tiie  coltiration  would  he  beat 
left  to  those  who  ordinarily  dieeharged  thai 
duty.  We  are  of  opinion,  likewiie,  that 
the  numher  of  emigrants  from  Iidasd  to 
the  United  Statea,  and  to  the  ooloniea^  will 
he  more  considerable  if  the  GoTenunent 
does  not  propose  any  large  adnuneea  for 
that  purpose,  and  leares  the  emigrants 
either  to  their  own  means,  or  to  those  that 
may  he  furnished  them  by  their  fiienda  or 
landlords,  than  if  we  were  to  propose  a 
large  grant  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
emigration.  On  these  topics,  I  will  do  no 
more  than  state  what  has  been  our  opin- 
ion, and  what  has  been  our  course.  Wldi 
regard  to  another  question,  it  has  been 
thought  that  we  hare  unduly  interfered 
with  the  employment  of  the  people  by  de- 
Totiug  large  sums  in  the  shape  ot  advances 
from  the  Treasury,  in  order  to  furnish  la- 
bour for  the  destitute  people  of  Ireland. 
It  is  undoubtedly  true,  Sir,  that  those  ad- 
Tances  have  been  very  great,  and  I  will 
now  state  what  has  been  the  amount,  up 
to  the  end  of  February,  of  the  sums  ex- 
pended on  the  relief  works.  The  sums  ex- 
pended in  the  months  of  September  and  Oc- 
tober, amounted  to  54,878e. ;  in  the  month 
of  November,  298.7992.;  in  the  month  of 
December,  545,054^ ;  in  the  month  of  Jan- 
uary, 736,125^;  and  during  the  month  of 
February,  it  is  stated  to  be  944,14n. 
This  expenditure  is  entirely  independent 
of  the  expenses  incurred  through  the  com- 
missariat and  public  departments  for  the 
same  general  object.  The  numbers  em- 
ployed during  the  last  month  have  rerj 
much  increased.  In  the  week  ending  the 
6th  of  February,  there  were  615,055  per- 
sons employed;  in  the  week  endinff  on  the 
Idth  February,  there  were  605,715  per- 
sons employed;  in  the  week  ending  the 
20th  February,  there  were  668,749  per- 
sons employed;  and  in  the  week  enoing 
the  27th  February,  there  wero  708,228 
persons  employed.  Now,  on  lookinflr  hack 
to  these  proceedings,  I  am  persuaded,  ihaA 
unless  a  very  large  outlay  had  been  made 
from  the  national  Treasury,  many  of  thoae 
persons  who  have  been  thus  employed,  and 
who  have  received  wages,  woola  ha^e  died 
from  utter  want  of  tiie  means  of  proenring 
food.  I  think  this  very  large  oodajr  waa 
to  be  justified,  and  is  to  be  justified,  br  the 
very  great  urgency  of  the  ease;  Moa  the 
dread  of  allowing  so  large  a  number  of 


penoBa  to  die  from  want  ef  food  ia  Inland^ 
waa  a  snSneni  reason  why  the  Mmvw« 
employed  shonU  hav^ be«i  eawiiigiuly  m* 
ereasea.  Bai.  eMe,  dnriiur  the  meniha 
oi  Neeoite;  Deeenber,  January,  and 
Vebriary,  and  one  half  ef  Karch,  we  have 
eontmued  theae  worka  on  so  great  a  aoale, 
we  haTO  nerer  been  insensible  to  the  evila 
that  are  attendant  mi  those  worka,  whidh 
evils  have  sf^ead  just  in  poportion  as  the 
works  have  increased,  and  are  now  eonal* 
derably  aggravated  eompared  with  whal 
they  were  al  the  hefpnning.  And  here 
let  me  aay,  that  the  immense  iaerease  of 
the  number  of  persona  employed— a  n«m* 
her  which  has  mereaaed  from  30,000  ot 
40,000  to  708,000'-haa  made  k  impeaaiUe 
for  the  Board  of  W(Hrks,  however  thai 
board  maT  exert  itadf,  to  keep  that  good 
order  and  regularity  which  ought  to  he 
observed.  Let  me  say,  at  the  same  timoi 
that  the  degree  to  which  good  <Mrder  uid 
regularity  haa  been  obaerved,  ia  a  matter 
not  only  of  praise,  hut,  as  I  think,  of  aa^^ 
toniahmenft.  This  has  been  d<me,  in  the 
first  place,  by  the  exertiona  of  the  oAeera 
of  this  Board  of  Worka;  and,  in  the  neii 
place,  by  the  exertions  of  the  military  oA- 
eers  who  are  placed  on  the  ocamiMariai 
of  the  Board  of  Worka;  and,  lastly,  Vy  the 
Executive  Government  of  Ireland,  and  the 
military  and  constabulary  who  are  al  the 
disposal  of  the  Govermnent.  And  this  cr^ 
der  and  regolarify  has  been  kept,  nolwidi* 
standing  the  great  increase  of  the  nttnber 
(d  peopb  em^yed;  thondi  it  must  he  ap- 
parent thai  it  b  impoiMue  to  aay,  with  ae 
great  a  number  of  persona  al  laboor,  wiw* 
ther  the  due  ^uanti^  of  work  has  been 
performed,  seeing  there  eonid  not  be  emi- 
ployed  a  sufficient  number  of  oSeera  le 
overiook  them  all.  Tel  then  haa  sol  been 
any  general  oonftudoii;  there  haa  not  beett 
any  cpnflision  at  the  worka;  die  r^odif 
paymenta  have  gone  eo  horn  week  to 
week,  withovl  aay  inrtanee  ef  the  mmwy 
for  pay  fcebg  biereefled,  and  wMboal  ift* 
stances  of  fishotfesty  or  peedadoli  oa 
the  part  of  the  cleika;  wiUioot,  iadeed* 
any  faihre  in  the  pajmenl  el  the  ao* 
ney  to  thoae  lahomg  al  theae  weikii 
I  asake  tbia  aa  a  fwiernl  rtatsieiiti  ael 
denjing  thai  there  may  he  mmm  eaesf- 
tioMf  kit  atalinf  k|  ea  the  whole,  aa  a 
general  raenll  h^il^  heiMwiaUe  ^  tfa 
partiea  engaged  m  aU  the  d*jfaiiiMails» 
who,  witAMl  fntnom  preparalieM,  and 
withom  eipancnee  ot  mf  kndt  Mi 
thmm  iqM  Oiiii  the  reifeMiHIi^  el  dii 
el  Ml 
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But  whilst  such  regulations  are  in  progress 
upon  the  puhlic  works,  another  evil  arises: 
the  men  employed  upon  those  works  are 
becoming  weaker  from  the  want  of  due 
sustenance,  and  physically  unable  to  per- 
form that  amount  of  task-work  by  which 
they  might  be  enabled  to  procure  a  suffi- 
cient sum  of  money  to  obtain  the  neces- 
sary quantity  of  food;  and  the  overseers 
and  Government  officers,  very  naturally, 
are  unwilling  to  oblige  these  men  to  per- 
form the  full  amount  of  task- work,  or  to 
pay  them  a  sum  which  is  insufficient  to  en- 
able them  to  earn  their  daily  means  of  sus- 
tenance, and  this  reduces  the  relative  quan- 
tity of  task- work,  so  that  the  amount  of 
ta^k-work  actually  performed  has  not  been 
in  proportion  to  the  value  paid  for  the 
work,  but  payment  has  been  made  rather 
according  to  the  quantity  of  work  which 
the  individual  could  perform.  This  leads 
to  every  kind  of  irregularity;  a  great 
many  who  are  capable  of  working  object 
to  the  performance  of  their  task,  though 
perfectly  fair;  and,  with  regard  to  many 
others,  they  take  advantage  of  this  laxity 
of  the  task-work  to  come  at  late  hours — 
10  or  11  o'clock  in  the  day — and  require, 
nevertheless,  that  they  should  be  paid  as 
if  they  had  worked  for  the  regular  number 
of  hours.  But  a  further  evil,  and  which 
is  peculiarly  felt  at  this  particular  sea- 
son, is  thus  described  by  the  Board 
of  Works,  in  their  report  for  the  last 
month : — 

"  Every  exertion  must  be  made  to  encourage 
private  enipluymcnt,  but  the  {Miopia  evineo  no 
readiness,  at  present,  to  avail  theiunclves  of  it; 
nor  will  it  be  wholly  prauticable  at  onro  to  con- 
vince them  that  the  works  which  remain  in  pro- 
gress arc  no  longer  to  l>c  considered  merely  as  re- 
lief works. 

'*  Employment  from  the  farmer  is,  at  pn»»*»nt, 
offered  in  vain,  lM)cause  the  men  employed  on  the 
road  works,  on  acc(»unt  of  their  nunilHT:*,  can 
rarely  he  sufficiently  attended  to,  and  an^  ronse- 
quently  suffered  to  idle;  as  well  as  becauHC  where 
task-work  has  been  intrtHluced  men>ly  an  a  meanM 
of  affording  higher  wages,  in  thi*  flrst  instance, 
the  ordinary  prices  of  manual  work  have  bciMi 
gradually  incre:ise<l  to  enable  the  incnMsini;  num- 
bers of  unha]>py,  ill-fed,  or  unwilling  lalNiurerk 
still  to  earn  from  Ix.  to  It.  ad.  \h}T  day." 

In  consequence  of  those  representations, 
which  are  corroborated  by  a  rcry  groat 
number  of  roports  from  '^        officers 

employed  in  various  p"  -ountry, 

and  in  various  depart  *       nis- 

sariat  and  the   Iioar<  Go- 

vernment canu;  to  ♦ 
it  was  necessary  to 
ble  at  this  *         ^^  U 
ing  and 


I  time  of  the  year,  I  say,  the  Govgrnmit 
determined  to  rdlnce,  as  far  «■  wmtSbUt 
the  number  of  persons  emplojea  on  tht 
public  works.  Upon  these  grounds,  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretaij  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  wrote  to  tha 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  demring  that^ 
as  far  as  possible,  the  number  of 
should  be  diminished,  and  that  new  ; 
sentments  should  not  be  made,  unl 
very  special  grounds,  to  be  reported  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  The  Treasniy  liaa 
likewise  directed  that  notice  should  be  la* 
mediately  given — 

*'That  from  Saturday,  the  20th  of  Ifarah.  th» 
number  of  persons  employed  on  the  relief  worka 
will  be  reduced  by  not  less  than  20  per  cent,  mad 
that  the  remainder  will  be  further  diminUlMd  by 
successive  deductions  in  the  proportions  and  at 
the  times  to  be  hereafter  fixed  by  this  board,  u 
the  new  system  of  relief,  under  the  lOth  of  Vii 
ria,  cap.  7,  shall  have  been  brought  ioto  full  opi 
tion.  The  necessary  steps  for  cariying  this  ar- 
ranffcment  into  eflfect  will  be  taken  by  the  Board 
of  Works  in  the  following  manner :  Persons  hold- 
ing 10  acres  of  land  and  upwards  are  to  be  di^ 
charged  from  the  20th  of  March,  even  if  they 
should  exceed  the  proportion  of  2U  per  cent.  If 
the  number  of  such  persons  should  not  amonnt  to 
the  proportion  above  stated,  those  pertoni  are  to 
l»e  discharged  who  hold  the  largest  amoant  of  laad 
(although  less  than  10  acres),  or  of  other  ptu|ietty 
of  any  description.  If,  however,  rations  of  MNia 
or  provisions  of  other  kinds  can  be  sapplM 
eitlier  by  relief  committees  constituted  under  the 
10th  of  Victoria,  cap.  7,  or  from  other  sovirees, 
for  all  destitute  persons  in  any  district,  the  relief 
works  in  that  district  are  to  be  entirely  impnnd 
ed;  and  if  rations  can,  for  the  present,  be  so^ 
plied  only  to  a  limited  number,  a  proportionate 
reduction  is  to  l>e  made  of  the  persons  emplojed 
upon  the  works." 

And,  as  various  means  have  heen  adojitad 
for  putting  the  Aet  of  this  Session  into 
operation,  it  is  hoped  that,  hefore  long.  aD 
the  arrangements*  will  be  completed,  and  the 
numhcr  of  relief  works  will  be  very  conai- 
dorably  redured.  We  trust  to  these  mea- 
sures for  enabling  the  fanners  to  procure 
till*  number  of  labourers  necessary  for  tlie 
cultivation  of  the  soil;  and  as  the  labour- 
ers, in  certain  eases,  will  not  have  the 
resources  of  the  public  works  to  go  to» 
they  will  be  more  ready  to  accept  the 
terms  of  tho  farmers  than  they  would  be 
VF^^\U  b#»  relief  works  are  in  operation, 
f**  -early  the  same  rate  of  paj  Ibr 

i^ntity  of  Ubour.     ''■'  ' 
my  notice  of  '  * 
-•  to  rem^^ 
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the  improvement  of  the  fisheries  and  of 
the  ports  and  harhours,  are  deserving  of 
great  attention,  hut  it  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  dilate  upon  them;  and  I  do  not  do 
so  at  this  moment.  What  I  have  stated 
will  enahle  the  House,  having  hefore  it  the 
Treasury  minute  and  other  official  papers 
in  a  voluminous  shape,  to  know  the  course 
we  are  pursuing.  I  now  turn,  Sir,  to  what 
is  the  proper  business  of  this  evening,  and 
on  which  I  think  it  necessary  to  say  a  few 
words^  in  consequence  of  a  representation 
which  has  been  made  to  me  in  a  memo- 
randum signed  by  no  less  than  64  Peers  of 
Ireland,  and  43  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  have  not,  at  any  time  that  I 
can  remember,  made  a  general  explanation 
of  the  object  and  enactments  of  this  Bill, 
as  now  amended;  the  importance  of  the 
document  I  have  alluded  to  is  such  that  I 
thiuk  it  would  be  respectful  to  the  persons 
who  have  signed  it  to  take  some  notice, 
before  I  ask  the  House  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee upon  the  Bill,  of  the  representations 
made  by  them.  Sir,  the  64  Peers  and  43 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  form  a 
list  of  persons  who,  having  resided  in  both 
countries,  well  know  the  state  both  of 
this  country  and  of  Ireland;  but,  Sir,  when 
I  read  their  representations,  I  confess  I 
could  not  agree  in  them,  nor  in  the  doc- 
trines they  lay  down,  which  would  pre- 
clude this  House  from  entering  at  all  into 
the  question  of  out-door  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied.  Their  third  resolution  is  in  the 
following  words : — 

'*  That  the  principle  of  giving  out-door  relief  to 
the  able-bodied  labourer  of  Ireland,  has  been  con- 
demned by  the  various  Parliamentary  Committeet 
and  Commissions,  as  well  as  by  the  public  ofl&cen 
appointed  to  consider  the  subject ;  and  that  the 
experience  of  the  last  twelve  months,  by  which  h 
has  been  shown  how  relief,  even  though  accom- 
panied with  work,  has  interfered  with  ordinary 
agricultural  labour,  and  endangered  the  future 
production  of  food  to  the  people,  demonstratei 
conclusively  how  much  more  fiitally  a  tyitem  of 
gratuitous  out-door  relief  to  the  able-bodied  la- 
bourer will  produce  and  perpetuate  the  same  la- 
mentable consequences." 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  first  part  of  this 
statement,  I  have  nothing  to  say,  as  I  do 
not  wish  to  enter  into  any  examination  of 
the  grounds  of  the  reports  made  by  the 
Committees  and  Commissions  referred  to; 
but  with  regard  to  the  other  part,  I  have 
some  general  observations  to  make.  Sir, 
I  do  not  thiuk  that  the  relief  which  Hm 
been  given  during  the  last  twelve  months 
accompanied  with  labour,  does  at  all  ''eon- 
eiasively  '*  prove  "  how  much  m<Hre  fatally 
^  system  of  gratuitous  out-door  relief  to 
VOL.XC.    {2ffi|} 


the  able-bodied  labourer  will  produce  and 
perpetuate "  any  "  lamentable  conse- 
quences. ' '  I  think  there  are  reasons  enough 
why  the  system  which  we  were  conipelled 
to  carry  into  effect  should  be  Haole  to 
abuses,  which  were  necessarily  attendant 
upon  what  we  undertook  to  do,  and  does 
not  at  all  belong  to  a  plan  of  a  poor  relief 
law  in  Ireland  tot  the  people  of  Ireland. 
In  fact,  these  "lamentable  conseqaences'* 
have  come  from  a  too  great  readiness  to 
present  for  advances  from  the  Treasury 
for  public  works,  and  a  too  great  readiness 
to  recommend  persons  to  be  put  upon  those 
public  works.  We  were  for  a  long  time 
averse  from  this  system  of  advances;  but 
being  pressed  by  the  inmiediate  wants  and 
by  the  immediate  outcries  of  the  distressed 
and  famishing  people,  we  did  not  consider 
that  wo  should  be  justified  in  refusing, 
upon  ihe  guarantee  of  the  ratepayers  m 
Ireland,  to  make  some  advances  from  the 
public  Treasury,  though  such  adTanees, 
for  many  reasons,  were  liable  to  great 
abuses.  Amongst  other  abuses,  for  ex- 
ample, I  have  read  within  the  last  few 
days  of  relief  committees  putting  on  the 
public  relief  works  persons  many  of  whom 
were  well  able  to  maintain  tiliemselfes, 
having  many  acres  of  land,  and  that  per- 
sons have  offered  themselves  and  been  so 
employed  to  a  considerable  extent  who  ca& 
themselves  farmers.  But  if  we  provide 
for  the  simport  of  the  destitute  by  ihe  im- 
position of  a  rate,  a  greater  vigilanee  wOl 
be  exercised  by  the  ratepaTors,  who  will 
find  their  interest  in  it,  andUiey  will  adopt 
means  to  prevent  those  impositions  and 
those  who  are  well  able  to  provide  for  them- 
selves from  being  placed  upon  ihe  list  of 
the  destitute;  and  that  list  will  be  more 
narrowly  watched,  and  eonfined  to  those 
who  are  the  proper  objects  of  relief.  For 
these  reasons,  ithink  that  the  expeiieiiee 
of  the  last  twelve  months  affords  aajthiiu| 
bat  a  oondnsive  argoment  against  thu 
plan.  In  the  next  place,  t]ie  lesdatioA 
states  that  the  experience  c^  the  last  twelTa 
months  has  shown 

— **h«»w  mndi  mora  frtally  aqrttamof  gmtaitoos 
out-door  nHef  to  tlM  aU*-bodisd  labow«r  wiU 
produee  and  perpetuate  tlM  tans  IsimmtaMs  oob- 
lequenoes.'' 

Why,  nothing  in  this  ^an,  or  this  Bill» 
makes  it  at  all  necessanr*  <Mr,  I  will  mjt 
probable,  that  ont-door  reuef  given  to  iba 
able-bodied  will  be  gratnitoos  ont-door  re- 
lief. I  propose  that  the  board  of  gnardiam 
end  ihe  Poor  Law  Commissioners  should 
have  the  fower  of  requiring  from  pBnom 
28 
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applying  for  relief,  such  work,  or  putting 
them  upon  such  employment,  as  may  he 
adapted  to  their  situation,  and  as  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  and  boards  of  guardians 
may  think  fit.  We  all  know  it  is  the  case 
in  England,  when  the  workhouse  is  full, 
and  able-bodied  labourers  are  to  be  sup- 
ported, they  are  supplied  with  some  work, 
which  is  given  as  a  test  of  their  destitu- 
tion; and  that  work,  so  given,  has  the 
eflfect  of  limiting  the  number  coming  for 
relief.  We  do  not  intend  that  there  should 
be  any  other  system  in  Ireland.  We  in- 
tend that  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
and  the  guardians  should  make  any  rules 
that  they  think  fit,  to  enforce  the  work  of 
the  able-bodied  when  out-door  relief  is 
given  to  them.  But  there  is  a  further 
question  to  which  I  must  refer.  When  I 
had  the  honour  of  conferring  with  the  de- 
putation from  the  Peers  and  Gentlemen 
who  favoured  me  with  their  resolutions,  I 
said  to  them — 

"  It  U  quite  true  that  it  is  very  difiBcult  to  pro- 
vent  the  granting  of  out-door  relief  in  Ireland 
being  attended  with  abuses  ;  it  is  very  true  that 
there  did  exist  very  great  abuses  in  England,  and 
it  may  be  true  that  the  system  may  not  be  at 
present  without  abuse.  But  what  I  say  to  you  is 
this :  wc  see  a  vast  number  of  people  in  the  great- 
est state  of  destitution  in  Ireland  ;  and  I  have 
been  told  by  gentlemen  connected  with  Ireland, 
that  the  state  of  destitution  in  Ireland,  though  it 
has  been  g^atly  aggravated  by  the  failure  of 
the  potato  crop,  is  not  unuxual  or  accidental  in 
Ireland ;  and  when  wo  see  this  destitution,  if  it 
is  not  to  be  provided  for  by  out-door  relief  when 
the  workhouse  is  full,  what  objection  would  you 
offer  to  my  phin  in  the  House  of  Commons,  or 
what  other  plan  would  you  propose  ? " 

And  to  this  question,  which  really  seemed 
not  to  have  been  expected,  I  got  an  an- 
swer from  one  member  of  the  deputation, 
who  said,  that  private  charity  in  Ireland 
was  80  extensive,  that  it  was  not  likely 
that  any  person  would  be  allowed  to  starve. 
Another  member  of  the  deputation  im- 
mediately observed,  that  he  did  not  think 
that  with  the  great  distress  throughout 
tlie  country,  and  tlu»  great  calls  which  had 
been  made  upon  the  resources  of  indivi- 
duals, private  charity  could  be  hereafter 
exhibited  to  the  same  extent.  I  confess  I 
fully  agree  with  the  last  member  of  the 
deputation.  I  admit  that  there  has  been 
an  immense  extent  of  ]»rivate  charity  in 
Ireland ;  that  that  charity  has  been  gene- 
rally atfonled  by  the  poor  to  the  very  poor; 
that  there  has  been  charity  on  the  part  of 
the  small  farmer  towards  the  labourer,  and 
of  the  former  and  the  resident  gentry  to  the 
mendicants  and  those  who  asked  for  alms. 


Until  the  passing  of  the  Poor  Law  Ael  i 
Ireland,  which  I  introduced,  andnowi 
to  extend,  I  do  not belie?e  that  anjl 
fell,  on  this  account,  upon  the  lai^  laadai 
proprietors  who  did  not  choose  to  contrilrala 
to  private  charity,  or  upon  the  great  ah* 
sentee  proprietors,  who  did  not  aee  Aa 
misery  reigning  about  their  eetataa,  mai 
who,  if  they  chose  to  avoid  altogether  eoft- 
tributing  to  private  charitable  funds,  got 
rid  of  every  payment  of  this  kind.  Then, 
if  that  is  the  case,  I  ask  the  qaestion  Mmahkt 
seeing  that  the  totally  destitute  in  Irmad, 
who  cannot  be  supported  in  the  worUKMna 
— who  had  been  supported  by  the  Toloolarr 
charity  of  the  classes  resident  in  IretaBOt 
and  chiefly  by  their  own  elass,  ean  m> 
longer  be  supported  from  that  sonree ;  thai 
the  farmers,  owing  to  the  failure  of  their 
potatoes,  want  the  means  of  supportiag 
the  mendicants  in  the  manner  ihej  haira' 
done — I  ask,  when  the  cultiTation  of  tha 
potato  shall  be  greatly  diminished,  so  as  ta 
alter  the  social  state  of  the  eountty  alfi^ 
gether,  to  whom  are  the  destitute  peraona 
to  look  for  support  ?  I  must  say,  tnat  tha 
deputation  at  once  rejected  the  notion  thai 
they  could  come  again  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  for  either  loans,  advances,  or 
grants;  not  one  of  them  expected  that 
that  would  be  the  case.  But  I  must  say, 
that  the  economical  question  still  reeon  : 
who  is  to  explain,  or  how  is  it  to  be  ex- 
plained, in  what  manner  these  destitute 
persons  are  to  bo  sustained  ?  I  know  no 
way  in  which  it  can  be  done,  unless  we 
resort  to  the  measure  now  before  the  House; 
guarded  with  all  the  cautions  and  bj  dl 
the  limitations  which  we  can  devise,  if  a 
person  is  starving,  and  he  has  recourse  to 
the  workhouse  for  relief,  he  will  be  ad* 
mi t ted  there  if  there  be  room ;  if  not,  the 
workhouse  being  full,  he  will  receive  relief 
out  of  doors.  That  is  the  proposition  we 
make  to  the  House.  And,  Sir,  in  making 
this  proposition  to  the  House,  I  csa  place 
it  on  very  fair  grounds.  I  can  place  it,  in 
the  first  place,  on  the  ground  that  after 
what  I  have  stated  no  man  can  accuse  this 
House  of  Parliament,  or  indeed  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  or  Parliainent  eol- 
lectively,  of  being  niggardly  to  Ireland  in 
its  extremity.  No  person  can  say  that  in 
this  time  of  nee<l,  con.«idering  the  contri« 
butions  that  have  been  made — whether 
collected  in  the  taxes  comnulsorily  levied 
from  the  people  of  Great  Britain,  or  whe- 
ther Collected  in  gifts  voluntarily  offered  bj 
them— whether  we  consider  the  miOioDS 
we  have  proposed  to  vote,  or  the  1 
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of  thousands  which  are  now  heing  eoUected  I 
— whether  I  take  the  one  sum  or  the  | 
other — no  person,  Sir,  can  accuse  the  peo- 
ple of  Great  Britain  <k  want  of  generosity 
or  want  of  liherality  in  the  present  day  <^ 
suffering.  I  am  justified  in  saying  Uits» 
perhaps,  under  present  cireumstances,  when 
under  different  circumstaneea  1  would  hardly 
refer  to  it.  I  should  scarcely  say  it,  if  il 
were  not  that  such  repeated  charges  are 
made — not  against  the  GoTemmeni,  for 
the  GoTemment  is  a  fair  target  for  any 
such  attack  —  hut  when  such  repeated 
charges  are  made  against  the  Parliament 
of  Great  Britain,  and  agamst  the  people  of 
Great  Britain,  who,  I  must  say,  desenre 
no  such  accusation.  But,  Sir,  in  the  next 
place,  1  say  that  what  I  propose  to  you  as 
a  permanent  law  for  the  relief  (ji  the  poor 
in  Ireland,  is  a  permanent  law  which  we  in 
England  have  thought  consistent  with  the 
wealth  of  this  country — ^whieh  we  hare 
thought  consistent  with  the  security  of  this 
country — which  we  have  thought  consistent 
with  the  fair  regard  that  is  due  to  ]nx>perty 
in  this  country.  We  have  for  a  long  time 
past  had  a  poor  law  which  does  provide^ 
not  only  for  the  sick,  hut  for  the  infirm 
and  the  aged ;  and  provides  also  that  the 
ahle-hodied  should  he  set  at  work,  and 
therehy,  on  heing  so  set  at  work,  shall 
receive  relief.  And,  Sir,  let  it  not  he  said 
that  that  poor  law,  and  the  poor  ratee  that 
were  levied  under  it,  were  abuses  eon* 
tinually  complained  of  in  this  country,  be- 
cause a  reform  was  made  of  those  abnsee. 
Many  persons  in  this  country  think,  thai 
reform  has  been  very  searching  and  very 
stem  ;  and  yet  at  present,  in  the  ten  years 
since  that  reform  was  brought  about,  Eng- 
land and  Wales  have  spent  no  less  a  sum 
than  49,000,000^.  sterling  in  the  relief  and 
maintenance  of  their  poor ;  and,  as  I  be- 
lieve, not  only  with  a  view  to  humanity, 
not  only  with  a  view  to  religious  and  moiml 
duty,  but  with  a  view  to  pure  economy,  and 
a  consideration  of  the  welfare  and  security 
of  the  country.  Sir,  it  has  been  good 
economy  for  the  people  of  this  eonntry  to 
lay  out  50.000,000{.  sterling  fer  soeh  a 
purpose.  I  have  here  Tarioos  extracts 
from  different  reports  which  have  been 
made  to  this  House,  showing  the  nnmben 
of  persons  who  have  received  relief  under 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  in  England 
at  various  times,  since  the  enaetment  of 
that  statute ;  and  I  find  that  in  the  year 
1840,  the  total  number  of  the  paimeta  re- 
lieved in  England  and  Wales  was  1  J99,000 
and  odd  hundreds;  in  1841  it  wai  1|299|000 


and  odd  hundreds,  showing  ihe  number  was 
inereasini^  by  about  100,000.  In  1842» 
the  number  relieved  was  1,470,000  and 
odd  hundreds,  making  above  nbe  per  cent 
of  the  population  of  Uiis  country  receiving 
relief  unoer  the  poor  law.  Now,  the  mode 
in  which  these  numbers  of  persons  receiT« 
ing  relief  were  increased,  and  the  reasona 
why  they  were  increased,  was  this,  thai 
during  these  Tears,  which  were  years  in 
which  we  had  dsAeient  harvests,  there  were 
a  number  of  people  in  waai  of  employment 
and  in  want  of  food.  LnmediatMy  thai 
that  took  place,  relief  and  emjriioynieBi 
were  ]»0Tiaed  by  the  poor-law  unions  and 
the  parishes;  and  thus  it  happened  thai 
the  rates  for  the  relief  and  maintenance 
of  the  poor  were  enormously  inereaaed 
throughout  England  and  Wales.  I  haTe 
here  a  statement  which  I  have  taken  firom 
a  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bdton 
(Dr.  Bowring),  made  in  this  House,  1 
think,  in  the  year  1842  or  1843 ;  and  lie 
states,  with  regard  to  the  mortali^  of  the 
nopulaUon  of  England,  that  in  uie  year 
1839,  the  number  of  those  who  died  ta 
Leicestershire,  was  1  in  every  48 ;  in  the 
year  1840,  it  was  1  in  ef%TT  39  perseni. 
in  Nottmffhamshire,  in  183v,  the  propor- 
tion was  1  in  42 ;  in  1840,  1  in  3d.  ttt 
Lancashire,  in  1839,  the  proportioB  wae 
1  in  36 ;  in  1840,  1  in  31 ;  but  the  noor 
rates,  which,  in  the  yean  1835,  1838. 
1837,  had  been  11,9001.,  rose  in  1842 
to  16,740{.,  bebg  about  26  per  eent,  m 
Si.  in  the  jjwund.  Now,  thai  is  the  node 
in  which,  in  England,  die  law  aieeta  the 
distress  of  this  country,  in  a  year  hs 
which  there  was  distress  in  ibiaeoimiiT 
•^I  will  not  say  resembling  thai  wlifok 
now  exists  in  Irelandi  bui  £stresa  ef  a 
more  than  ordinary  preasnre,  owin^  to 
an  unfisvoiirable  seasoo  and  a  eeasidW' 
able  want  of  food  and  want  of  enpkj* 
ment.  Now,  the  plaa  el  Her  Msgee^^ 
OovMrnmeai,  and  what  I  propeee  to  Ibe 
House,  is,  thai  Ireland,  with  regard  to  bv 
future  permanent  cenditien,  mould,  who* 
firom  good  barreeta  and  telefmUe  eBnralej* 
meni  her  peofde  are  lesa  ifl  waai,  be  kd'to 
save  the  meaoe  for  sipplyiag  their  wanie  in 
eases  of  defioieDi  harveslo,  ao  thai  the  snap 
mode  of  reliof  whieh  k  given  hs  En^bnd  to 
the  deatitiite,  slioald  alao  be  given  iM  beh 
land.  Ib  aayiag  tUa,  bowerert  I  do  toi' 
pnqpoee  thai  examy  the  same  means  shodd 
be  applied  in  Inland  ae  in  tiua  eowlnr.  I 
do  Doi  propeee  thai  eono  porta  of  the  Po«r 
Law  of  Bngkndt  whieh  I  ibink  we^s  eea- 
irilh  the  ahuio  iAUkhm%i 
2S3 


1235 


Poor  Belief 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


1256 


under  the  old  law,  should  be  introduced 
into  Ireland.  I  also  think  that  in  introduc- 
ing this  law  into  Ireland,  we  have  a  great 
advantage  in  having  workhouses  already 
established  and  in  operation  in  that  coun- 
try. The  abuses  which  have  arisen  under 
the  old  law  in  England,  chiefly  took  place 
when  the  workhouse  test  was  abandoned. 
That  was  about  1796,  I  think.  But  we 
took  care  when  we  introduced  the  present 
Poor  Law  into  Ireland  to  establish  the 
workhouse  test  in  the  first  instance;  and 
therefore  the  guardians  of  the  poor  will,  in 
that  country,  under  the  measure  we  are 
now  proposing,  always  have  that  test,  and 
always  have  it  in  their  power  to  say  to  the 
pauper  who  applies  for  relief,  "  If  you  are 
a  destitute  person,  come  to  the  workhouse, 
and  you  shall  be  provided  for  there."  I 
do  not  think  myself,  that  when  the  infirm 
and  the  aged,  and  those  who  are  unable  to 
work,  are  removed  from  the  workhouses, 
those  workhouses  will  be  full,  except  in 
times  of  extraordinary  distress  ;  and  I 
think  that  in  ordinary  times  those  work- 
houses will  operate  as  an  effectual  check 
against  imposture  and  the  demands  of 
idleness.  But  there  is  another  part  of  the 
question  which  I  do  not  propose  to  touch 
in  any  detail,  but  which  I  think  it  desirable 
briefly  to  advert  to.  That  part  of  the 
question,  however,  forms  with  mc,  I  must 
say,  a  very  cogent  reason  for  pressing  this 
measure  on  the  Ilouse.  I  quite  admit 
that  the  present  calamity  in  Ireland  is  so 
great  that  no  attempt  on  the  part  of  a 
poor-law  board  would  at  the  commcncent 
of  the  year  1846  have  been  able  to  meet 
the  emergency  wo  had  to  grapple  with. 
I  do  not  believe  it  would  have  been  possible 
to  meet  the  evil  by  that  means.  It  is  most 
unfortunate  for  Ireland,  that  by,  as  it  were, 
a  general  connivance  of  landlords,  tenants, 
and  labourers,  there  has  grown  up  its  nu- 
merous and  miserable  cottier  p'*"'  'on. 
Add  to  that,  the  immense  army 
cants  which  infests  the  count 
trayed  in  the  reports  of  the 
Commissioners  ;  and  I  do  not 
be  conceived  that  such  a  po- 
ways  existing  on  th**  t 

were  in  such   a  stat 
met  and  provided  f 
by  the  proprietors 
with  adequate  mc; 
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forego  their  usual  mode  of  living,  and 
many  expenses  necessary  for  th«  ednea- 
tion  of  their  families,  in  order  to  be  able  to 
give  more  in  the  relief  of  distresB  ;  jet»  I 
do  not  think  that,  taken  as  a  whole— ••  m 
body — residents  and  absentees,  who  own 
the  two  parts  of  that  13,000,0002.  sterfinr 
of  assessable  rental  which  forms  the  annniJ 
value  of  the  land  in  Ireland — the  ezertiona 
of  property  in  Ireland  for  the  relief  of  dis- 
tress have  been  what  they  ought  to  hare 
been.  I  collect  this  from  the  frequent 
statements  that  have  been  made,  that 
while  some  of  the  resident  gentry  in  a  dis- 
tressed district  have  been  mnnifieentlj 
giving  to  the  relief  fund  their  1001.  or 
3002.,  as  their  circumstances  allowed, 
many  of  the  non-residents,  to  whom  appli- 
cations have  been  sent,  have  not  eontri- 
buted  at  all.  I  think  there  are  persons 
among  the  non-resident  gentir  of  Ireland 
who  are  ready  to  go  further  than  a  mere 
trifling  contribution  ;  who  not  only  giTO 
largely,  but  who  practise  abstinence  from 
those  things  which  may  be  considered  aa 
luxuries,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  their 
suffering  countrymen.  Sir,  I  will  not  go 
further  into  this  part  of  the  subject.  I 
felt  bound  to  state  what  I  have  stated,  for 
I  felt  it  pressing  on  my  mind,  and  I  think 
what  I  have  stated  is  a  reason  why  we 
should  not  leave  the  relief  of  the  destitute 
poor  in  Ireland  to  hazard  in  the  time  of  e»-> 
lamity .  1  am  told  indeed  that,  with  regard  to 
some  parts  of  Ireland,  the  population  is  so 
great,  and  the  rental  so  inadequate  to  their 
subsistence,  that  property  must  he  altoge- 
ther broken  down  under  the  obligations 
which  this  law  will  impose  upon  it.  Sir,  I 
do  not  believe  that  that  will  be  the  ease.  I 
believe  in  the  capacity  of  the  soil  of  Ireland. 
I  lieliove  in  the  willingness  to  labour  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.     I  believe  that  soil  may 
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in  the  pound  on  the  annual  value  of  the 
rateable  property  of  the  country.  In  that 
year,  in  Ireland,  the  expenditure  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  was  298,813Z.  on  rateable 
property  to  the  amount  of  13,203,2342.  in 
annual  value,  being  at  the  rate  of  5^d.  only 
on  the  annual  value.  That  calculation  is 
made  on  the  annual  value  of  113  unions 
out  of  the  130,  being  the  majority  of  the 
whole  number  of  unions  in  Ireland.  But 
let  not  anybody  suppose  that  I  am  charging 
any  violation  or  evasion  of  the  law  upon 
the  proprietors  of  land  in  Ireland  with 
respect  to  these  small  payments.  They 
only  acted,  in  this  matter,  in  conformity 
with  the  existing  law  ;  and  if  they  made 
further  payments  for  the  relief  of  the  des- 
titute than  this  small  per  centage  on  their 
property,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
would  have  told  them  that  those  sums 
could  not  be  received  nor  expended 
by  law.  I  make  no  charge ;  but  I 
quote  the  fact  in  order  to  show  that 
there  does  remain  still,  in  Ireland,  an 
amount  of  property  which  ought  to  be 
made  available  for  the  relief  of  the  desti- 
tute poor,  and  which  we  may  fairly  call 
upon  to  submit  to  an  assessment  for  that 
purpose.  Sir,  I  think  that  this  is  not  the 
moment  when  the  landlords  of  Ireland  can 
justly  urge  that  they  are  too  much  taxed. 
Sir,  with  regard  to  a  poor-law  union 
in  Ireland  which  has  lately  attracted  great 
public  attention  in  this  country  (I  mean 
the  union  of  Skibbereen),  an  union  which 
has  furnished  details  of  deaths  that  have 
shocked  every  one,  and  where  there  are 
great  numbers  of  persons  living  in  a  miser- 
ably destitute  condition,  and  without  any 
likelihood  of  obtaining  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence, I  wish  to  mention  that  a  gentle- 
man who  lately  called  upon  me,  and  whom 
I  have  every  reason  to  trust,  gave  me  a 
letter  from  a  person  resident  in  that  union, 
stating,  that  though  the  property  witlun 
the  union  is  rated  to  the  poor  as  of  the 
value  of  8,000/.  a  year  only,  its  actual 
value  is  no  less  than  130,000/.  a  year, 
and  that,  until  September  last,  no  rate  had 
been  made  exccc^iing  6d.  in  the  pound; 
but  that,  in  November,  a  rate  was  made  of 
9d.  in  the  pound ;  but  that  rate  has  never 
been  levied.  Now,  from  the  correspon- 
dence (which  has  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House)  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners, with  various  unions  in  Ireland,  we 
'"ave  evidence  that  even  with  the  pesent 
▼  there  has  not  been  in  Ireland  either 
idae  assessment  or  that  due  lefying 
\e  poor  rates  that  there  ought  to  nave 


been;  and  I  say  these  are  reasons  for  the 
enactment  of  the  Bill  I  propose  to  the 
House.  I  am  aware  that  in  proposing  that 
measure  I  am  proposing  a  measure  dififer- 
ing  in  one  important  reroect  from  thai 
which  is  now  the  law  in  Scotland.  The 
law  for  the  poor  which  was  enacted  in  thai 
country  shortly  after  the  Revolution  in  1688, 
did  make  a  provision  which  would  have 
been  applicable  for  the  relief  of  the  able- 
bodied  poor ;  but,  under  the  interpretations 
of  the  courts  of  justice,  it  has  been  eon- 
fined  practically  to  the  relief  of  the  infirm 
and  the  sick  poor  only.  But  there  has  not 
been  such  a  state  of  things  with  respect  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  either  in  past  years 
or  even  in  the  present  year,  as  would  in- 
duce me  to  wish  to  alter  or  amend  the  ex- 
isting Act  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  whieh 
was  introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Dorchester  two  years  aflo; 
for  I  believe  that  that  Act  is  conformable 
to  the  habits  of  the  Scottish  people,  and  I 
believe  there  is  that  union  of  all  elasses  in 
Scotland  as  to  induce  the  people  in  periods 
of  distress  to  give  the  utmost  assistance  in 
their  power  to  each  other.  To  sueh  an 
extent  is  that  feeting  carried,  that  I  know 
at  the  present  moment  many  proprietors 
in  Scotland  have  been  very  nearly  mined 
by  the  benevolent  exertions  they  have  made 
Id  order  to  save  their  people  from  starva- 
tion. I  believe  the  Scottish  proprieton 
think  an  obligation  lies  on  them,  if  not 
l^;ally,  at  least  morally,  to  make  every 
exertion  to  save  theur  peopb  from  destita- 
tion;  and  in  order  to  effect  the  same  end 
in  Ireland,  I  think  that  the  law  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  in  Ireland  ought  to  be 
made  more  conformable  to  the  law  of  Eng- 
land. I  do  not  think  that  the  people  ef 
England  would  be  safe  if  there  was  not  a 
law  which  entitled  the  aUe-bodied  poor  to 
relief.  I  was  mnch  eoneemed^  in  toe  year 
1834,  with  the  Bill  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  Poor  Law;  but  I  do  not  remember  dwt 
while  we  were  reforming  that  kw,  Hm 
Government  of  the  day  ever  oontempbtad 
tiiat  the  starmg  able-bodied  pom*  UMMild 
not  have  a  claim  to  relief.  I  belieTe  diat 
is  necessary  to  the  peace  and  seenrity  ef 
ihisoonntry.  I  bdiere  a  similar  law  wodd 
he  for  the  peace  and  seenrity  of  Irelaad. 
We  must  expect  a  great  dmoffe  in  Aii 
conntnr  when  the  cmture  ef  ouer  daaaae 
of  food  shall  have  taken  the  place  of  dw 
culture  of  the  potato;  aadltiunk  thalil 
is  ri|^t  to  look  forward  to  the  eoaditioaof 
those  who  will  take  the  pkoe  of  Hie  preaeai 
ef  abfe-bocUed  la&miers  iriiMi  tliej 
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may  happen,  from  time  to  time,  to  be  ' 
thrown  into  distress.  I  believe  that  this  ] 
measure  will  induce  the  farmers  of  Ireland 
to  give  the  labourers  a  greater  quantity  of 
employment  than  is  given  now.  When 
they  say  to  themselves,  *'  This  man  must 
be  maintained  either  in  doing  good  and 
nseful  work,  or  in  doing  nothing,  and  be 
paid  out  of  our  rates  for  doing  nothing,*' 
they  will  much  prefer  the  former,  and 
thus  the  able-bodied  poor  will  be  found  a 
great  assistance  to  the  beneficial  working 
of  the  measure.  There  are  other  points 
in  the  measure  to  which  I  need  scarcely 
allude  at  length.  There  is  one  point  in  it 
which  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  when  I  stated 
it  to  this  House,  has  produced  considerable 
dissatisfaction — I  mean  the  provision  that 
one  half  of  the  whole  body  of  each  board 
of  guardians  should  be  constituted  by  ma- 
gistrates as  ex-officio  guardians.  I  believe 
that  the  objection  to  that  arrangement  is 
founded  on  the  old  belief  to  which  I  see 
one  of  the  bishops  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  still  clings,  that  those  persons  who 
are  in  the  position  of  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land are  hostile  to  the  religious  rights  and 
political  freedom  of  their  country.  Sir,  if 
I  thought  that  feeling  was  to  continue  in 
the  minds  of  the  magistrates  of  that  coun- 
try, who  holding  property  there  were  al- 
ways to  be  considered  by  the  class  of  far- 
mers and  labourers  as  their  enemies,  I 
should  doubt  the  propriety  of  placing  in  the 
same  body  equal  numbers  of  the  two  classes. 
But  I  believe  we  aro  on  the  eve  of  great 
changes  in  Ireland,  and  I  think  that  the 
resolutions  to  which  I  have  already  alluded, 
and  the  meetings  which  have  taken  place, 
and  the  accounts  which  we  have  from  time 
to  time  of  the  working  together  of  the 
clergy  of  different  denominations,  are 
symptoms  of  thst  great  change.  I  think 
that  the  Protestant  class,  both  in  England 
and  Ireland,  sought  for  a  long  time  for 
supremacy  and  for  exclusion.  In  England 
the  Protestant  class  had  no  adversaries  to 
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justly — that  thej  were  entilkd  to 
privileges  in  the  land  of  their  bMi. 
and  that  no  claaa  ought  to  elaim  priH* 
leges  or  monopoly  of  any  kind  ■giniot 
them.  But  I  trust  that  these  qoflodoBa, 
most  of  them  being  already  solved,  are  all 
of  them  in  the  way  to  their  eolation,  BOi 
only  by  legislative  enactments,  bat  bj  tka 
working  of  popular  feelings.  I  riioald  in- 
deed despair  of  the  working  of  this  or  anj 
other  Bill  of  the  kind,  if  I  thoagbt  that 
class  was  to  be  against  class,  and  dergy 
against  clergy  in  the  future  as  in  paat 
times  in  Ireland;  but  I  do  hope,  thooffk 
the  transition  may  be  aeeompanied  oj 
some  reaction,  we  are  in  the  transition  to 
better  times,  when  the  Irish  will  act  toge- 
ther for  the  benefit  of  their  eonntiy,  and 
acknowledge  that  we  English  hare  no  wiah 
to  debar  them  from  any  right,  anj  privi- 
lege, any  object  of  ambition,  whieh  ; 
ally  is  their  due.  And  undoubtedly,  i 
those  symptoms,  I  do  hope,  with 
to  the  boards  of  guardians,  and  with'  ra- 
spect  to  other  relations  of  society  in  Ira- 
land,  that  we  shall  see  the  Protestant  and 
the  Catholic — that  we  shall  see  Toiy,  and 
Whig,  and  Radical,  and  Repealer— Hdifiar- 
ing,  as  no  doubt  they  will  do  in  fntnra 
times  on  political  questions,  yet  Mending 
into  social  harmony,  and  continuing  to  aet 
together  in  the  common  and  usual  and  jot 
most  important  business  of  life"in  adnua- 
istering  justice,  in  conducting pnblic  worka, 
in  carrying  on  agricultural  improrementa* 
and  in  relieving  destitution;  and  that  in  all 
social  measures  of  this  kind,  they  will  aet 
as  persons  of  the  same  nation,  and  that  do 
distinction  will  make  one  bear  ill-will  to- 
wards another.  It  is  with  this  hope  oar- 
tainly,  and  not  with  the  view  of  giving  a 
supremacy  to  the  ex-officio  g^ardiaas,  that 
I  have  introduced  this  clause  into  the  Bill. 
Sir,  I  have  now  explained  the  general 
views  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  Bill  nr-  before  us.  It  was  stated  tlw 
other  k^t  there  were  in  the  Cabinet 
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to  bear  the  burdens  which  it  impotet;  and 
it  is  with  that  authority,  and  in  the  name 
of  the  Government  to  which  I  belong, 
that  I  ask  the  House  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee, and  propose  that  jou,  Sir,  do  now 
leave  the  chair. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  O'BRIEN  said,  that 
it  was  not  a  mere  compliment  to  bear  his 
tribute  to  the  ability  with  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  addressed  the  House,  and  the 
good  feeling,  the  true  dignity,  the  earnest- 
ness, and  the  calmness  with  which  he  had 
brought  the  subject  under  their  considera- 
tion. He  must  observe  that  the  statement 
just  made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  was  one 
which  called  for  most  anxious  and  careful 
consideration,  addressing  itself,  as  it  did, 
not  only  to  the  entire  British  empire,  but 
to  the  whole  civilized  world;  and  appealing 
most  powerfully  to  the  feelings  of  all  who 
in  any  quarter  of  the  globe  wished  weal  or 
woe  to  England.  The  noble  Lord  had 
stated  that  the  present  expenditure  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  was  at  the 
cost  of  a  million  sterling  per  month,  or 
12,000,000Z.  per  annum — a  million  more 
than  the  entire  rental  of  the  country — 
while,  notwithstanding  the  extent  to  which 
the  resources  of  the  nation  were  thus  ap- 
plied, it  appeared  that  many  of  those  irho 
were  receiving  the  relief  which  the  Goyem- 
ment  afforded,  were  actually  so  weakened 
as  to  be  unable  to  work;  and  that  hun- 
dreds (perhaps  thousands)  had  been  obliged 
to  lay  down  and  die  of  famine.  This, 
then,  was  the  result  of  all  our  boasted  em- 
lization.  This  was  its  result  in  a  country 
so  close  to  our  o¥m  shores,  and  which  haa 
so  long  professed  to  enjoy  the  blessings  of 
Christianity.  At  the  same  time  they  had 
to  remember  the  difficulties  of  a  Govem- 
ment  called  to  office  at  such  a  juncture, 
and  to  make  all  excuses  for  them  if  they 
failed.  The  noble  Lord  had  divided  his 
subject  into  two  parts:  in  one  he  treated 
of  what  had  been  done  to  meet  the  present 
calamity;  and  in  the  other  of  what  they 
were  doing  for  the  future  in  the  Bill  then 
before  the  House.  Now,  as  to  the  former 
part  of  the  subject,  he  could  not  help  say- 
ing with  respect  to  the  Labour-rate  Aet, 
that — for  those  Members  who  had  absented 
themselves  from  Parliament  while  thai 
measure  was  being  passed,  and  who  witli- 
held  the  advantage  of  their  assistance  in 
preparing  it — for  them  to  throw  the  entire 
responsibility  of  its  failure  upon  the  Oo- 
Ttrmnent,  was  neither  just  nor  fair.  B«t 
"wkML  the  Government  had  uiidertak«i  to 
the  operation  of  thai  Aet»  bj 


measures  of  thmr  own  taken  vpon  iheir 
own  authority — and  for  which  they  had 
been  obliged  to  ask  Parliament  to  pass  an 
Indemnity  Bill — they  exposed  themseWei 
to  a  larger  scope  of  criticism,  and  to  cen- 
sure more  severe.  Now  there  were  two 
great  errors  which  the  Government  had 
committed,  and  he  did  not  enter  into  thrai 
from  any  desire  uselessly  to  complain  of 
what  had  passed,  but  as  a  warning  for  the 
future.  With  respect  to  the  first  error* 
he  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
letter  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
to  the  Duke  of  Leinster.  So  long  ago  as 
in  October  last,  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  writing  to  the  Duke  of 
Leinster,  had  allnded  to  the  labour  rate  as 
a  failure.  And  why  had  not  the  Govern* 
ment  then  followed  the  advice  of  those  best 
informed  on  Irish  affairs?  That  letter 
proved  that  the  Labour-rate  Aet  was  a  failp 
ure;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  when  he  wrote  what  was 
called  Mr.  Labouchere's  letter,  was  cooip 
polled  to  make  the  same  confession.  Tlie 
great  objection  to  that  Aet  was,  that 
taking  too  large  an  area  for  tazatiim, 
operated  as  a  bounty  to  the  proprietor  wlio 
neglected  his  duty,  and  was  thereby  an  ia^ 
justice  to  the  man  who  perfonned  it.  Thai 
was  so  great  a  fault  in  the  Act  as  almost 
to  vitiate  the  whde  benefit  of  the 


and,  taking  as  an  instance  of  this  the 
county  of  Clare,  he  bad  no  hesitation  im 
saying,  thai  had  the  right  hon^Gentknaa 
made  the  area  of  taxatim  snflkiatttlj  amalU 
there  would  not  have  been  half  so  greai  • 
number  of  persons  to  empby  on  the  poUie 
works  there,  or  half  the  nomber  of  aersa 
now  uncultivated  in  that  JUstriei-**  great 
portion  of  the  moner  now  spent  in  vnpro- 
fitable  works  woold  have  been  better  mi^ 
ployed,  and  many  a  fhntfid  oeeasioti  of 
miscluevons  orffaaisation  prevented.  Tlie 
next  error  whiA  the  noUe  Lord  had  mmim, 
was  one,  the  subject  of  wliidi  he  had 
pressed  OB  the  attentuNi  of  the  ridithoa. 
Gentlemaa  the  Seeretaiy  fiir  Ii^aod  at 
the  time,  and  in  refeieaee  te  whidi  a  qoes- 
tion  was  low  ago  pot  bj  Cdonel  Jpaes  a 
hieh  had  eaased  the  waati 


matter  whieh  had  eaased  the  waata  of 
mneh  pnUie  moaej*  and  givea  rise  to  so 
madi  jobbing — ^vis.,  the  qoealkm,  ''who 
are  the  lahoiffbg  poort*'  No 
been  given  to  that  qaeatioB 
of  Oetober;  and  thea  eame 
from  Mr. 
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the  two  great  mistakes.  He  did  not  blame 
or  criticise  the  Government  for  the  non- 
supply  of  food;  there  was,  and  ought  to  be, 
entire  freedom  of  trade  between  the  two 
countries;  a  total  absence  of  all  obstruction ; 
and,  therefore,  whatever  share  of  blame  fell 
to  the  noble  Lord  for  his  non-interference 
with  trade,  he  (Mr.  O'Brien)  must  take  a 
full  share  with  him,  and  was  liable  with 
him  to  the  charge  of  hardheartcdness,  if 
any  such  could  be  made.  The  noble  Lord 
had  alluded  to  some  resolutions  agreed  to 
by  certain  influential  and  powerful  parties, 
and  which  were  numerously  signed.  He 
had  never  joined  that  (the  Irish)  party; 
but  he  had  seen  those  resolutions,  and  they 
were  signed  by  several  who  were  not  only 
powerful  and  influential,  but  who  had 
done  their  duty  well  during  the  present 
crisis.  Their  arguments,  therefore,  de- 
served to  be  well  and  seriously  considered; 
but  the  great  question  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  put  forward  was  that  of  out-door 
relief,  with  regard  to  which  there  was  no 
notice  of  any  Amendment  to  be  proposed 
placed  upon  the  books  of  the  House,  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  one  which  he 
had  himself  given.  He  should  say  that  in 
the  main  he  agreed  entirely  with  what  the 
noble  Lord  had  said  upon  the  subject;  and, 
looking  at  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
together,  ho  did  say  that  that  great  experi- 
ment must  be  tried  in  Ireland.  But  see- 
ing the  great  anxiety  which  was  felt  in 
Ireland  ujon  the  subject,  not  only  by 
the  middling  classes,  but  by  many  of  the 
highest,  who  thought  it  would  absorb  the 
whole  property  of  the  country  without  re- 
lieving the  poor,  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  guard  the  proposition  with  every 
possible  precaution.  Perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  might  be  induced  to  accept  his  sug- 
gestion with  regard  to  the  second  clause. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said,  and  said  well, 
that  in  consequence  of  what  had  been 
stated  with  reference  to  the  conduct  of 
England  towards  Ireland,  he  should  boar 
testimony  to  the  munificonce  and  liberality 
which  had  boon  exhibited  by  England  to- 
wards the  si.ster  country.  And  whether 
they  tried  that  munificence  and  liberality 
by  the  test  of  the  frccnloni  with  which  as- 
sistance was  atfordod,  or  by  the  amount  of 
the  contributions,  by  neither  would  the  re- 
sult he  such  as  to  leave  the  liberality  any- 
thing to  he  ashanuMl  of.  IIo  thought  it 
would  he  only  fair  and  just  towards  Eng- 
land to  try  that  liberality  by  both  tests, 
and  to  consider  both  the  loan  which  had 
been  raised  compulsorily,  and  the  amount 


of  subscriptions  that  had  been  to  1 
given  freely  and  voluntarilj  in 
Taking  the  amount  of  the  two  modes  of 
contribution  together  would  be  the  oalj 
way  by  which  they  could  test  the  libenBlf 
of  England  towards  Ireland.  Torn  whitber 
they  might,  there  were  none  who  did  neC 
hear  of  some  instances  of  individual  exer- 
tion or  great  self-denial  practiaed  bjMiw 
sons  here  in  favour  of  that  countiy.  Srea 
in  this  great  metropolis,  the  inhabitants  of 
which  had  been  said  to  be  the  most  nnfeel* 
ing,  the  most  unconcerned  towards  the 
miseries  and  unhappinoss  of  Ireland,  he 
could  say  that  even  in  the  hour  of  festivitT 
the  name  of  Ireland  was  never  mentiaiied« 
without  calling  forth,  not  only  expreasioUt 
but  proofs  of  sympathy  with,  and  liberali^ 
towards  it.  They  might  hope  that  one 
result  at  least  of  such  exhibitions  of  g^ 
nerous  feeling  would  be  the  drawing  to- 
gether the  bonds  between  the  two  coon* 
tries  more  firmly;  and  they  might  hope 
that  any  bitterness  or  animositj  whidk 
exists  in  the  hearts  of  Irishmen  towards 
England  would  be  extinguished,  when  they 
found  so  much  liberality  exhibited  towards 
their  country.  The  noble  Lord  had  re- 
ferred to  the  English  law  as  the  standard 
and  criterion  for  the  law  about  to  bo  ex- 
tended to  Ireland.  After  his  own  experienee 
both  in  England  and  Ireland,  rather  than 
run  the  risk  of  what  that  Bill  wonld  he 
when  it  left  that  House,  he  would  take  the 
whole  English  poor  law  clause  by  clanae, 
and  letter  by  letter,  and  extend  it  to  Ire- 
land. He  knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  Ireland  did  not 
come  to  the  same  conclusion.  He  knew 
the  difHculties  of  the  question  of  ratings 
but  so  far  as  the  purposes  of  the  poor  law 
were  concerned,  the  electoral  diTisions  in 
Ireland  were  practically  the  same  as  the 
parishes  in  England.  There  was  a  BiD 
before  the  House  which  had  been  bronghi 
in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  SafTolk  in  re- 
,  ference  to  the  relief  from  rating  of  small 
I  tenants  in  England.  13y  that  Bill,  the 
.  minimum  for  rating  was  proposed  to  be 
fixed  at  i]L  Now,  he  was  willing  to  take 
I  the  whole  pjuglish  poor  law  for  both 
tries  with  the  same  limitations.  Let  i 
,  apply  the  same  teats  to  both,  and  tliei 
system  of  settlement  and  of  exemption* 
and  let  them  have  one  board  of  commis- 
sioners for  the  management  of  the  whole 
law.  He  believed  it  would  be  the  best 
mode  of  poor  relief  that  could  be  estah- 
,  lished  in  Ireland,  and  that  by  it  they  wonU 
have  the  best  .««ecurity  for  the  collection  of 
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rates.  It  did  not  become  him,  as  an  English 
Member,  to  urge  the  matter  upon  the 
House.  It  ought  to  be  done  by  uie  Irish 
Members;  and  if  the  Irish  Members  were 
united  amongst  themselves  upon  the  sub- 
ject, he  believed  the  noble  Lord  would  give 
way  to  their  suggestions,  because  he  would 
know  that  there  was  a  strong  feeling  upon 
the  subject  on  the  part  of  the  English 
Members.  However,  if  the  House  pre- 
ferred, as  he  supposed  it  would,  to  go  on 
with  the  Bill  before  it,  he  would  give  its 
details  the  best  attention  in  his  power,  out 
of  deference  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  to  the 
extreme  importance  of  the  subject.  He 
had  before  stated  that  he  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord,  that  out-door  relief  should  be 
given  in  Ireland;  and  he  believed  that 
those  who  would  benefit  most  by  the  noble 
Lord's  arrangement  of  having  one-half  in- 
stead of  one-fourth  of  the  boards  of  guar- 
dians, ex-officio,  would  be  the  poor.  Irish 
landlords  had  many  faults,  but  he  be- 
lieved that  as  a  body  they  were  not  to  be 
treated  as  undeserving  of  trust.  At  all 
events,  they  were  at  present  learning  a 
great  lesson ;  and  it  should  be  remembered, 
that  whatever  may  have  been  their  standard 
of  munificence  and  liberality,  it  was  not  as 
high  as  it  was  in  England.  When  they 
made  the  area  of  taxation  very  large  (as 
the  noble  Lord  had  said  in  his  letter)  they 
alarmed  the  landlords,  who  fancied  they 
saw  ruin  staring  them  in  the  face.  And 
what  had  been  said  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
prelate  as  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland  was 
perfectly  true.  Where  there  were  good 
and  bad  landlords — where  the  tenantry  of 
the  absentees  and  of  the  residents  were 
called  together  by  baronies,  it  of  course 
would  happen  that  the  population  from  the 
properties  of  the  bad  would  attend  in  the 
greater  numbers;  and  thus  it  was  that,  as 
Dr.  Cantwell  had  observed,  they 

— "  brought  tho  terror  of  the  starving  nmltitadef 
to  exercise  its  salutary  influence  on  men  fiimilUr 
with  cruelty,  and  hitherto  deaf  to  the  cries  of  the 
widow  and  the  orphan." 

Now,  it  should  be  observed,  that  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  gentlemen  with  families 
and  incumbrances  to  have  come  forward  in 
the  month  of  September  last  and  improre 
their  estates,  where  the  area  of  taxation 
was  so  large  as  to  include  with  them  the 
properties  of  others  which  were  neglected. 
Ho  was  quite  certain  that  Parliament  wonld 
fail,  unless  it  legislated  so  as  to  give  en- 
couragement to  the  good  landlords.  He 
felt  that  the  only  chance  for  improving  the 
condition  of  Ireland  was  throng  the  land- 


lords; and  ihat  chance  wonld  he  lost,  if  the 
area  of  taxation  were  inconveniently  raised. 
He  observed  the  other  day  in  a  newspaper, 
an  observation  that  the  great  difficulty  of 
making  the  raihroad  to  Shipley  was  carry- 
ing it  through  Bingley  Bogt  which  had 
consumed  from  80,000  to  90,000  tons  of 
earth,  thrown  in  as  filling,  without  exhibit- 
ing the  least  sign  of  being  satisfied;  but 
still,  like  Oliver  Twist,  crying  out  for 
more.  Now,  what  he  most  earnestly  de- 
sired was,  that  the  Bingley  Bog  might  be 
no  type  of  Ireland,  and  that  they  were 
not  to  have  England  giving  million  after 
million,  impoverishing  herself,  pandering 
to  the  worst  passions  of  Ireland,  and  at  the 
end  leaving  tnat  country  worse  than  it  was 
at  first.  The  sole  restriction  placed  upon 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  under  the 
existing  law,  was  not  to  divide  any  town- 
land  in  the  formation  of  the  electoral  divi- 
sions. The  extent  of  the  unions  in  Ire- 
land varied  as  much  as  from  507,154  acree 
to  38,000  acres;  and  the  electoral  divisions 
from  145,598  acres  to  534  acres.  Making 
all  albwance  for  the  poTcrty  of  mountain- 
ous districts  and  for  large  cities,  this,  he 
submitted,  was  a  state  of  thinss  that  called 
for  a  complete  revision;  and  he  thonght 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  was  bringing  in 
a  Bill  of  such  magnitude  as  that  before  the 
House,  he  ought  not  to  increase  the  risk 
and  difficulty  of  its  working  by  making 
further  changes  based  on  this  arrangemmi, 
but  leave  the  matter  for  fnrther  considera- 
tion. Considering  ihat  the  Commissionera 
had  the  power  of  altering  any  electoral  di- 
vision at  any  time  they  wished,  and  ecnii- 
dering  in  the  next  place  that  every  board 
of  guardians  had  the  power  of  uniting  the 
rates  for  all  the  electoral  divisioDS,  and 
rating  the  union  at  large  in  one  onion  rate, 
he  thought  that  some  attentioa  ought  to  ba 
bestowcS  on  what  had  been  already  done 
in  this  respect.  In  order  to  fudge  of  the 
popularity  of  the  noUe  Lord  s  meaaiira  in 
Ireland,  it  might  be  as  well  for  the  House 
to  know  how  many  boards  of  gnardiana  had 
availed  themselves  of  thii  legal  enaotmeiit 
to  which  he  alluded.  There  was  hot  one 
board  in  alllreland that aTailed tbenudvea 
of  the  power  thus  givea  -that  of  Domnan- 
way^,  in  the  comity  of  Cori(.  All  he  da- 
shed was  to  leave  the  Conunisiioiien  and 
the  boards  of  jpiardiani  in  possession  of 
the  power  whieh  they  at  present  poasesaed, 
and  not  to  Unroe  on  them  a  plan  whidi  he 
knew  waa  objeeted  to  by  all  those  who  had 
Biased  the  memorial,  by  meet  of  the  Poor 
Law  Conmuirionenh  and  by  a  lai^a  ma- 
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jorit J  of  the  Members  from  Ireland,  or  who 
were  connected  with  Ireland  in  that  House. 
The  question  in  dispute  was  not  between 
one  electoral  division  and  another,  but  it 
was  a  question  of  the  country  against  the 
towns.  It  was  chiefly  the  towns  that 
pressed  for  the  alteration  which  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  make;  but  he  was  pre- 
pared to  show  that  their  case  was  not  borne 
out  by  facts.  The  amended  Act  of  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment required  a  twelremonth's  resi- 
dence out  of  eighteen  in  a  particular  divi- 
sion to  constitute  a  claim  on  that  division; 
but  though  it  had  been  contended  that  the 
previous  law  induced  the  landlords  to  drive 
numbers  of  their  pauper  tenants  into  the 
towns,  a  reference  to  the  returns  would 
show  that  the  rating  bore  about  the  same 
proportion  between  the  electoral  divisions 
now  as  it  bore  before  the  passing  of  that 
Act.  They  heard  much  about  clearing  of 
estates,  and  of  the  poor  wretches  who  were 
expelled  being  driven  into  the  towns;  but 
he  believed  the  poverty  existing  in  the 
towns  had  far  less  to  do  with  the  clearing 
of  estates  in  the  unions  to  which  the  towns 
belonged,  than  most  persons  imagined.  In 
a  petition  that  had  oeen  presented  from 
some  members  of  the  board  of  guardians 
of  New  Ross,  favourable  to  union  rating,  it 
was  stated  that  a  great  majority  of  the 
poor  charged  on  the  town  came  originally 
from  remote  places,  in  numerous  instances, 
without  the  union.  Now,  that  allegation 
cut  the  ground  from  under  the  feet  of  the 
petitioners;  for  how  could  they,  after  that, 
ask  the  House  to  charge  these  poor  on  the 
rural  districts  of  their  own  union,  which 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  in  bringing 
those  poor  wretches  to  the  toirn?  Again, 
in  a  petition  from  Kilkenny  it  was  stated 
that  the  clearing  of  estates  had  been  ex- 
tensively put  in  practice  in  distant  lo- 
calities, to  the  great  increase  of  the  pau)>er 
population  of  the  town.  But  how  that 
could  bo  a  reason  for  charging  the  adjoin- 
ing electoral  divisions  with  the  maintenance 
of  these  paupers,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  con- 
ceive. The  principle  for  which  he  con- 
tended was  that  which  guided  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  in  striking  out  their 
boundaries.  It  was  stated  by  one  of  these 
Gentlemen  that  one  of  tho  main  principles 
which  guided  them  in  forming  the  electoral 
districts,  was  that  of  respecting,  as  much 
as  possible,  territorial  divisions,  and  there- 
by giving  the  landlords  an  immediate  in- 
terest in  their  own  district.  If  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  act  on  that  principle,  and 


make  th«  territorial  diTifiont  to  i 
every  proprietor  should  haTe— he  iad  ■•! 
mean  an  mterest  merely  in  the  poor  of  hb 
own  estate,  but  have-4iit  Mtf-interoot  m 
the  side  of  his  duty,  they  oould  not  hope 
to  succeed.     If  they  did  not  adopi   Ail 
principle,  he  wanted  to  know  what  other 
principle  they  were  to  have.     Lot  than,  tf 
they  wished,  establish  a  national  rmte,  or 
place  the  poor  of  both  coantriea  upon  the 
Consolidated  Fund;  but  between  aueh  an 
extreme  and  the  principle  for  whieh  ha 
contended,  he  could  see  no  joal  madioHk 
If  they  looked  at  the  state  of  the  bmmI 
extensive  unions,-  such,  for  instance,  aa  Iha 
unfortunate  union  of  Skibbereen  with  ita 
236,000  acres,  they  wonld  find  that  Ima 
the  large  area  of  taxatbn  the  Utndhwi 
could  not  find  it  to  be  his  intereat  to  da 
what  he  otherwise  might  effect  for  the  m^ 
ployment  of  the  people.     Thej  had  one 
union,   that  of  Scar£ff,   in  the  ooiintj  of 
Clare,  in  which  the  union  rate 


the  electoral  dirision  rates,  the  proportien 
being  174  for  the  union  rate  to  114  for  the 
electoral  division  rates.  He  believed  that 
was  the  only  union  in  Ireland  in  whidi  the 
experiment  of  union  rating  in  contradia- 
tinction  to  electoral  division  rating  had 
been  carried  out.  But  what  waa  the  oon> 
dition  of  that  union  at  present?  On  the 
10th  of  February,  184/,  Mr.  Redington, 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland,  wrote  ta 
Sir  William  Somenrillo,  the  Under  Seer^ 
tary  for  the  Home  Department,  endoaingp 
for  the  information  of  the  Home  Seerataiy, 
a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Poor  Law  Coaa- 
missioners  to  the  board  of  gnardiana  of 
Scariff,  which  was  as  follows  i—* 


"  The  Poor  Law  Commissionert  bsvs 

a  resolution  passed  hj  the  board  of  gnmrdinn  ef 

the  Scaritf  union  on  the  2nd  inst.,  reqoestiaa  that 

the  Cooimissionert  will  sanction  the  goardlaBS 

borrowing  from  their  treasurer  the  aum  of  S,00elL 

for  twelve  months,  the  interest  not  to  be  ebArg«4 

i  to  the  rates  of  the  union;  and  in  refcreooe  thtms^ 

I  1  am  directed  by  the  Commistioners  to  state  thai^ 

I  under  tlio  peculiar  circumstaDoet  of  ths  «if , 

I  they  will  raise  no  objection  to  th«  proposal  of  ska 

I  guardians  to  l)orrow  3,00u/.  for  twolre  mooths^ 

tho  interest  not  to  be  charged  upon  tho  ratoa  af 

the  union  :  at  the  same  time  the  Commiiaio— a 

wish  it  to  l»e  distinctly  understood  that  it  is  tha 

duty  of  the  guardians  not  to  relax  Uwir  eiortiaaa 

in  enforcing  the  payment  of  the  rato  by  the  pp^ 

sent  ratepayers;  and  they  confidently  expect  that 

tho  guardians  will  make  us4*  of  all  the  powers  as* 

I  trusted  to  them  by  the  law  to  compel  the  i 

'  parties  who  are  in  arrcar  to  pay  what  is  dae  i 

thvm." 

To  that  letter  the  hen.  Baronet  (Sir  WiU 
liam  Somerville)  replied — 
"  I  am  directed  by  Sir  Grsj  to  i 
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the  raeei^  of  your  Mter  of  the  lOih  iMt,  m- 
oloiing  for  hb  infonnfttioii  a  oopjr  of  a  lottor  from 
the  Poor  Law  Cominiuioiiert  to  the  board  of 

faardians  of  the  Soariff  union  of  the  5th  Init. 
ir  George  Grey  peroeires  that  the  Poor  Law 
CommiMienen  haTO  sanetioned  the  borrowing  of 
9,0002,  from  the  treaaurer  of  that  union,  and 
hare,  at  the  same  time,  informed  the  board  of 
guardians  that  the  interest  would  not  be  oharged 
upon  the  rates.  In  your  letter  you  allude  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Commissioners  allowing  intereat 
on  such  advaneesT  but  as  it  does  not  appear 
from  what  funds  the  interest  is  to  be  paid,  I 
am  to  request  that  you  will  inform  Sir  George 
Grey  how  it  is  proposed  that  the  payment  of  in- 
terest in  such  cases  is  to  be  defrayed." 

He  was  sorry  to  say  that  no  answer  bad 
been  given  to  that  letter.  Some  of  the 
petitions  in  farour  of  union  rating  men- 
tioned difficulties,  which  not  only  Mr.  Red- 
ington,  not  only  the  Under  Secretary,  not 
only  the  Home  Secretary,  but  the  whole 
assembled  Senate  of  Great  Britain,  would, 
he  thought,  find  it  extremely  hard  to  set- 
tle. If  they  took  the  charge  of  the  estab- 
lishments on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  paid 
the  expense  of  the  erection  of  workhouses, 
and  in  addition  undertook  to  pay  half  the 
rates,  or  eren  the  entire  amount  of  the 
rates,  still  they  would  leave  Ireland  worse 
than  they  found  her ;  because  they  would 
not  have  created  that  self-reliance  among 
the  Irish  people  which  the  Goremment 
WAS  80  fond  of  preaching,  but  which  the 
noble  Lord,  if  he  followed  the  course  lie 
now  so  earnestly  and  impressively  adTO- 
cated,  would  be  very  far  from  promoting. 
He  did  not  ask  the  House  to  leave  anyone 
in  Ireland  to  starve:  all  he  asked  was, 
that  the  1 0th  Clause  should  be  omitted 
from  the  Bill.  They  were  about  to  extend 
the  poor  law  in  a  season  of  distress,  which 
affected  not  only  the  poor  but  the  rich ;  and 
he  wished  them  to  be  aware,  that  whilst 
on  the  one  hand  they  ought  not  to  hesitato 
in  extending  relief  to  the  poor;  upon  the 
other  hand,  a  poor  law  passed  by  whidi  a 
great  number  of  the  gentry  beliered  th^ 
were  to  be  ruined,  should  leave  as  much 
untouched  as  the  nature  of  the  case  would 
admit  of.  He  would,  however,  spare  his 
objections  to  the  10th  Clause  unUl  it  came 
into  Committee.  ["Hear."]  Didthehon. 
Member  who  cheered  wish  him  to  go  into 
the  clause  now  ?  In  conclusion,  he  must 
request  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  to  consent  to  the  omission  of 
this  clause;  for  he  had  greater  hopes  of 
persuading  the  noble  Lodl  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Irebad, 
who  was  considered  to  be  a  •trone  and  «a^ 
flinchbg  political  economifl.     Tm  mUo 


Lord  knew  iiie  vast  importaae«  of  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  chose  to  per- 
severe with  the  clause,  and  the  House  sup- 
ported him  in  it,  he  could  have  the  satis- 
fiustaon  of  knowing  that  he  bad  disregarded 
the  wammgs  and  refused  the  counscd  of 
those  upon  whose  aid  alone  he  could  de- 
pend for  mitigation  of  present  evils,  and 
attainment  of  ^ture  prosperity  in  Ireland. 
Mft.  POULETT  SCROPE  thought  it 
would  have  been  better  if  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  deferred  his 
observations  upon  the  10th  Clause  until 
the  Bill  arrived  in  Committee.  The  ques- 
tion referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  was  a 
most  difficult  one  in  the  present  peculiar 
condition  of  Ireland;  and  he  (Mr.  P.  Scrope) 
was  not  quite  sure  whether  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  introduce  the  plan  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member.  In  his  opinion  there 
was  no  medium  between  a  wide  area  and 
an  estete  area,  in  reference  to  assessment 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor.  With  regard  to 
the  great  question  of  out-door  relief  to  the 
able-bodied,  he  must  take  the  earliest  op- 
portunity of  expressing  his  deep  and  heart- 
Mi  gratiiicatioa  at  the  speech  of  the  nohle 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government.  The 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  would  find  an 
echo  throughout  England;  and  he  believed 
the  echo  would  be  repeated  throng  the 
greater  part  of  Irdand,  for  the  great  pria- 
ciplea  that  lor  the  first  time,  in  nrferenae 
to  legislatioii  for  Ireland,  he  proposed  to 
introduce  into  the  BilL  The  people  tf 
England  were  unaiumoas  on  this  questioD. 
Thej  were  of  (minion  Aat  Ireland  had  kmjr 
enough  been  nree  horn  liability  to  bcu 
texatum  for  the  rdiaf  and  maintenance  of 
her  poor,  which  in  Bpgland  had  been  borne 
now  for  many  centuries,  and  to  which  waa 
attribotaUe  the  wealth,  pfosperity,  and 
successful  industry  of  this  eoontry.  In- 
deed, he  oould  not  eeaeoive  it  possihla  lor 
the  eminre  to  hold  togeAer  witfioat  Ae 
existence  of  the  grsal  priMiple  of  the  Bnf- 
fish  poor  law.  To  attenqpt  to  renove  that 
particular  portton  of  fhe  poor  law  relatiBg 
to  the  able-bodied,  would  plonge  this  eoua- 
tfy  into  that  restless  dimsitiott,  and  that 
turbukiit  disccntenty  wfaiBli  was  tfie  mahi 
caoseof  the  poverty  of  Iraiaiid,  and  of  Ae 
BOB-deviri(minenl  or  her  majpnifieenl  ro- 
of such  a  law  m  the  re^n  of  QuMni  Bfiia- 
bedi  and  her  ftther  rendered  Bsj^bHsd  at 
thai  ifane  a  sort  of  Tipporaiy ,  There  wwe 
then  Crimea  of  an  amriaa  dianetar,  Ihr 
which  tho  ealj  remevr  waa  adopted  by  ikib 
I  rf  BHf iVtth    the  thfift 
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remedy  of  giving  to  every  honest,  indus- 
trious man  the  certainty  of  heing  ahle  to 
live — the  certainty  that,  if  he  oheyed  the 
laws,  and  was  ahle  to  lahour  for  his  liveli- 
hood, the  means  of  it  should  not  he  taken 
from  him,  or  at  least  that  he  should  not  he 
exposed  to  the  risk  of  starvation  and  desti- 
tution. Let  such  a  law  ho  enacted  for 
Ireland,  and  at  once  an  end  would  he 
put  to  those  horrihle  crimes  which  had  so 
long  desolated  that  unhappy  country,  and  a 
state  of  things  would  arise  in  which  there 
would  he  security  for  English  capital  to 
develop  its  resources.  But  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some 
points  which  had  strongly  impressed  them- 
selves upon  his  mind,  inasmuch  as,  ha^nng 
the  same  ohject  in  view  as  the  nohle  Lord, 
he  was  inclined  to  douht  whether  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  would  he  adequate  to 
carry  out  his  design.  The  noble  Lord, 
much  to  his  gratification,  said  he  was  de- 
sirous of  proposing  some  mode  whereby 
relief  should  be  given  in  Ireland  as  in 
England.  This  was  precisely  his  ohject. 
He  had  long  felt  strongly  upon  this  point; 
and  this  must  be  his  excuse  to  those  Irish 
Gentlemen  who  seemed  to  have  considered 
him  somewhat  pertinacious  in  so  frequently 
intruding  upon  the  House  the  necessity  of 
adopting  in  Ireland  the  principles  of  the 
English  poor  law.  This  was  quite  as  much 
an  English  as  an  Irish  question.  It  was  in 
vain  to  expect  to  improve  the  mass  of  the 
population  of  England  or  Scotland,  or  in- 
deed to  prevent  it  from  deteriorating,  unless 
they  began  by  making  legal  provision  for 
the  poor  of  Ireland.  The  interest  of  the 
question  became  still  more  important  to  the 
people  of  England  when  the  present  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  was  considered.  In  ordinary 
years  great  numbers  of  Irish  labourers — 
he  did  not  mean  those  for  the  harvest — 
came  into  this  country,  depressing  the 
wages  of  the  English  labourer,  and  cre- 
ating a  large  burden  upon  our  poor  rates. 
In  Liverpool  there  were  usually  between 
60.000  and  70,000  permanently  estab- 1 
lished ;  in  Manchedter,  between  80.000  j 
and  90,000 ;  and  in  the  metropolis,  no 
fewer  than  100.000.  In  England  and 
Scotland  together  the  Irish  population  ! 
could  hardly  be  reckoned  at  less  than . 
r>00,000.  It  might  be  said  that  so  long  as  , 
British  freedom  prevailed,  their  removal 
could  not  be  prevtMited.  He  acceded  to 
the  justice  of  tiiat  remark;  but  it  w»«  *^<5 
very  circumstance  of  being  unahh 
vent  this  immigr^**»"i  that  mad' 
wise  to  maintain        •*-    "^  '*»    ^ 


countries  which  had  the  effect  of 
Irishmen  to  leave  their  homes.     Ifilwa 
hard  upon  the  Irish  to  he  driTen  irom  Aik 
own  country,  it  was  atill  harder  that  ik^ 
should  come  here  to  depress  EDgUsh  Idbev 
and  burden  English  rates.    And  this  OM^ 
tion  assumed  still  greater  importanee  dsb 
the  increase  of  immigration  whieh  ' 
going  on  upon  a  large  scale.     In  ~ 
and  Glasgow  immigratiAi  was 
The  authorities  at  Liverpool,  alarmed  al 
the  prospect  of  having  to  maintain  a  Tasl^ 
increased  number  of  Irish  poor,  50,000  tf 
whom  had  landed  there  within  the  lait 
three  months,  had  sent  trusty  agents  em 
to  Ireland  to  ascertidn  whence  the  pesfb 
came,  and  why  they  came.     The  repett  ef 
these  officers  was  to  the  effect  that  Iks 
roads  in  the  direction  of  England  were  fBai 
with  persons  making  their  waj  here;  aad 
their    explanation   was,    that    thw 
starving  in  Ireland,  but  that  in  Bn^ 
there  was  a  law  which  prevented  anj  < 
from  starving.  The  only  place  open  to  \ 
poor  people  was  England,  many  of 
had  been  ejected  by  some  of  the  landleidBef 
Ireland.     Here  then  was  a  prospect  of  ths 
most  formidable  character  to  English  ral^ 
payers;   for  not  only  had  the  Irish  whs 
came  over  a  right  to  relief  as  casoal  poer» 
but  last  year  an  Act  was  passed  gawm 
the  right  of  irremovability  from  a  pSMh 
after  five  years  residence.    This  was  taal^ 
mount  to  a  permanent  settlement  fiv  eteij 
Irishman  and  his   descendants  who  aev 
came  over;  and  if  the  number  who  ariifvd 
reached  to  a  million,  the  burdens  upon  4ha 
local  rates  might  easily  he  coDceived.    Se^ 
therefore,  asked  all  who  took  an  intONSft 
in  the  welfare  of  England  as  well  aa  ef 
Ireland,  to  exert  themselves  to  take  ease 
that  the  Irish  poor  should  have  the  aaaN 
right  to  relief  in  their  own  coontry  aa  thej 
had  here,  in  order  that  the  great  and  mia* 
chievous  differences  between  the 
tions  of  the  two  islands,  where  the 
tion  of  one  and  the  ratepayers  of  the  ( 
wore  materially  prejudiced,  might  be  re- 
moved.     The  potato  being  destroyed.  Ir^ 
land  would  rdjuire  a  greater  amount  of  la- 
bour than  hitherto,  in  order  to  enltitata 
grain;  for  it  was  a  fact  that  the  trsnsifisa 
from  potatoes  to  grain  would  require  in- 
creasod  tillage  in  the  proportion  of  three  ta 
one.    He  disapproved,  therefore,  of  all  pre- 
positions  of  emigration,  being  coi    ' 
that,  in  a  short  period,  instead  of 
her  labour  redundap^     ^  'erms  for  1 
'•»  Ireland  would  «»*  * 

with  regsr*^ 
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as  he  understood  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord 
— the  able-bodied  were  not  to  be  entitled 
to  out-door  relief  until  the  workhouse  was 
full.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
induced  to  reconsider  that  point.  When 
the  Bill  was  first  introduced,  it  contained 
clauses,  which  he  infinitely  preferred  to  the 
present  provisions,  giving  power  to  the 
Commissioners  to  order  out-door  relief 
when  any  union  was  in  such  circumstances 
as  appeared  to  them  to  require  it.  He 
much  preferred  that  provision,  and  should 
be  glad  to  see  it  reintroduced  into  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  Nor  did  he  stand  alone  iu  his 
view  upon  this  matter;  for  he  was  strongly 
supported  by  many  who  were  best  able  to 
give  an  opinion  upon  it,  and,  amongst 
others,  by  Mr.  Shafto  Adair,  who  had  pub- 
Ushed  an  admirable  work  on  the  subject, 
recommending  the  application  of  out-door 
relief  to  the  able-bodied  in  the  shape  of  la- 
bour. Unless  this  course  were  adopted,  he 
feared  the  poor  would  look  upon  work- 
houses in  the  light  of  prisons,  and  the  law 
as  regarded  the  able-bodied  poor  would  be 
rendered  a  dead  letter. 

Mr.  GREGORY  gave  every  credit  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  for  the  con- 
scientiousness and  benevolence  of  his 
views;  but  he  begged  to  state,  that  the 
landlords  of  Ireland,  who  were  resident  on 
the  spot,  saw  every  fact  of  the  case,  and 
every  phase  of  the  disorder — their  nervea 
were  daily  and  hourly  wrung  by  witnessing 
the  suiferings  of  which  Englishmen  only 
read.  But  because  they  did  not  propose 
by  a  stroke  of  the  pen  to  cure  evils  wnicb 
were  so  deeply  rooted  in  Ireland,  and  ob- 
jected to  propositions  which  they  believed 
would  cause  increased  debility,  if  not  the 
actual  dissolution  of  the  country,  they  were 
represented  as  shortsighted  and  interested 
landlords,  or  flinty-hearted  political  e^ono- 
niiHts.  But  he  must  say,  without  offence 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  bad  in- 
voked to  his  aid  a  false  spirit  of  humanitr, 
and  an  unreflecting  compassion.  He  wish- 
ed to  argue  this  question  of  out-door  relief 
to  the  able-bodied  poor  upon  general  prin- 
ciples; for  he  feared  the  temper  of  the 
House  was  such  that  it  was  not  enough  to 
show  that  by  the  sanctioning  of  this  prin- 
ciple all  the  property  in  many  parts  of  Ire- 
land would  be  entirely  swallowed  up — ^he 
feared  that,  with  many  Members  of  the 
House,  that  would  be  the  chief  reeommen- 
dation  of  the  measure.  The  object  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  was  to  ensure  to 
every  man  in  Ireland  a  fair  day's  wages 
for  a  fair  day's  work.    Now»  tbftl  was 


going  much  farther  than  the  prinoiple  of 
Uie  amended  English  poor  law,  which  only 
sanctioned  the  practice  of  the  relieying 
officer  in  giving  relief  until  the  next 
board  day,  when  it  was  to  be  settled  what 
should  be  done  wiUi  the  pauper.  But  if 
the  right  to  relief  and  the  setting  to  work 
were  to  be  enacted,  he  believed  that  con- 
sequences so  serious  would  follow  that  they 
would  find  it  impossible  to  retrace  their 
steps.  If,  in  Ireland,  the  hon.  Member 
wicdied  to  see  his  nostrum  carried  out  in 
full  vigour,  and  extended  over  the  whole 
surface  of  the  country,  he  should  come  and 
see  the  operation  of  the  present  system  of 
public  works.  The  same  intimidation 
which  was  exercised  at  the  county  ses- 
sions would  be  exercised  against  the  ma- 
gistrates and  the  poor-law  guardians.  What 
had  caused  the  great  rudi  to  the  public 
works  in  Ireland?  The  majority,  no  aoubt, 
were  driven  by  the  pressure  of  famine; 
but  did  not  the  accounts  from  every  in- 
spector in  erery  county  in  Ireland  tell  Uiem 
that  there  were  men,  well  to  do  in  the 
world — men  with  money  in  the  aarings' 
banks,  holding  land,  and  possessing  cattle 
— who  mshed  as  eagerly  to  the  public 
works  as  the  wretch  who  was  starving. 
The  accounts  of  every  inspector  in  Ireland 
contained  the  information  that  the  habits 
of  self-reliance  and  the  hope  of  exertion 
had  disappeared  in  every  district  in  Ireland 
where  the  labour-rate  was  most  rife.  If 
there  was  not  a  formal  combination  against 
the  tillage  of  the  land  in  the  coonty  of 
Mayo,  as  had  been  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  there  was,  at  any 
rate,  a  kind  of  childish  reliance  upon 
something  or  somebody — ^whether  Prori* 
dence,  or  the  Goyemment,  <Mr  thwr  land- 
lords— there  was  a  heartless  apathy,  a 
Turk-like  fatality  among  them,  wnieh  waa 
even  more  dangerous  thui  open  discontent* 
This  was  the  state  of  mind  eyen  among 
the  tenantry  who  had  expcffieneed  nothing 
finom  their  landlords  but  jundness  and  to* 
b€Miranee.  There  was  no  mtenticm  among 
them  c»lher  to  better  their  condition  or  to 
remove  out  of  tfie  country.  That  was  the 
condition  of  his  own  tenantry  last  winter. 
He  had  instituted  works  imoo  his  estate 
which  he  did  not  want,  in  oraer  to  keep  his 
tenantry  off  the  poblie  woiks.  He  gay» 
them  task-work  in  making  a  new  ayeraa 
to  his  house»  and  paid  thm  ai  the  rate  of 
If.  id.  a  day  everj  Satttrda)r»  with  soi^ 
twieeaweek'from  hisown  kitehen.  Toi 
these  meut  being  in  the  habit  of  ptMuig 
bjtbapkieoirlMva  <MrMi^UMHn  ^tn 
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employed  on  the  public  works,  one  daj 
unanimously  left  his  employment,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  the  inspector  at  Cork,  where 
they  obtained  employment  on  the  public 
works,  at  the  rate  of  10(2.  a  day.  This 
was  a  state  of  things  which  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Memb^  for  Stroud,  and  which 
he  feared  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London,  would  extend  and 
perpetuate  in  Ireland.  The  onlj  difference 
between  their  propositions  and  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Labour-rate  Act  would  be  this 
— that  under  the  Labour-rate  Act  a  man 
would  have  to  calculate  his  chances  of  ob- 
taining employment  on  the  public  works, 
and  believing  the  chances  to  be  favourable 
he  neglected  the  land  and  became  indolent; 
whereas,  in  the  other  case,  he  would  have 
no  chances  at  all  to  calculate;  he  would  be 
certain  of  support,  and  therefore  he  would 
be  certain  to  be  indolent.  After  all,  this 
proposition  was  nothing  else  than  a  repro- 
duction in  Ireland  of  all  the  evils  under 
which  England  had  groaned  under  the  old 
poor  law,  which  had  the  effect  of  pauperising 
and  demoralising  many  districts  in  Eng- 
land; and  he  was  satisfied  the  effect  of  its  in- 
troduction would  be,  that  the  Irish  peasant 
would  cast  himself  upon  the  public  funds. 
He  would  find  that  public  works  afforded 
a  light  and  easy  occupation,  and,  being 
surrounded  by  his  friends  and  neighbours, 
he  would  have  no  idea  of  degradation;  but 
ho  would  laugh  at  his  toiling,  struggling 
neighbour,  and  congratulate  himself  with 
the  thought  that  whether  there  was  scar- 
city or  plenty  in  the  land,  it  was  all  alike 
to  him.  In  1808,  Napoleon,  who  appeared 
to  agree  in  opinion  on  that  subject  with  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud,  proposed  to  employ 
a  large  portion  of  the  population  of  France 
at  public  works,  fertilising  and  embellish- 
ing the  territory  of  France.  Workhouses 
to  the  number  of  thirty-seven  were  built 
for  the  reception  of  those  persons,  and  they 
wore  employed  as  Napoleon  had  directed; 
but  after  six  years'  experience,  the  una- 
nimous voice  of  the  departments  cried  out 
against  the  system,  and  it  was  abolished. 
If  that  was  the  result  in  thrifty  and  labo- 
rious France — if  it  were  calculated  to  pro- 
duce evils  in  thrifty  self-relying,  and  weal- 
thy England,  what  would  be  the  effects  in 
Ireland  V  Tho  effect  of  such  an  extended 
system  of  out-door  relief  and  employment 
on  public  works  as  that  to  which  he  allude<], 
would  he  to  produce  in  Ireland  all  the  bad 
effects  of  the  old  poor-law  system  of  Eng- 
land. The  proportion  of  dentitute  poor  m 
Ireland  was  so  groat  as  compared  with  those 


in  Bngkad,  tliat  tht  MHBe  kv 
be  fairiy  applied  to  both 
fact,  the  whole  rental  of  Irdud 
suffice  for  the  relief  whieh 
under  this  BiU.    If  yoa 
for  2,500,000  caaul  poor, 
expeiwe  el  U  9dL  pv  iMid  (Ite 
given  by  the  Poor  Law  C 


the  entire  ezpenditiire  would 
11,875,000{..  %  mm  sevly  ~ 
the  net  income  given  in  that 
but  the  real  ineome  of  Irehad.  It  inm 
not  for  the  porpoee  of  ihirkjaff  tlia  tef 
of  supporting  the  poor  that  m  mffmm 
the  system  of  giving  ontJoor  nBid% 
but  he  opposed  thai  nropoeition  !■  mb* 
sequence  of  his  knowledge  of  A*  oon^ 
try,  and  the  oharmeter  om  dBmnhiM  if 
the  people.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bfraal 
talked  of  the  immigration  of  80,000  or 
90,000  Irish  panpers  into  livorpoil  Ml 
Glasgow;  but  did  he  think  thai  •  PoorLar 
Bill  would  atop  this  immigntionff  If  ho 
did,  he  had  mneh  mistaken  tho  nUvpo  of 
the  increased  facilitiea  of  atenm  tommm^ 
cation,  which  had  rendered  St.  QoosyV 
Channel  nothing  more  than  a  Wdgo  W 
tween  this  country  and  Ireland.  Tho  ■■■• 
principle  that  brought  tiie  Hill  Cooiio  lam 
the  Mauritius,  would  always  brin|^  the  IfUk 
poor  into  England.  The  hon.  Goalie 
man  also  spoke  of  the  inereaeed  anMaat  of 
productions  which  wodd  be  derifod  ftaai 
the  soil  by  setting  the  people  to  wnilc  ia 
the  manner  proposed  by  the  ^ 
but  in  his  (Mr.  Gregory's) 
were  three  causes  for  the  i 

of  the  Irish  people,  and,  ooi     , ^ 

the  poverty  of  the  country :  t£o  flni  «« 

a  want  of  inclination  to  murk ;  Ike  i 

a  want  of  capital ;  and  the  lUrdv  i 

rative  industry   upon   which  tkim 

might  be  employed.     Wonld  Ike  7 

fore  the  House  meet  those  wnatat     OlB 

the  contrary,  would  it  not,  by 

the  capital  of  the  country,  have  tko  ( 

of  diminishing  wages,  and   wAmAmg  tto 

labourer  and  the  artisan  into  the  rnaks  df 

pauperism?     The  Irish  landlorda  did  ail 

want  to  shirk  the  burden  of  rapportiag  tko 

poor,  who   were   ready  to  snlaiit  to  tki 

workhouse  test.     Tax  property,  < 

it,  if  they  would,  for  the  purpoee  of  i 

ing  increased  workhouse  aeei 

but  do  not  inflict  a  Bill  on  the  i 

he  believed,  would  be  more  prsli 

the  poor  than  the  rich.  He  woald  < 

by  reading  to  the  Honae  a  q« 

a  modem  writer,  whiek  ongkt  fa  ha  m^ 

grafted  in  tke  mind  of  efuj  auB  ^ 
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in  tbe  business  of  legislation 
said — 

"  It  is  necessuy  to  impress  <m  the  mind  of  Um 
poor  thAt  they  are  the  arbiters  of  their  own  fop- 
tanes,  and  that  anything  that  other  people  oaa  do 
for  them  is  but  as  the  dust  in  the  balance  oom- 
pared  with  what  they  oan  do  for  themselyee,  and 
that  the  best  and  the  meet  tolerant  Government, 
and  tho  wisest  institutions,  cannot  shield  them 
from  poverty  and  disgrace,  without  a  proper  de- 
gree of  forethought,  prudence,  and  good  oondnei 
on  their  part." 

Mr.  DILLON  BROWNE  said,  that 
the  great  objection  to  the  measure  was 
that  it  was  not  a  full  and  comprehensiTe 
measure  of  relief;  it  bespoke  a  hesita- 
ting policy;  it  did  not  show  a  disposition  to 
grapple  with  the  real  nuisance,  the  irre- 
sponsibility of  property  in  Ireland  to  meet 
the  full  amount  of  its  destitution;  and  it 
did  not  apply  a  full  and  equivalent  remedy 
to  the  evil.  Her  Majesty's  Government  ap- 
peared to  be  swayed  by  two  considerations, 
and  to  be  oscillating  between  both :  on  the 
one  hand,  universiJ  feeling  in  England, 
which  insisted  that  property  in  Ireland 
should  bear  the  full  burden  of  its  distress 
and  destitution;  and  on  the  other  hand, 
they  were  influenced  by  the  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  landlords  to  escape  from 
their  liabilities.  The  Bill  was  introduced 
to  satisfy  the  sense  of  English  justice;  but 
it  was  clipped  and  mutilated,  and  confined 
to  satisfy  the  Irish  hindlords.  Why  intro- 
duce  those  clauses  which  were  calculated 
to  complicate  tho  working  of  the  measure, 
and  to  let  tbe  landlords  creep  out  of  their 
responsibilities?  Why  make  the  posses- 
sion of  land  beyond  a  certain  amount  an 
exception  to  the  title  of  relief?  He  thought 
that  every  person  ought  to  have  a  title  to 
relief  unencumbered  by  any  conditions, 
provided  destitution  were  proved.  Let  ab- 
solute destitution  give  an  absolute  title  to 
relief.  By  creating  those  distinctions  the 
effects  of  the  Bill  would  be  neutralised— it 
would  not  be  a  perfect  measure ;  and  they 
would  have  to  propose  amendments  next 
year,  when  the  battle  would  have  to  be 
fought  over  again,  and  not  upon  the  sams 
vantage  ground.  He  conceived  that  eveir 
man,  woman,  and  child  who  required  food, 
raiment,  and  shelter,  had  a  elaim  Qpoo  the 
State  for  those  necessaries  as  far  as  thej 
were  requisite  to  satisfy  hunger  and  to 
preserve  life ;  and  making  it  compulsory 
upon  the  rich  to  cater  for  the  poor  in  these 
respects,  would  hold  out  an  iiMlucement  to 
the  former  to  assist  the  latter  by  meaas  of 
employment,  in  placing  them  beyond  the 
reach  of  such  extremity.    This  woaU  gWe 


to  the  higher  daases  a  Areet  interest  m 
the  welfim  of  the  hmnblw  classes  of  so- 
ciety.   It  would  bring  agrarian  wealth  and 
agrarian  industry  to^W;  for  the  wealth 
would  diminish  in  proportion  as  industry 
was  unemployed,  and  poverty  and  desti- 
tution accumulated,  uader  an  eitensive 
system  of  poor  law.     The  Irish  landlord 
would  feel  that  it  would  be  better  to  pay 
a  shilling  a  day  to  the  tenant  for  remu^ 
nerative  labour,  than  to  support  his  whole 
family  in  the  workhouse,    from   whenee 
there  would  be  no   return   whatsoever. 
Therefore,  he  was  opposed  to  any  restric- 
tions whidi  could  not  make  this  a  eompre* 
hensive  measure.    Ezdudhig  those  from 
rdief,  even  those  who  posseesed  above  foor 
acres  of  land,  would  very  much  neutraUae 
the  effect  of  the  Bill  in  Connauglit.     It 
would  throw  throw  neariy  half  a  miliiea  of 
people,  who  were  subjeet  to  destitution, 
out  of  the  scope  of  the  BiU.    It  was  an 
established  faet  that  nersons  hojding  from 
one  to  Ave  acres  in  Gonnaught  were  sub- 
jeet to  destitution;  for  instance,  the  man 
holding  four  acres,  what  was  his  eonffitlonf 
Two  acres  of  his  &rm  sown  with  oats  paid 
his  rent;  two  acres  sown  wi^  poii^des 
supported  his  familv,  so  that  if  the  potato 
crop  failed,  he  would  be  in  a  perfect  state 
of  destitution.    Berides,  he  would  be  fre- 
quently obliged,  in  order  to  enable  him  to 
pay  his  rent,  and  to  purchase  seed  for  the 
land  he  kept  for  his  own  use,  to  suMet  Ms 
farm  to  others  for  the  season,  so  that  thi^ 
part  that  he  retained  to  himself  Itr  his 
ocnd  fide  benefit  mi^t  not  be  aa  great  as 
what  would  admit  hnn  to  relief  under  tho 
Act,  but  stiH  lie  would  be  ezduded  as  the 
nominal  and  permanent  oecuirfer  of  die 
whole.    These  evils  arose  in  eonseqneneo 
of  the  rack-rent  system  in  Irdsnd;  and  it 
was  necessary  to  conrider  it  before  there 
could  be  proper  le^dation  in  the  w»y  of 
provision  of  the  pow.    The  compOntHm 
for  land  in  Irelana  assisted  the  avarice  of 
the  landlord,  in  placing  all  the  jprofits  in 
the  poekets  for  the  latter,  after  the  fanSy 
of  the  oceupant  had  soffident  to  \mjf  body 
and  sonl  together^  so  that  there  was  bo 
profit  to  the  smaller  tODaat,  from  which  he 
could  have  aoghl  fai  season  of  plenty^  to 
iail  back  upon  in  a  year  of  acaratr  er 
famine.    The  letting  of  land  in  Ismm 
was  the  most  disheaest,  grinding,  Tiik  iiaiJ 
system  ever  known;  while  the  avaiteoef 
some  landlords  and  thdr  agents,  aad  Ao 
necessitiea  of  others,  phMod  %  \&Am  prea- 
ibe  bene  wA  sinew  of  labow  hi 
feral 
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hj  any  other  people  in  the  world.  A  nohle  { 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  county  of  Down  | 
(Lord  Castlereagh),  during  a  late  debate, 
had  defied  hon.  Members  to  prove  the  case 
against  the  landlords.  He  would  state  one 
instance  in  the  county  of  Mayo  which 
would  shock  humanity.  Mr.  Vesey,  a 
large  proprietor  in  that  county,  and  an  ab- 
sentee landlord,  let,  some  twenty  or  five- 
and-twenty  years  ago,  a  tract  of  bog  land 
to  a  number  of  tenants,  who  reclaimed  it, 
and  raised  its  value  from  being  worth 
nothing,  except  for  snipe  shooting,  to  be 
worth  upwards  of  \l,  an  acre.  Ue  then 
ejected  them,  though  they  offered  to  pay 
uic  same  rent  as  the  incoming  tenants,  and 
placed  them  upon  another  tract  of  bog, 
promising  to  give  them  leases  when  re- 
claimed, at  a  specified  rent.  Ilowever, 
when  they  raised  this  tract  to  the  same 
value  as  the  former  farm,  he  attempted  to 
eject  them  again.  lie  processed  them  for 
that  purpose  to  the  assistant  barrister's 
court,  who  dismissed  the  processes,  hold- 
ing the  parole  agreement  to  be  good.  But 
if  there  had  been  no  evidence  of  it,  these 
unfortunate  wretches  would  have  been 
thrown  upon  the  world;  and  would  that 
then  not  be  a  fair  system  which  burdened 
the  property  of  the  heartless  landlord  to 
the  full  amount  of  providing  for  the  desti- 
tution he  had  caused  ?  What  did  the  Earl 
of  Lucan  do  the  other  day  'i  lie  tried  to 
eject  some  tenants  in  the  nciglibourhuod  of 
Ballinrobc — he  tried  in  vain  to  unearth  the 
unhappy  wretches,  and  findin^^  that  he 
failed,  ho  tore  the  roofs  from  over  their 
heads  during  the  present  awful  cri.sis  and 
the  inclement  weather  of  last  week.  It 
was  said  that  the  Earl  of  Lucan  expended 
his  rents  upon  his  property;  he  might  to 
some  extent  do  so  upon  his  domain,  but  not 
for  the  benefit  of  his  tenants,  except  to  . 
the  inconsiderable  amount  of  labour  that : 
he  gave,  llespi'cting  the  payments  of; 
rates  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Earl,  he 
(Mr.  Browne)  begged  to  read  the  following 
extract  from  the  Castlehar  Tclcyraph  : — 

"  Weitport  Union.— At  a  meotinpof  tln»  Wost- 
|K)rt  board  of  f^uardian.H,  held  on  Wodneswlny,  Feh.  | 
2i,  1847i  it  was  unanimouidy  rosolvod,  that  in  i 
accordance  with  i\w  resolutions  of  the  17th  in»t.,  ! 
with  n'foroncM*  to  the  application  of  Mr.  li.  Orinn-  i 
ly,  on  the  part  of  tho  Karl  of  Lucan,  wo  have  i 
biw'n  duly  infornn'«l  by  tho  rate-colloctor  of  Xhv  \ 
electoral  <li visions  of  Auf,'liaf^w->,  Kilmeeiut,  and  } 
KiliuaclaMsrr,  that  he  basil"  '•  *<«*^  tho  no- 
roHHary  stated  aocountit  fvf  "Ookl  t/f 

the  office  <.f  the  Karl  of  l'  •   1*4' 

and   subfUMjueiitly,   throu|»  *■ 

iKNird,  .Myles  Jordan,  in  *  • 
nisheil  u  copy  of  th«  lOP*' 


returned  finom  the  oflBoe  of  the  Earl  of  ] 

with  obserrations  which,  in  the  Ckpiaioa  of  tUi 

board,  do  not  exempt  his  Lordship  f 

lity  of  diieharjpng.    That 

haTe  been  fumishMi  to  the  oflleee  of  the  ] 

of  Sligo  and  Sir  R.  A.  O'Donndl.  But^ 

were  duly  discharged  to  the  boaid. 

That  similar  lists  were  famiBhed  bj  the 

lector  of  the  Westport  and  Clare  Idand  < 

divisions  to  the  oflhse  of  the  Eaii  of  T 

month  of  January,  1846;  and  also  to  1 

solicitor,  in  July,  1846,  which  has  not  «p  to  i 

period  been  attended  to,  with  the  eseeptioa  «f 

10/.  odd  paid  by  hii  Lordship's  bailiff  to  T 

said  collector;  and  that  we  now  feei  it  < 

to  call  the  attention  of  the 

tlicse  fitcts. 

"  R.  A.  0*Do3r9rsLL,  I 

"  F.  BocKU. 

"  FrrzoKBALD  Hiooms. 

*'  Geoboe  Cluddiximo. 

"  Geoboe  Hildbbbaxd.** 

It  would  he  seen  that  the  solicitor  of  tlw 
union,  who  it  was  to  he  presumed*  in  eoo- 
sequeuce  of  the  doubt  raised,  was  fortified 
by  the  opinion  of  counsel,  made  this  demmad 
upon  the  Earl  of  Lucan,  who  refoaed  to 
attend  to  it,  though  the  Marquess  of  Slico* 
Sir  Richard  O'Donnell,  and  other  gende- 
men,  did  not  demur  to  the  pajment.  At 
all  events,  this  was  not  a  time  to  fall  back 
upon  nice  legal  distinctions;  this  qnibbliiig 
was  not  becoming  in  such  an  emergency. 
He  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Honae 
to  what  happened  in  another  place  in 
Mayo,  which  would  g^ve  the  House  a  p«o» 
per  idea  of  the  disposition  of  the  landlords 
to  act  fairly  by  the  people.  At  an  extraor- 
dinary sessions  in  Ballinrobe,  on  the  2nd 
of  March,  a  vote  of  thanks  was  proposed 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn, 
and  unanimously  adopted.  After  this  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Anderson,  the  incumbent  of  BaU 
linrube,  and  Mr.  Close,  the  curate  of  Kil- 
main,  proposed  the  adoption  of  a  petition 
to  the  Board  of  Works,  praying  that  the  la- 
bourers should  be  allowed  Sd,  a  day;  which 
the  chairman,  Mr.  Lyndsey,  of  lIollymoant» 
refused  to  put  it  to  the  meeting,  stating  it 
was  irrelevant  to  the  objects  of  the  meet- 
ing; but  it  certainly  was  as  relevant  as  the 
vote  of  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord ;  but  the 
duties  of  the  chairman  were  superior  to 
the  claims  of  poverty,  but  not  to  the  in- 
terests of  party.  Some  landlords,  he 
granted,  could  not  do  their  duty  to  their 
tenant*-y  from  their  necessity,  becanse  thej 
w**  '1^  agents  to  their  crediton;  and 
n.  —    which  created  a  cb"    *  nt  pro- 

r-«e  to  those  rea"'  ^mam 

"owcdand^  — <Vl 

-oenab^  H^ 
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desirable.  Exclusion  in  consequence  of 
the  possession  of  land  would  create  great 
delays  and  confusion  in  a  country  like  Ire- 
land, where  there  were  so  many  joint- 
tenants,  and  such  an  extent  of  sub-letting. 
Destitution  might  be  perfectly  established 
to  the  conviction  of  the  board  of  guardians, 
yet  they  could  not  grant  relief  without  con- 
siderable delay,  as  the  applicant  might  be 
a  joint-tenant,  who  parted  with  the  good- 
will of  his  holding;  thus  the  claimant  might 
perish  of  destitution  before  the  inquiry 
could  be  made,  and,  consequently,  the 
sources  of  charity  be  fatally  sealed  against 
him  by  such  a  clause.  But  the  condition 
of  the  occupant,  in  some  instances,  could 
not  be  tested  by  the  extent  of  land  he 
held  ;  for  in  some  remote  parts  of  the 
country,  a  tract  of  land  was  in  some  local- 
ities only  worth  from  1«.  to  58.  an  acre; 
while  elsewhere  a  similar  extent  might  be 
worth  from  305.  to  405.  an  acre.  lie  ob- 
jected particularly  to  the  increase  of  the 
number  of  ex-officio  guardians — to  para- 
lysing the  electoral  principle  in  the  Bill — 
and  increasing  the  numbers  of  those  who 
would  be  responsible  to  the  country  for 
the  discharge  of  their  duties.  The  elected 
guardians  had,  he  would  grant,  in  some 
eases  obstructed  the  working  of  the  mea- 
sure; but  in  these  cases,  he  frequently 
found  they  were  the  tools  of  the  landlords 
and  the  ex-offi<:io  guardians ;  therefore  in- 
creasing the  number  of  the  latter  was  ob- 
viously not  remedying  the  evil.  This  clause 
would  be  most  unpopular  in  Ireland ;  it 
would  lead  to  general  discontent,  and  im- 
pede the  working  of  the  measure :  the  im- 
j)erfections  of  the  details  might  even  create 
a  prejudice  against  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  in  future  the  Govenmient  might 
find  it  very  difficult  to  carry  out  any  mea- 
sure of  poor  law,  however  perfect.  lie 
was  sorry  to  sec  a  reformed  Ministry  in- 
troducing this  clause,  which  was  not  even  a 
finality,  but  a  retrograde  movement;  and 
he  hoped  that  the  Irish  Members  would 
resist  this  invasion,  which  might  be  a  pre- 
cedent for  future  attacks  upon  the  princi- 
j)le  of  self-government.  As  to  uniformity 
of  rating,  there  was  much  to  bo  said  for 
and  against  it,  and  much  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  small  territorial  divisions,  as  was 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Nor- 
thamptonshire. It  was  most  desirable  that 
individual  property  should  bear  the  burden 
of  the  taxation,  if  it  did  not  lead  to  clearance 
of  properties  and  extermination,  and  mili- 
tate generally  against  the  charity,  by  induc- 
ing guardians  to  refuse  relief,  lest  the  charge 


VOL.  XC. 


(  Third  1 
Iserteil 


for  the  ckimants  might  be  assessed  upon 
their  respective  localities.  He  knew  a 
certain  perversion  of  the  Act  to  take  place 
in  many  unions  in  Ireland.  It  was  fre- 
quently the  habit  first  to  determine  what 
electoral  division  was  to  be  made  liable  for 
the  charge  of  the  claimant's  support,  be- 
fore he  was  admitted  generally  as  a  proper 
subject  of  relief.  He  had  heard  ex-officio 
guardians  say,  in  particular  instances,  that 
they  were  very  willmg  to  admit  a  pauper 
from  their  own  neighbourhood,  if  he  were 
placed  upon  the  union  at  large ;  but  they 
would  not,  if  placed  upon  their  own  elec- 
toral division.  Out-door  relief  was  one  of 
the  best  features  in  the  whole  Bill;  for  out- 
door relief  was  the  test  of  out-door  labour, 
and  would  combine  two  objects  upon  which 
the  permanent  prosperity  of  that  country 
essentially  depend^.  But  as  regarded 
out-door  relief,  why  was  it  only  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  disabled,  from  old  age,  or 
other  defects  and  infirmities,  when  perma- 
nently afflicted  ?  A  destitute  person  tem- 
porarily afflicted  might  be  bedridden  for  a 
time,  and  unable  to  crawl  to  the  work- 
house, where  life  could  be  preserved  through 
the  means  of  temporary  relief.  Indeed 
the  exception  should  be  in  favour  of  those 
who  were  temporarily  afflicted;  for  forcing 
them  to  the  workhouse  would  be  apt  to 
degrade  them  in  their  own  estimation,  and 
to  deprive  them  of  that  self-respect  calcu- 
lated to  sustain  them  in  the  after  struggles 
and  pursuits  of  life.  In  conclusion,  he 
begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Gorem- 
ment,  though  it  was  foreign  to  the  subject, 
to  applying  labour  in  Ireland  immediately 
to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  or  there  would 
be  another  appeal  to  that  House  next  year, 
and  another  fatal  pressure  upon  the  finances 
of  the  country.  It  was  useless  to  depend 
upon  the  landlords  doing  their  duty,  and 
experience  proved  the  utility  of  sndi  re- 
liance. Let  the  Government  supply  the 
people  with  seed,  and  make  it  a  first  chai^ 
upon  the  land.  Dependence  upon  the  land- 
lords woidd  be  a  very  sorry  excuse  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  next  year, 
when  he  camo  down  to  that  House  to  de- 
mand fresh  supplies  to  meet  a  new  cala- 
mity, which  a  little  timely  expenditure 
might  have  averted.  Thia  waa  not  alone 
a  matter  of  philanthropy  with  the  people 
of  England,  hut  it  waa  a  matter  of  poanda, 
shillings,  and  pence.  Let  them  paoKNir^ 
it  was  too  late,  and  refrain  firom  wmg 
penny  wise  and  pound  foolish. 

Mr.  BATESON,  as  an  Irish  Hemher, 
wished  to  give  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
3T 
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of  the  Government  credit  for  the  very  best 
intentions,  belioying  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  shown  every  disposition,  and  even 
great  anxiety,  to  mitigate  the  calamity 
with  which  it  had  pleased  Providence  to 
visit  Ireland.  He  feared,  however,  there 
was  some  under-current  at  work  some- 
where, which  prevented  the  noble  Lord 
from  carrying  out  his  good  intentions. 
The  Amendments  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  made  in  the  Bill  the  other  evening 
had  certainly  removed  some  of  his  objec- 
tions to  the  measure;  but  still  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  that  out- 
door relief  should  not  be  given  to  the  able- 
bodied.  He  could  not  understand  how 
English  Members  could  have  so  far  for- 
gotten the  effects  of  such  a  vicious  princi- 
ple in  England,  as  to  sanction  its  applica- 
tion to  Ireland.  If  in  a  wealthy  and  thriv- 
ing country  like  England,  that  system  had 
proved  a  miserable  failure,  how  could  they 
hope  to  apply  it  successfully  to  Ireland, 
where  poverty  existed  to  such  an  alarming 
extent,  and  where,  in  a  great  number  of 
instances,  the  circumstances  of  the  rate 
payers  were  little  removed  from  those  of 
the  paupers?  If  once  the  right  of  out- 
door relief  to  able-bodied  paupers  w^ere 
established  by  law,  pauperism  would  be 
encouraged,  the  whole  property  of  the 
country  absorbed,  and  the  population  de- 
moralised. Having  brought  the  country 
into  this  state  of  insolvency  and  ruin,  the 
whole  of  Ireland  would  be  one  monster 
union,  and  the  Prime  Minister  of  England 
the  head  relieving  officer.  He  was  anxious 
to  provide  comfortable  maintenance  for  the 
aged  and  infirm,  leaving  it  to  the  discre- 
tion of  a  properly  constituted  board  of 
guardians  to  decide  whether  the  aged  and 
infirm,  as  well  as  those  temporarily  dis- 
abled, should  receive  relief  in  or  out  of  the 
workhouse.  He  would  also  support  the 
noble  Lord  in  every  measure  which  he 
might  iiitroduee  to  extend  workhouse  av- 
cominodation  for  such  nble-biKlied  ])aupers 
as  were  w^illing  to  submit  to  the  work- 
house test.  He  hoped  some  improvement 
would  be  made  in  that  part  of  the  Hill, 
which  was  culeulatod  to  confound  the  good 
witli  the  bud,  by  fettling  the  drone  ut  the 
expense  of  the  industrious.  He  was  proud 
to  see  the  exertions  that  the  great  majo- 
rity of  resident  Irish  landlords  we»^  ▼ 
making  to  promote  the  weltare  of 
notwithstanding  the  foul  and 
calumnies  that  bad  been  so  ii 
circulated  agaip.st  iheni.  He 
not  understand  how  any  person 


listened  to  the  very  Me  roeecli  of  Usboa. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Nortfaunptoiidin 
(Mr.  S.  O'Brien),  on  a  former  occmaioa,  as 
well  as  on  that  evening,  when  he  mgei 
the  necessity  of  reducing  the  present  sras 
of  taxation,  without   being   conriiiced  sf 
the  force  of  his  arguments.     He  felt  eoof- 
dent  that  the  system  propoBed  bj  his  hoa. 
Friend  would  be  the  surest  and  safest  waj 
to  prevent  destitution  and  to  obTiate  As 
necessity  of  relief,  inasmuch  as  ererj  indi- 
vidual landed  proprietor  could  give  as  moch 
employment  as  would  have  the  effeet  sf 
reducing  to  a  very  great  extent  the  amooBt 
of  the  poor  rates  which  he  might  other- 
wise be  called  upon  to  pay.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
objected  to  the  plan  of  his  hon.  Friend,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
carry  it  into  effect.     But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  when  he  stated  his  objection 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Xorthamptonshire,  appeared  to  have  ibr- 
gotton  that  that  was  the  very  system  which 
was  now  being  carried  out  in  this  eonntrj. 
Each  parish  in  England  was  obliged  to 
support  its  own  poor.     Before  he  sat  down, 
he  wished  to  obser^'o  that  he  r^^tted  the 
Government  had  not  manifested  a  greater 
intention  to  induce  emigration  from  Ire- 
land, because  he  feared  that,  however  ex- 
cellent in  itself,  the  proposed  poor  law 
might  be,  yet,  unless  it  were  accompanied 
at  the  same  time  with  facilities  for  emigra- 
tion, it  would  fall  short  of  the  mark,  and 
prove  comparatively  useless.    For  a  length 
of  time  emigration  had  been  carried  on  to 
a  considerable  extent  in  that  part  of  Ire- 
land with  which  he  was  connected;  but  he 
regretted  to  say  that  the  great  majoritj 
of  the  persons  who  had  so  emig^ted  had 
been  of  the  enterprising  and  industrious 
class.     Their  departure  from  their  natiTO 
shores  be  considered  to  be  a  national  loss. 
The  spontaneous  emigration  upon  whieh 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govem- 
nient  np])eared  to  rely  so  much,  deprived 
Ireland  of  its  very  bone  and  sinew.     Whj 
did  not  the  noble  Lord  hold  out  some  in- 
ducements  for   emigration  to  the   cottier 
chiss  i     Was  the  noble  Lord  prepared  to 
extend  the  oMi  Clause  of  the  present  poor 
law,  whieh  provided  for  emigration,  in  such 
a  manner  '^*    "'mid  enable  the  boards  of 
guardia**  f  out  efficiently  the  emi- 

gratioi  *«*«'  claas  ?     The  0-^  •  ^ 


1285 


Poor  Belief 


{March  12} 


{Ireland)  Bill 


1286 


so  liberally  voted  for  Ireland,  and  it  might 
be  laid  out  much  more  profitably  to  the 
present  and  permanent  benefit  of  Ireland 
by  sucli  means,  than  by  making  and  re- 
])airinc^  roads.  They  had  been  told  that 
one  of  the  tendencies  of  this  poor  law 
would  be  to  diminish  the  present  number 
of  small  holdings,  and  that  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  that  class  of  farmers  would 
])e  reduced  to  the  condition  of  labourers. 
He  would  not  attempt  to  deny  that  it  would 
have  such  an  effect ;  indeed,  he  believed 
that  those  small  farmers  would,  when  re- 
duced to  the  condition  of  labourers,  be  in 
a  much  superior  condition  to  that  in  which 
tliey  were  at  present;  but  where  could 
thoy  procure  emplovment  for  all  the  re- 
dundant labourers  which  would  be  created 
under  the  proposed  law?  It  was  impossi- 
ble that  they  could  all  be  employed  in  the 
<*ultivation  of  the  soil;  there  were  no  ma- 
nufacturing towns  in  Ireland;  and  they 
could  not,  therefore,  be  employed  in  ma- 
nufacture. What  then  was  to  become  of 
them  <•  Unless  the  Government  held  out 
some  inducements  for  them  to  emigrate, 
they  must  become  an  incubus,  pressing 
heavily  on  the  ratepayers.  He  would  not 
deny  that  an  extensive  system  of  emigra- 
tion must  be  attended  with  a  very  consid- 
erable expenditure;  but  he  contended  that 
that  expenditure  would  not  be  so  great  as 
that  which  must  be  incurred  in  carrying 
out  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape.  Ho 
thought  that  no  measure  which  had  yet 
been  proposed — no  Bill  for  the  temporary 
relief  of  destitution  in  Ireland— no  Bill  for 
the  improvement  of  the  land — no  poor  law 
— would  or  could  adequately  provide  for  the 
amount  of  distress  which  at  present  pre- 
vailed, or  for  the  permanent  relief  of  Ire- 
land, which  (hd  not  at  the  same  time  pro- 
vide means  of  employment  and  support  to 
the  surplus  population  for  whom  they  had 
vutcil  such  an  immense  sum.  But  he 
trusted  that,  notwithstanding  all  those  cir- 
cumstances, notwithstanding  the  present 
crisis,  which  was  as  frightful  as  it  was 
unprecedented,  there  were  still  brighter 
days  dawnins;  for  Ireland.  He  hoped  that 
by  the  judicious  aid  of  the  Government  the 
present  calamity  might  be  turned  into  a 
means  (jf  national  prosperity,  which  would 
raise  Ireland  to  her  proper  position  in  the 
scale  of  nations.  But  should  the  Govern- 
ment unfortunately  act  without  a  due  con- 
siderution  of  her  present  state,  and  the 
means  by  which  she  might  be  raised  to 
prosperity,    that    unhappy   country    must 


pulation  would  become  confounded  in  one 
odious  mass  of  destitution  and  despair. 

Sir  W.  MOLESWORTH:  Sir,  the 
question  is  one  of  so  much  importance, 
that  I  cannot  content  myself  with  merely 
saying  that  I  concur  generally  in  the  views 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city 
of  London.  I  must  ask  permission  to 
state  my  opinions.  The  question  is, 
ought  the  Irish  Poor  Law  to  be  altered 
and  amended  ;  ought  out-door  relief  to  be 
given,  and  to  what  classes  of  paupers? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  asserted  that  if  out-door  relief 
were  given,  the  owners  of  Irish  pro- 
perty would  be  ruined,  and  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  alteration  in  the  Irish 
poor  law.  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  what 
was  the  object  for  which  the  Irish  poor  law 
was  enacted?  Has  that  oWect  oeen  at- 
tained ?  The  object  of  the  Irish  poor  law 
was  to  make  sufficient  provision  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  destitute  poor  in  Ireland.  It 
was  hoped  that  by  providing  security 
against  starvation,  a  poor  law  would  take 
away  the  motive  to  those  agrarian  crimes 
which  had  their  origin  in  the  fear  of  desti- 
tution, and  which  rendered  life  and  pro- 
perty insecure  in  Ireland.  It  was  like- 
wise expected  that  a  poor  law  would  gra- 
dually diminish  and  ultimately  put  down 
the  mendicancy  that  prevailed  throughout 
the  country,  and  which  engendered  and 
fostered  habits  of  idleness  and  intempe- 
rance among  the  people.  In  this  manner 
it  was  believed  that  a  poor  law  would  im- 
prove the  moral  and  social  condition  of  the 
Irish  peasantry  ;  and  that  its  remoter  con- 
sequences would  be  peace,  good  order,  and 
security  ;  whence  would  follow  accumula- 
tion of  wealth,  influx  of  capital  from  this 
country,  and  the  gradual  aevelopment  of 
the  agricultural  and  commercial  resources 
of  Ireland  ;  with  ample  and  profitable  em- 
ployment for  the  people,  who,  ceasing  to 
bo  a  pauper  tenantry,  would  acquire  habits 
of  steady  industry,  and  become  indepen- 
dent labourers  for  wages.  These  were  the 
results  which  were  anticipated  by  the  origi- 
nal proposers  and  framers  of  the  Irish 
poor  law.  Have  any  of  these  results  been 
attained?  AgraritTn  crimes  are  as  com« 
mon  as  ever  ;  mendicancy  universally  pre- 
vails throughout  Ireland.  With  an  expor- 
tation last  year  of  two  millions  of  quartern 
of  corn  ana  other  grain,  with  an  exporta- 
tion in  the  same  year  of  one  million  head 
of  cattle— in  all  sufficient  food  for  two 
millions  of  people  for  one  year — and  with 


sink  still  lower,  and  aU  classes  of  her  po-  I  increasing  deposits  in  the  sayings'  banks, 
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a  large  portion  of  the  Irisli  peasantry  would 
die  of  starvation  were  it  not  for  the  relief 
afforded  by  England.  I  contend,  there- 
fore, the  Irish  poor  law  has  been  ineffec- 
tual. I  contend  that  the  legal  provision 
which  has  been  made  for  the  relief  of  des- 
titution in  Ireland  is  insufficient  to  meet 
the  ordinary  amount  of  destitution  which 
exists  in  that  country,  and  is  therefore 
wholly  inadequate  for  any  extraordinary 
emergency.  I  come  to  this  conclusion 
from  an  examination  of  the  returns  which 
have  been  laid  before  Parliament  by  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners.  Amongst  those 
returns  there  is  an  account  of  the  number 
of  paupers  relieved  in  the  poor-law  unions 
of  Ireland,  and  an  account  of  the  expen- 
diture thereby  incurred;  there  are  likewise 
similar  accounts  for  England.  On  referring 
to  these  accounts,  I  find  the  most  extraor- 
dinary difference  in  the  number  of  paupers 
relieved,  and  the  amount  of  poor-law  ex- 
penditure in  the  two  countries,  as  com- 
pared to  their  respective  populations. 
Now,  as  I  believe  that  there  is,  on 
ordinary  occasions  at  least,  as  much  real 
destitution  in  Ireland  as  in  England — as  I 
consider  that  the  legal  provision  for  desti- 
tion  in  England  is  not  much  too  great — I 
am  compelled  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  legal  provision  for  destitution  in 
Ireland  is  much  too  little.  In  order  to 
bear  out  this  conclusion,  I  must  beg  the 
attention  of  the  House  whilst  I  state  a 
few  facts  from  these  returns.  In  the  year 
1845,  the  Irish  poor  law  was  in  full  opera- 
tion in  113  unions  in  that  country.  The 
population  of  those  unions  in  the  census  of 
1841,  amounted  to  about  seven  millions 
and  a  quarter.  In  the  course  of  the  year 
1845,  about  1 12,(HH)  paupers  were  relieved 
in  them,  or  about  iiftoon  in  every  thousand 
of  the  population  received  relief  under  the 
Irish  poor  law.  In  the  same  year  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  the  niuuber  of  poor-law 
unions  Mas  itSo ;  their  population  in  the 
census  of  1841  was  thirtcoa  millions  and  a 
half;  the  number  of  paupenM*^  ''^^^•d  in  them 
during  the  quarter  endinf  -^  1845, 

amounted  to  a  million 
about  ninety-two  in  e' 
population  receivi'd  reL 
lish  j)Oor  law  in  the  c* 
of  a  year.  In  propo 
population  »*  '••■^^  six  . 
j)ers   an  -  4vo 
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unions.    In  the  English  unions,  the  niiy 
diture  exceeded  2,760,000^,  or  6«.  6dL  a 

in  B^p- 


head  of  the  population.  Thtu, 
land,  on  an  average,  every  man,  wommi, 
and  child  annually  contribates  eight  timet 
as  much  for  the  legal  relief  of  the  poor  as 
in  Ireland.  Sir,  I  think,  as  I  haTe  al* 
ready  said,  that  it  cannot  be  denied  tliak 
there  is,  on  ordinary  occasions,  at  least  as 
much  real  destitution  in  Ireland  as  ia 
England ;  it  follows,  therefore,  either  that 
there  is  not  sufficient  legal  proyision  fir 
the  poor  in  Ireland,  or  that  there  haa  beea 
absurd  and  lavish  expenditure  upon  the 
relief  of  the  poor  in  England,  i  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  inquire  whether  the 
expenditure  under  the  English  poor  law 
has  been  extravagant.  In  fact,  manj  per- 
sons consider  that  the  administration  of 
the  English  poor  law  has  been  too  parn- 
monious;  and  that  the  great  principlo  of 
the  administration  of  that  law  ia  a  harsh 
one,  namely,  that  the  condition  of  the 
pauper  should  be  made  less  eligible  than 
that  of  the  independent  labourer.  Sir.  I 
am  quite  of  a  contrary  opinion.  I  maintain 
that  that  principle  is  a  sound  one.  I  consi* 
der  that  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  hare 
incurred  unmerited  obloquy  on  account  of 
it;  and  in  my  opinion  it  should  neyer  for  a 
moment  be  lost  sight  of  in  any  modification 
of  the  Irish  poor  law.  I  recommend  an 
alteration  in  that  law  simply  on  the  grounds 
that,  differing  from  the  English  poor  law. 
it  is  insufficient  for  the  relief  of  the  ordi- 
nary amount  of  destitution  which  exists  in 
Ireland.     It  may  be  said  that  the  Iriik 

{)oor  law  is  of  recent  date;  that  it  has  not 
lad  a  sutHcent  trial;  and  that  if  it  were 
properly  administered,  it  would  bo  ade- 
quate for  all  ordinary  occasions.  I 
believe,  Sir,  that  the  Irish  poor  law 
has  not  been  well  administered ;  that 
the  guardians  of  some  of  the  unions 
have  been  very  unwilling  to  reliere  the 
destitute  poor.  In  some  instances  thej 
even  a||Md  to  levy  a  rate  and  to  open 
the  "^^^If**  I^  ^^^^^  instances  the 
f  *y  refused  to  admit  into  An 
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that  if  that  law  were  administered  in  the 
hcst  possible  manner,  it  would  still  be  in- 
sufficient to  relieve  the  amount  of  destitu- 
tion which  exists  in  Ireland,  supposing,  as 
I  do,  that  the  ordinary  amount  of  destitu- 
tion in  that  country  is  as  great  in  propor- 
tion to  the  population  as  it  is  in  England. 
This  position  can  easily  be  proved,  by  a 
mere  statement  of  the  number  of  persons 
who  could  receive  relief  under  the  Irish 
poor  law.  Ireland  is  divided  into  130 
poor-law  unions.  In  each  union  there  is  a 
workhouse.  Out  of  that  workhouse  no  re- 
lief can  be  legally  given,  or  is  given.  Not 
only  the  healthy  and  able-bodied  man  who, 
it  may  be  supposed,  would  support  himself 
if  he  were  willing  to  work  and  earnest  in 
seeking  for  it ;  but  the  aged,  the  infirm, 
the  disabled,  the  sick,  the  widow  with  her 
orphan  children,  all  must  enter  the  work- 
house ;  and  when  the  workhouse  is  filled, 
the  law  says  let  the  remainder  of  the 
destitute  perish.  With  such  a  law  it  is 
evident  that  there  should  be  a  sufficient 
amount  of  workhouse  accommodation  to 
relieve  the  ordinary  destitution  of  the 
country.  Does  that  amount  of  work- 
house accommodation  exist  in  Ireland? 
The  Irish  workhouses  are  calculated  to 
contain  about  100,000  persons;  and  it  is 
estimated  that  with  that  amount  of  accom- 
modation 200,000  paupers  might  receive 
in-door  relief  in  the  course  of  a  year.  If, 
therefore,  poor-law  relief  be  required  in  the 
course  of  a  year  for  more  than  200,000 
porsuns  in  Ireland — that  is,  for  more  than 
twenty-four  in  every  thousand  of  the  popu- 
lation—it follows  that  the  Irish  workhouse 
accommodation  is  insufficient.  Now,  I 
have  already  said  that  in  the  English  unions 
ninety-two  in  every  thousand  of  the  popu- 
lation received  poor-law  relief  in  the  course 
of  three  months  in  the  year  1845;  as  a 
considerable  number  of  these  persons  were 
permanent  paupers,  it  is  estimated  that 
fully  one-third  more,  or  120  in  every  thou- 
sand of  the  populationof  England  and  Wales, 
received  relief  in  the  course  of  that  year. 
I  consider  this  estimate  to  be  a  low  one ; 
but  supposing  it  to  be  correct,  and  assum- 
ing that  the  amount  of  destitution  in  Ireland 
is  not  less  in  proportion  to  population  than 
in  England,  it  follows  that,  with  the  present 
Irish  poor  law,  it  would  be  necessary,  in 
order  to  relieve  the  average  amount  of 
Irish  destitution,  that  there  should  be  a 
%iirfold  increase  in  the  amount  of  work- 
irase  accommodation.  It  may  be  said, 
%t  by  far  the  larger  portion  of  the  poor- 
*  l^ef  which  is  given  in  England  ia  out- 


door relief,  and  that  it  was  intended,  under 
the  Irish  poor  law,  only  to  provide  relief 
for  an  amount  of  destitution  equivalent  to 
that  which  is  relieved  in  the  English  work- 
houses. This  is  true ;  and  it  appears  to 
me  to  have  been  a  great  mistake  on  the 
part  of  the  framers  of  the  Irish  poor  law. 
Mr.  NichoUs  found  that  workhouses,  which 
would  contain  one  per  cent  of  the  popula- 
tion, were  sufficient  for  all  purposes  of  in- 
door relief  under  the  English  poor  law; 
and  thence  he  calculated  that  the  Irish 
workhouses  should  be  able  to  contain  one 
per  cent  of  the  Irish  popujjation,  or  80,000 
persons.  I  have  already  said  that  the*  Irish 
workhouses  will  contain  nearly  100,000 
persons,  and  would  thus  afford  relief,  in  the 
course  of  the  year,  to  200,000  paupers. 
This,  then,  would  be  sufficient  workhouae 
accommodation  for  Ireland,  if  the  Irish 
poor  law  were  the  same  as  the  English ; 
for  I  find  that,  during  the  quarter  of  the 
year  ending  Lady-day,  1845,  the  number 
of  paupers  who  received  relief  in  the  work- 
houses  of  the  poor-law  unions  of  England 
^and  Wales  was  about  180,000;  and  &ere- 
fore,  in  the  course  of  the  year,  the  number 
must  have  amounted  to  at  least  240,000. 
The  equivalent  number  for  Ireland  would 
be  1 40,000.  For  this  number  of  paupers 
there  is  sufficient  workhouse  accommodation 
in  that  coimtry.  But  that  accommodation 
is  wholly  insufficient,  if  any  considerable 
portion  of  those  classes  of  paupers  who 
receive  out-door  relief  in  England,  are  to 
receive  relief  in  Ireland.  Now,  what  are 
the  class  of  paupers  who  receive  out-door 
relief  in  England  ?  Are  they  to  be  denied 
all  poor-law  relief  in  Ireland  ?  Are  thej 
to  be  left  to  starve,  or  to  depend  upon  the 
voluntary  contributions  of  the  charitable  f 
I  think  I  can  show  that  they  are  as  much 
entitled  to  poor-law  relief  as  any  other 
class  of  paupers.  The  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners have  most  properly,  in  my  opinum, 
laid  down  very  strict  rules  with  regard  to 
the  giving  of  out-door  relief;  and  they  hare 
enforced  those  rules  in  a  large  proporUoQ 
of  the  English  unions.  Thej  permit  oat- 
door  relief  to  be  given  first  to  the  aged  and 
infirm — ^to  persons  wholly  pr  partially  dia- 
abled.  Of  this  class  about  300,000  persona 
received  out-door  relief  daring  ibe  ouarter 
ending  Lady-day,  1845.  Seconuj,-  to 
widows,  and  wives  ahandoned  by  their  boa- 
bands,  with  children  under  ihe  age  of  six- 
teen dependent  upon  them.  This  dasa 
consistea,  in  the  quarters  to  wbidi  I  have 
already  referred,  of  about  50,000  womeo, 
and  140,000  cluldren— in  aU  190,000  in- 
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diyiduals.  Thirdly,  oat-door  relief  is  given 
io  able-bodied  persons  on  account  of  sick- 
ness or  accident.  Under  this  head,  about 
140,000  adults  received  relief  in  the  quar- 
ter ending  Ladv-day,  1845;  the  number  of 
children  dfependent  upon  them  is  not  stated 
in  the  returns ;  thej  could  not,  however, 
have  been  fewer  than  140,000.  These 
three  classes,  therefore,  make  a  total 
of  770,000  persons  who  received  out- 
door relief  in  the  poor-law  unions  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales  in  the  quarter  ending 
Lady-day,  1845.  In  addition  to  them, 
290,000  other  paupers  received  out-door 
relief  in  the  course  of  the  period  in 
question.  A  large  portion  of  these  per- 
sons were  without  doubt  vagrants  and 
able-bodied  men  and  women,  'to  whom 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  endeavour 
as  much  as  possible  to  refuse  out-door 
relief;  but  a  considerable  number  were 
orphans,  foundlings,  lunatics,  and  idiots. 
As,  however,  there  is  no  specific  return 
of  their  respective  numbers,  I  shall  omit 
them  from  my  calculations.  Confining 
myself,  therefore  to  the  three  classes 
to  whom  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
sanction  and  even  command  that  out- 
door relief  should  be  given,  I  repeat 
that  of  those  three  classes  770,000  in- 
dividuals received  relief  in  the  poor-law 
unions  of  England  and  Wales,  in  the 
quarter  ending  Lady-day,  1845 ;  and 
consequently  the  number  for  the  year 
could  not  have  been  less  than  one  million. 
Assuming  that  on  ordinary  occasions  there 
is  an  equivalent  amount  of  similar  destitu- 
tion in  Ireland,  these  three  classes  would 
consist  of  760,000  persons,  for  whom  there 
IB  no  sufficient  provision  under  the  existing 
poor  law.  Now,  I  ask,  are  such  persons 
entitled  to  poor-law  relief?  I  ask,  are  the 
aged,  the  infirm,  the  disabled,  the  sick,  the 
widow,  and  the  orphan,  entitled  to  relief 
under  a  good  system  of  poor  laws  or  not  ? 
If  they  arc,  and  you  intend  to  relieve  them 
under  the  existing  law,  then  you  must  in- 
crease the  number  of  your  workhouses 
threefold.  If  they  are  not  to  bo  relieved, 
then  are  they  to  starve,  or  arc  they  to  de- 
pend upon  the  voluntary  contributions  of 
the  charitable  ?  Sir,  I  thought  one  of 
the  first  objects  of  an  Irish  Poor  Law  was 
to  put  down  mendicancy,  and  to  substitute 


fioient  to  relieve  the  o  y  amount  of 

destitution  which  exists   m    [^elaIl<I,      In 
order  to  prove  this  pos  I  have  prv- 

ceeded  upon  the  assumption  tnat,  gi'Dontll/ 
speaking,  there  is  at  fe^st  as  mnch  <lt.*-9ti* 
tution  in  proportion  to  th<^  poputatioo 
Ireland  as  in  England.  I  have  ftiown  lli 
of  the  class  who  receive  in-door  r«ili«f 
in  the  poor-law  unions  of  Engl  an  fl  And 
Wales,  there  must  be  at  Iea>;t  140X*Ofi 
persons  who  would  require  rdicf  ta  Ireland 
m  the  course  of  a  year.  I  have  shown 
likewise  that  of  the  tiirec  olo^ses  to  whom 
the  Poor  Law  Commit? ion crs  fts  much  aa 
possible  confine  the  giving  of  out-door  rdirf, 
there  cannot  be  less  than  7G(^fH>n  fMiup<^ra 
in  Ireland  who  would  re i^;; ire  relief  irt  di« 
course  of  a  year.  Addinc;  tho^o  twu  uum* 
berstogether,  their  sum «  f)O0,tK>0,  ia  a  l«w 
estimate  of  the  annual  nnmniU  of  tho  dir$fti* 
tution  in  Ireland.  Cun^rquciitly,  to  nv 
lieve  this  destitution,  eitKrr  thrr  nuruhor  uf 
workhouses  in  Ireland  tiin^t  nt  the  tow«at 
estimate  be  increased  thrt^rfpld,  or  iho 
provisions  of  the  Irish  Poor  Lti\v  muBl  fad 
amended.  The  question  \h  whi*thi?r  Uio 
amount  of  workhouse  ni-c'nmTniHlntioit  in 
Ireland  should  be  incrcu^o^l  to  xh^  f^xtcnt 
that  I  have  mentioned,  or  whcthc^r  tha 
Irish  Poor  Law  should  IfO  madv  smuitLT  to 
the  English  one?  Thou^^h  much  mtghl 
be  said  in  favour  of  the  fortner  altvmativft* 
I  think  it  must  be  reji^ctt^l  at  ODC*e  nn  ac- 
count of  the  great  expense  it  would  crntail. 
Without  an  efficient  noor  \i\^\  tht^  we^to  of 
Irish  destitution  will  bno:ik  on  th*?  citti^  of 
our  western  coast,  and,ov«irw1]olLiiitijr  th«mf 
spread  pauperism  and  [it^Hiilf^nco  thruttgh- 
out  the  land.  Now,  thc^  jr^^oiile  of  Kit^^laoil 
arc  willing  to  make  great  lacriilcini  1% 
assist  the  people  of  Irvlnnd  in  tho  prc«cai 
emergency ;  but  they  jn^tty  expect  tliat  mm 
the  property  of  Englaii^l  ii»n«t  bf^ar  (b* 
burden  of  the  pauper if^ni  of  KnglanJ.  ao 
the  property  of  Ireland  stionM  boar  tlitt 
permanent  burden  of  Iris^li  dr^Mltntion.  I 
entreat  lion.  Members  from  Irrtiuid  Co  dia- 
rains  from  their  mindfr^t/>  4?radi<raM^  aa 
speedily  as  ])Ossible  from  the  tni&ds 
their  fellow-countrymen — tbo  notion 
the  people  of  England  will  c*nneont  nrrma^ 
nently  to  support  the  prtr^r  of  [ndand,  Uei 
them  give  iip  the  vain  hnur>  nf  shifting  ibA 
burden  from  their  shuuldi^rK,  jind  prrpfttv 


an  equal  rate  upon  the  whole  property  of ,  manfully  to  support  it.  Thfiy  cannot  p«w 
the  country  for  that  most  unequal  tax  ,  mit  their  destitute  to  «Liinrc*.  Tfaoj  vmhI 
which  is  levied  by  mendicants  upon  the  j  support  them  either  by  vi>luntJLry  ivutrtbo* 
charitable,  and  especially  upon  the  poorer  tions  or  by  an  eflicieot  poor  law.  Now, 
classes  in  Ireland.  I  have  thus  attempted  a  system  of  voluntary  roninhutiotiA  it  tbtt 
to  show  that  the  Irish  Poor  Law  is  insuf-   most  expensive  aud  uuufjuol  mod**  **f  rr- 
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lievinp:  the  destitute.  For  alms  are  given 
iio4  only  to  the  aged,  infirm,  disabled,  and 
destitute,  who  would  secure  support  under 
:v  good  poor  law ;  hut  contrihutions  are 
levied  from  the  charitable  and  humane  by 
the  sturdy  beggar,  too  lazy  to  work ;  by 
the  cunning  impostor,  who  feigns  misery; 
by  the  loud,  and  clamorous,  and  complain- 
ing, to  whom  the  workhouse  would  be  a 
sure  test  of  destitution,  and  a  strong  stim- 
ulus to  exertion.  In  addition,  therefore, 
to  the  cost  of  relieving  the  destitute,  a  tax 
is  levied  for  the  benefit  of  the  idle.  That 
tax  falls  most  unequally  on  various  classes 
of  society.  It  presses  most  upon  the  chari- 
table and  humane;  it  is  a  grievous  burden 
u]>on  the  lower  and  poorer  orders,  them- 
selves on  the  verge  of  destitution;  whilst 
the  higher  and  richer  classes,  especially 
those  who  do  not  reside  in  the  country, 
escape.  The  remaining  alternative  is  an 
ofHcient  poor  law.  I  have  already  stated 
what,  in  my  opinion,  should  be  the  princi- 
])le,  and  what  the  provisions  of  such  a  law. 
Without  an  efficient  poor  law,  agrarian 
outrages  will  never  cease — mendicancy  and 
vagrancy  will  never  diminish — life  and  pro- 
])erty  will  never  be  secure — steady  industry 
will  never  be  known — and  the  Irish  peasant 
will  continue  to  be  the  most  degraded  and 
the  most  miserable  being  in  Europe,  annu- 
ally on  the  brink  of  starvation,  periodically 
faniislnMl — a  disgrace  to  the  empire,  and  a 
heavy  burden  to  the  industrious  people  of 
(Jrt'at  Britain.  In  recommending  that  the 
In>h  Poor  Law  be  amended,  it  must  not  be 
supposed  that  I  think  that  a  poor  law 
alone  would  be  a  remedy  for  all  the  evils 
under  which  Ireland  labours.  Subsidiary 
measures  are  required  even  to  give  efficacy 
to  the  poor  law  itself.  M<*ndicancy  and 
vagrancy  should  be  prohibited  and  pun- 
ished. Neither  the  able-bodied  man,  nor 
the  aged,  nor  the  infirm,  should  be  per- 
niitt«'d  to  beg.  For  the  aged  and  the  in- 
firm, the  poor  law  should  aiford  sufficient 
relief;  and  to  the  able-bodied  man  the  poor 
law  should  otfer  the  workhouse  as  a  secu- 
rity against  starvation;  and  the  workhouse 
relief  should  he  such  as  to  render  the  con- 
dition of  the  able-bodied  pauper  decidedly 
le<s  eligible  than  that  of  the  independent 
labourer.  But  if  it  be  right,  as  I  believe  it 
is,  to  employ  such  means  to  induce  the  ablo- 
bodiivl  man  to  seek  employment,  and  if  he 
cannot  find  it  in  his  native  country,  it  is 
but  just  that  he  should  be  furnished  with 
the  means  of  finding  employment  else- 
where— I  mean  in  the  colonies.  Therefore, 
Sir,  In  my  opinion,  in  conjunction  with  an 


amended  poor  law,  a  measure  of  syste- 
matic emigration  is  required.  I  believe 
that  a  most  effectual  system  of  emigration 
might  be  carried  on,  at  little  or  no  expense 
to  the  imperial  treasury,  by  applying  the 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  waste  lands  in  the 
colonies  to  the  purposes  of  emigration. 
This  plan  has  been  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  on  several  occa- 
sions by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Gateshead,  by  myself,  and  others.  I  wiU 
not,  however,  trespass  upon  the  patience 
of  the  House  now,  by  entering  upon  the 
subject  of  emigration,  but  content  myself 
with  observing  that  there  are  two  pro- 
blems to  be  solved  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land, neither  of  which  can  be  solved  se- 
parately— the  one  is  to  make  the  able-bo- 
died Irishman  desire  steady  and  continuous 
employment;  the  other  is  to  give  him 
that  steady  and  continuous  employment. 
An  efficient  poor  law,  and  a  law  against 
mendicancy  and  vagrancy,  may  do  much 
towards  inducing  the  Irish  labourer  to 
work.  Systematic  emigration,  and  other 
measures,  may  open  to  him  new  fields  of 
employment ;  but  the  Irish  proprietors  are 
the  persons  who  must  exert  themselves, 
and  must  provide  employment  for  the  great 
bulk  of  the  Irish  population  in  the  cultiva- 
tion and  improvement  of  their  estates.  It 
is  said  that  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish 
landowners  are  too  poor — that  their  estates 
are  so  burdened  by  debts,  mortgages,  set- 
tlements, and  other  incumbrances,  that 
they  are  merely  the  nominal  possessors  of 
those  estates,  and  receive  but  a  trifling 
portion  of  the  rents.  In  fact  they  arc 
bankrupts,  and  the  existence  of  this  class 
of  bankrupt  proprietors  is  one  of  the  great- 
est curses  of  Ireland.  They  are  unable 
to  discharge  the  obligations  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  seeming  possession  of  their 
estates.  They  bring  discredit  upon  their 
whole  order,  and  upon  all  its  members, 
however  meritorious  some  of  them  may  be. 
They  must  be  got  rid  of.  They  must  bo 
treated  as  bankrupt  merchants  and  trades- 
men are  treated  in  this  country.  Their 
estates  roust  be  sold,  the  proceeds  divided 
between  their  creditors,  and  then  it  may 
be  hoped  that  their  successors  will  do  their 
duty  as  landowners.  Depend  upon  it,  Sir, 
the  salvation  of  Ireland  can  only  be  worked 
out  by  the  efforts  of  Ipsh  landowners  and 
proprietors ;  if  they  exert  themselves,  are 
bola  and  conrageous,  they  may  convert  the 
present  hideous  calamity  into  a  great  moral 
and  social  revolution  for  the  benefit  of  Ire- 
landy  and  the  people  of  England  will  gladlj 
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assist  tbcm  by  everj  means  in  their  power; 
but  if  they  are  fainthearted,  craren,  neg- 
ligent, and  apathetic,  then  God  help  them, 
for  man  cannot. 

Mk.  SHAW  had  risen  after  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  in  the  early  part  of 
the  evening,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  so 
pointedly  alluded  to  the  deputation  of  which 
he  had  formed  one,  who  waited  upon  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  noble  Lord  had  even  done  him  the 
honour  to  quote  some  observations  that  had 
fallen  from  him  ;  and  as  he  had  not  then 
caught  the  Speakcr*s  eye,  he  bad  since 
had  the  opportunity  of  looking  into  docu- 
ments which  he  thought  had  an  important 
bearing  on  some  of  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord,  lie  was  sorry  the  noble  Lord  had 
found  it  necessary  to  commence  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  Committee  on  the  perma- 
nent poor  law  of  Ireland  by  opening  a  ge- 
neral discussion  on  the  present  calamity 
with  which  Ireland  was  afflicted  ;  and  it 
afforded  to  his  mind  a  further  proof  of  the 
entire  unfitness  of  the  present  occasion  of 
excitement  and  uncertainty  for  the  calm 
and  deliberate  consideration  of  that  im- 
portant— he  felt,  vitally  iiiiportant^-ques- 
tion,  a  good  permanent  poor  law  for  Ire- 
land. Any  temporary  m(?asure,  however 
stringent,  that  the  Govemnicnt  might  have 
asked  for  the  emergency,  he  would  not 
have  nifused.  As,  however,  the  noble 
Lord  had  gone  at  length  into  the  subject 
of  the  Irish  distress,  and  a  defence  of  the 
conduct  of  the  (foverninent  in  reference  to 
it — he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  had  never 
joined  in  the  outcry  against  the  CJovern- 
ment  to  which  the  noble  Lord  hml  alluded. 
True  it  was  that  tlic  Ljibour-ratc  Act,  thi? 
Temporary  Relief  Act,  and  tlu;  whole  sys- 
tem then  in  operation  in  Ireland,  were 
oj)en  to  the  gravest  objections  in  principle, 
and  necesssarily  liable  to  great  abuses  and 
evils  ;  hut  tliey  had  been  only  caught  at  in 
the  midst  of  an  un<;xam]>led  eniergeney, 
when  th(i  cry  was  for  life,  and  the  object 
of  the  moment,  at  any  hazard,  to  save  the 
jieople  from  perishing  of  want.  It  wa** 
much  easier,  under  h\w.\\  circumstances,  to 
find  fault  with  the  measures  of  tlie  Govern- 
ment, tlmn  to  propose  sutfieient  substitutes. 
He  did  not  believe  it  was  possible  for  a 
(ioverninent  to  supply  the  food  of  a  nation. 
They  must  reverently  regard  a  famine, 
Bueh  as  then  unha}»pily  pervaded  Ireland, 
as  a  visitation  from  Providenee  ;  and  when 
famine  or  pestilence  visited  a  nation,  as 
when  disease  or  death  were  .sent  to  their 
own  houses,  they  fiew  to  every  remedy  to 


avert,  and  every  expedient  to 
them;  but,  after  all,  they  could  bat  himillT 
acknowledge  that  the  usues  of  life 
death  were  not  in  their  hands.  He 
not  make  the  same  allowance  for  the 
Lord,  in  respect  of  the  permanent  mc 
then  before  them,  either  as  to  the  time  of 
introducing  it,  or  still  less  for  makioff  a 
portion  of  it — that  system  which,  he  be- 
lieved, the  noble  Lord  for  the  first  time  in 
his  life  had  ever  advocated — ^namelT»  out- 
door relief  to  the  able-bodied,  ft  was 
against  all  the  known  opinions,  all  the  re- 
corded convictions,  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
could  regard  it  as  little  less  than  a  bread 
of  faith  towards  Ireland  by  that  House, 
but,  above  all,  by  any  member  of  Lotd 
Grey's  Government,  then  to  propose  oat- 
door  relief  for  Ireland.  He  was  one  of 
those  who,  against  the  opinion  of  manj  of 
those  with  whom  he  generally  acted  in 
Ireland,  had  assisted  in  passing  the  exist- 
ing poor  law  for  Ireland  in  1838 ;  bat 
should  he,  or  any  thinking  man  who  knew 
Ireland,  have  done  so,  had  it  been  sap- 
posed  that  in  less  than  ten  years,  before 
the  law,  struggling  with  many  difficolties, 
almost  overcome  by  them,  had  had  a  £sir 
trial — that  it  would  have  been  attempted 
to  superadd  out-door  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied — a  system  which  the  noble  Lord 
knew  as  well  as  any  man  had  nearly  de- 
stroyed both  property  and  the  poor  in 
England?  The  noble  Lord  had  referred 
to  the  English  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act, 
which  at  that  time  had  been  only  foar 
years  passed;  and  he  was  ready  to  contend, 
not  only  from  all  the  debates,  the  reports, 
and  over}'  concurrent  authority  of  the  time, 
hut  from  the  very  tenns  of  the  English 
Act,  particularly  the  /)2nd  Section,  that 
the  intention  and  policy  of  that  Act  was 
as  soon  as  ])ossible  to  put  an  end  to  out- 
door relief  to  th(>  able-bodied  in  England. 
What  (lid  Mr.  Nieholls,  the  Commissioner 
of  the  jM-esent  (lovemment,  on  whose  re- 
port ^  the  Iri.sh  Toor  Law  was  founded,  say 
upon  that  point  ?  lie  said,  in  his  second 
report — 

"  Tt>  ('.st.i1»li.Mh  (Mit-diM^r  n'lief  in  IndaiMl  winiU 
he  to  act  in  «liroot  coiitnidiction  to  English  ex- 
IK>riiMic<'.  ami  to  thu  Npirit  of  thv  Kii^livh  Uv.  It 
woulil  introduce  .1  practict'  in  one  countrr.  under 
till'  |>rcju«licial  ftfiH-tA  of  wliirh  tlin  other  han  Umg 
been  !*utftrin^.  It  would  1h»  i'*itabli!*hing  diffiemiK 
ami  opiM>.'<iiii:  prinoiplfi^  of  action  in  tfao  two  ooua- 
trii"* :  for  out-ti«H>r  relief  in  at  pr«»Ncnt  onlrtolmtod 
ill  Knirland.  as  an  evil  unavoidable  for  a  time,  and 
whieh  is  to  In*  ifottcn  riil  of  as  ^peediljr  at  poa- 

Ml.l.-." 

And  Mr.  Nioholls  added — 
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"  The  consequence  of  any  such  a  t^tnpt  muA  be 
in  Ireland,  as  it  notoriou.^ljr  witw  in  England,  not 
only  to  diminish  the  value  and  di^stroy  the  no- 
curity  of  property,  but  albo  to  demotftlia**  the 
whole  labouring  population/' 

The  noblo  Lord  hail  rcferroil  at  aomo 
length  to  the  resohitiouB  prcsetitetl  to  him 
from  the  Peers  and  Commotiefb  of  Ireland 
who  had  subscribed  them,  llo  tvas  one  of 
that  number — he  had  gone  on  the  deputa- 
tion to  the  noblo  Lord*  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  those  resolutions^  Tl^c 
noble  Lord  had  adverteil  particularly  to 
the  third — it  was  tlio  all-important  one, 
that  which  related  to  out-door  relief  to  the 
able-bodied  ;  and  in  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord's  challenge,  ho  would  take  it  undor 
the  two  heads  into  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  divided  it.     Tht"  iirst  was — 

"  That  the  principle  of  out-door  relief  io  tho 
able-bodied  labourers  of  J i viand  Jum  been  con- 
demned by  the  variouj^  Parliaitiv^nupy  (Commit- 
tees, as  well  as  by  the  public  officers  appointed  to 
consider  tliis  subject." 

The  noble  Lord  had  rathor  alurred  over 
that  important  point  of  authority;  but  he 
had,  since  the  noble  L<jvd  spoke,  refreshed 
his  recollection  of  those  authorities.  The 
difficulty  was  in  thf^  tudtitude  of  thorn — 
for  they  ran  in  one  uniform  current — to 
know  where  to  make  a  selection*  If  the 
House  would  bear  with  liim  for  a  few  mi- 
nutes upon  that,  the  really  vital  point  of 
the  Bill,  ho  would  read  somoextractft,  takon 
from  different  perioda  and  the  most  au- 
thentic sources,  and  principally  from  the 
mouths  of  those  persons  who  were  likely 
then  to  be  called  upon  to  adminiiitcr  the 
very  system  they  liad  unequivocJilly  con* 
denmed.  lie  found  the  iirat  report  on  the 
Hubjcct,  after  the  Union,  in  1804^  was 
against  the  introduction  of  such  a  dysten[i 
into  Ireland,  and  declared  it  would  bo 
highly  injurious  to  the  country,  and  disad- 
vantageous to  the  lower  classes.  The  first 
recommendation  of  the  Toor  Law  Commis* 
sion,  of  1834,  upon  which  the  English 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  had  been 
founded,  was — **  That  all  relief  to  able- 
bodied  persons  shoithl  ceaac,  other  than  in 
workhouses,  which  was  the  spirit  and  in- 
tention of  the  Act  of  43rJ  of  Elizabeth;" 
and  they  added  an  observation  which  ap- 
plied witli  pecuhar  force  to  the  cujite  then 
before   the   House,    namely,    "  That   the 


pass  on  tho  indulgence  of  the  ITouse  by 
reading  quotations  from  them.  He  could 
not,  however,  pass  by  the  report  on  La- 
bourers' Wages  of  1S24,  because  that  was 
supposed  to  be  the  report  of  the  noble  Lurd 
himself  (Lord  John  RuhscU),  and  that 
stated,  speaking  of  out -door  relief — 

*'  That  the  ttrornt  cotisetjuence  ctf  the  ajsteni  ik 
the  degradation  of  the  chariKti^r  of  the  Ubourinjf 
elAHit,  The  principle  of  froe  htbnur  jiroducos  in- 
dustry, rrujjfalitjj  und  sobriety;  that  of  poor-law 
bhour  OF  out-dpor  rrlief,  idlenottHj  Iroprudoncej  and 
vice.'' 

That  was  the  noble  Lord's  opinion  in  1824* 
Again,  the  Committee  of  1838,  which  had 
made  a  moat  volumiuous  Imjuiry  on  the 
subject,  took  the  same  view  of  out -door  re* 
lief  to  the  able-bodieJ,  and  declared — 

'■*  YtJur  Committee  find,  oq  the  oviUof  mitHhtor 
relief  uu  unifornj  opinion  Ims  huen  eitpressi^d  hy 
the  Cominitt^f.**  of  thisj  IJouw,  :u)d  thu  report*  Ml 
concur  in  deprcoatitij^  it/^ 

The  last  quotation  on  that  subject  with 
which  he  would  trouble  the  House  wa* 
from  the  report  of  the  Lords*  Committee  of 
the  last  year,  1846*  on  the  Irish  Poor  Law. 
It  contained  the  following  opinionf^  of  the 
best-informed  personii  on  the  subject  of 
out- door  relJer  Mr*  ficorgo  C*  Lewiti 
stated — 

"  My  bnlif^f  is,  ih.1tth<^  itiirwhi^'tion  of  »  Kystrm 
of  out^lfjor  rolipf  hi  Irt^lntid  voiild  bi^  a  inofit  dU- 
UBtroiw  nitA»urf.  I  think  it  would  im[iov<?j'iaU 
tho  riiih^  without  Improviuj  tho  c^mdititJin  ul  thu 
poor.'* 

Mr*  Senior  aaid — 

"  I  believe,  thni  if  to  thr?  oiiHtinjf  prrir  Im*  in 
trclaud  wcTD  Nupernddrd  uut-door  ndii*f,  nil  ihu 
eviU  produced  in  Ji^nifbnd  in  ilU^t  year**  wo*ild  hn 
prodtioed  in  Irehuid  in  ten.  It  would  |H^  ^n  c?uUt^i 
oodfiimtioti  of  proi>erty/' 

Mr.  T^vialcton,  the  resident  CommJneloner 

in    Irelatid,    gavo    on    oath    the   follosviu^ 

opinion : — 

"  I  f*onepjve  it   would  h<r  ii  flUjil  ntflp  Uy  inlrO' 

dupo  uny  system  of  out-door  n^li^'f  for  thi>  im<i*iii- 
I  ployeil  fHjpuljitiod  of  Ireland  1  utii  oonrinc?ed  it 
.  if^ould  be  Attt?ndt.ul  with  the  nj'^At  disJLhtroiia  ood-' 

sc^n^F^nd'A,  and  seriously  ni^ij^nvvaii^  tlie  mi^fi^irtititpt 
j  of  Ireland,     t  t^'lievo  it  i-i  iitf^i'AUy  inipritL'(k;ihlu 

tu  deviiHf  jL  system  of  ont-*loor  nOtnf  for  an  t\^vU 
'  pulturai  popuhitiim^  re^eiviu^  low  wA^ff-j*,  whith 
i  kIiaII  plnce  a  pAtifior  in  a  vrorto  iunditiuh  than 

tL;it  of  tht?  inilL'jK'ndent  LibouiicTi;/' 

I  Mr.  GuUton  and  Mr,  Clements,  at^HiF^taitl 
eomraissioncra  in  Ireland,  fully  eonJinn*:d 
the  foiTgoing;  and  the  Connaitteo  add — 

,  !•     11  ^     '  \  J  1    _.;  1   J    I      *'  That  tht-y  conour  in  thesR  onijnjonpt,  nnd  do 

bane  of  all  pauper  legislation  was  le^slat- 1  ^^^  ^^^.^^^^  J^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^j^^,  intr^Jiuom^  any  .yiK 

mg  for  extreme  eased.  The  Comimttees  ,  ^cm  of  out -door  n^li^^f  In  IreUnd  would  U^  dan- 
of  that  House  of  1817  and  1819,  upon  the  gerou*  to  the)^in«ral  it^torr^ntK  of  thi^  fommunltj. 
Poor  Laws,  and  the  i^ndition  of  the  Poor,  an^l  t^jH^-oUliy  to  tho  intrri'^ts  of  thn  very  c'Um^  tbr 
reported    against    out-door    relief,    to    the 


4 


able-bodied;  but  he  was  unwilling  to  trea- 


whoHG  Tfi;ll*b*nnp  sut^h  ri?liof  wiin  intuudrd." 
Sutih,  then,  were  liia  proof  a  th^t  all  the 
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that  A  permanoit  poor  Iwr  eoidd 
adapced  to  an  extreme  exigencj- 

vou  mii^ht  as  well  mock  i 
vinff  men  with  the  otfer  of  < 
ad  the  millioaa  that  joa  woaLi  B;t 
Bill  lead  to  expect  out-door  rdi«f  h.vm 
Irish  Poor  f^w.  bTsaerifiein^  to  thea 
entirp  rateable  propertr  of  tlie 
:u?uminjr  it  to  be  all  free  from 
cumbrazicei».  yi)Cwithstaadui^  i 
of  authoriTj^-of  experience  of 
rhe  meadore.  he  had  no  doabt, 
Uanj  causes  would  combine  to 
that  result;  but  he  Terflr 
would  be  wanting  from  unong'  Acm  lh» 
calm  and  sober  couTiction  of  anj  one  mp- 
Si)n  whi>  understood  the  aabjeet,  diat  lh» 
measure  would  serre  the  purpose  it  pv^ 
tes.^»^ti  ti)  hare  in  view.  Manr  wodd  as^ 
pon  it  tram  a  sort  of  unreasoaing  mmk  a»- 
spoRiHn^  bencToIence.  u  regarded  Irak 
afairs:  the  Government  were  coastraocd 
bv-  the  pressure  of  circumstances,  and  th» 
want  of  that  intrinsic  strenztk  that 
resi-?:  them,  to  propo^  a  measure 
he  was  p»^rsnaded  thej  could  not  apprvw 
•  if :  hut  the  real  am!  proximate  cause  «•§ 
the  irlamour  that  was  raised  in  Engiaaip 
and  had  focnd  iu  waj  into  that  Hoaae, 
azalnst  the  Irish  lan>llords,  and,  indeed^ 
ai^ain.'it  In-^land  o^nerally.  He  admitted 
the  jT'^nero'is  libera  lit  j  of  the  English  pe^ 
\A^  ti>waril4  the  calamitous  distress  of  Ire- 
land: hut  at  th»^  <.ime  time,  he  must  saw, 
that  the  tor.e  "f  the  public  press  in  Bags* 
land — of  some  M':T!i>»»?r*  of  that  HoiHe-^ 
an»l  ^v-n  of  thr-  legislation  which  he  be- 
ll »>vei  I  wr»-  ah"::t  t**  be  forceii  upon  theoiy 
v:v^  \-ktj  harl  t*-  V*  Uime.  He  would  not, 
on  or'^linarv  •.«:ca-i«.n*.  quote  extracts  from 
Mcw.*^ aj»».r:-  a*  auihi-ritv  in  that  Hou^e;  haft 
of  lat*'  th'-  lan:riia:;e  of  "U-kine  leading  jooraala 
t«»waril*  Irfhind  wa*  40  remarkable,  so  mock 
«on«Mjrred  with  the  line  taken  by  «ome  McM- 
her:*  ir.  tha'  Ht>r.«.^,  and  *o  disclosed  the 
I.riricljiU-  and  nmtirt^-  by  which  he  hdicTed 
that  r.ill  w.i«  urj:«  <i  f«»rwanl.  that  he  coold 
li'if  h»!p  n  fi-rrinff  to  them.  The  leadiag 
jourr.ril  r>f  the  metropolis  day  after  daw 
•le.rribed  the  landlord «  and  the  people  ii 


recorded  authorities  condemned  the  prin- 
ciple of  o«t-«ioor  relief  to  the  ahle-boiiied. 
The  secoutl  branch  ai  the  resolution  in 
ipesrion  was — 

•*  That  the  i»sp#»rienfft  of  riit»  iiist  CTv*»iv«  moaths. 
by  vrhii'ii  it  Ii.-id  «»«»en  ihown  iit>w  r»'iieL  •»v*»n  cIiou;jii 
ai'rnmpnnieil  wirli  work,  luut  iuti»rti»nHl  with  unlL- 
nary  acrtculcunil  Libonr.  .-mil  '»n«lanir^r»Hl  the  lU- 
tun*  pru«hictioa  iif  ti>nil  tnr  ciie  peitple.  ^it^moa- 
strat«»^  t!onclu»ively  how  miieh  iu«in»  tacaily  a  ■♦rv 
osm  ''t*  trratuitoiu*  rtut-«tivjr  relief  to  rhe  .ihUs*>«iiii«Hi 
labourer  will  prn«tiu>p  :ind  perpeniate  chi*  same  la- 
menrnhle  L*onse«^iieni'f»!«.'* 

He  maintained  that  that  w.u  perfectly 
tnie,  and  ic  wad  only  that  day  he  had 
receiv^eii  letters  from  Ireland  to  the  same 
effect,  like  many  that  he  ha»i  before  re- 
ceiveii.  statinij,  that  offers  were  m;nle  to 
the  lab«>urer3  on  the  public  wijrks  *)i  Usk- 
work,  at  a  rate  by  which  they  mi;5ht  ea.^ily 
earn  l<)i.  a  week;  but  they  preferred  the 
laziness  of  th»*  public  works  at  .v.  He 
verily  believed  that  nearly  the  whole  of 
those  now  employeil  on  the  public  works — 
and  not  much  less  than  half  the  population 
of  Ireland,  were  depentling  fop  *uhi*istence 
on  them — would  fall  up«.n  the  ay*ti>m  of 
out -door  relief  ahou:  to  he  provided  by  that 
Bill:  and,  under  that  w.-i^ht,  i\\i  whole 
pru^r  law  mu.st  nt^c*r--ar:iy  hr^-ak  «lown. 
The  noble  Lord  .*eemed  to  think  that  the 
numbers  likely  to  seek  relief  were  not  so 
^eUly  di*proporti'mate  to  th**  rateable 
property  .v  tl>y  really  were,  Liv-k  to  a 
return  p»:Mi.-h»'ii  rluit  r.:orninu\  .md  it  would 
he  foJind  tli.it  in  «i.x  w»---.-rn  i^'-ur.'if*^.  T'lar-. 
Gal  way.  Mayo,  Ro-^'-oninion,  SIIlto.  and  Lei- 
trim,  tl.»-  numb*  r  nf  f.ir.jijit-^  r^i  the  ^-hoh- 
p*)pulat:on  wa>  .')".'.'."»•!:  th«-  r..«*n  f-:npl(.y- 
ed  nn  rii.-k  puhlii-  w.,rk-»  !J.'J7.'""J.  and  tl;*' 
entire  rateaM-  pr  perty  1 ,722, '>'="/.  :  -o 
that  mt»re  than  tiv'---ixth-.  <»f  thf  whriW; 
p*-'piil.iti<jri  wf-c*'  d-j.'-rMiinir  on  tlie  pub- 
lic work.-,  individ'ially  nun'iherin:;  a^^>ut 
I,;;Oi»,iMm;  jin«l  flie  e^rln-  prop'-rty  *-.f  the 
di.-jfrift  woi:!dy!.M  tli^-ni  about  L'7..\  abend 
for  th"ir  y^-ir-  -"ji^'irt.  The  ii'iMi-  l,r,rd  lirid 
•d  tliiit  fl.«- «I''-piitafion  had  inform'd 
'.Mioni  th'-y  repr»-^'nt»-d  «lid 
ri^'ht  t"  T'lief  in  flu-  w»^rk- 
hoUj»e.  or  to  out-d-.or  reli»'f  tijth*-  p'^-rrnar.  -nt- 
ly  disahl  il.  whirh  tho  V,\\\  prr»vided:  an»! 
that  wliih-  fh#-y  ilid  ohjw-f  to  out-door  relief 
to  th^'  ab!e-b«Hli«'l.  tln-y  w.-re  * 
any  burd'-n  th;it  Mjlcrht  b«" 
affordinir  inerra-»'d  in-ihio 
inij  to  the  workl:'ni-«-i«. 
Lurd  a-keil,  **  Wjiat  wil 
another  «-nier;f-rif  y  a^  fh* 
thf  .'I'l-^wi-r  wftrt,  tliftt,  a 
leiiieriv   of    his         '  /•milr 
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industrious  nation;  that  the  working  men  of  Eng- 
land were  marked  out  for  pillage ;  and  the  Irish 
landlord  was  counting  the  millions  he  could  ex- 
tract from  British  industry,  a»  coolly  as  the  but- 
cher anticipates  iu  fancy  the  cutting  up  of  his  bul- 
locks and  sheep." 

(The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  read  an 
article  from  the  Tablet  newspaper.)  He 
only  had  read  it  in  consequence  of  the 
conclusion  to  which  it  came,  namely — 

"  When,  therefore,  we  hear  it  urged  as  an  ob- 
jection to  the  iK)or  laws,  that  a  compulsory  sys- 
tem of  out-door  relief  will  ruin  the  landlords,  we 
answer,  that  this  is  its  best  possible  recommenda- 
tion ;" — 

an  ohject  which,  he  was  obliged  to  say,  he 
believed  was  shared  in  by  many  both  in 
this  country  and  in  that  House.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bath  was  not  in  his  place,  therefore  he 
would  not  allude  to  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member;  but  there  were  other  Members 
in  the  House  of  whom  he  thought  those 
representing  Ireland  had  just  cause  to 
complain.  Those  Gentlemen  seemed  not 
to  think  it  beneath  them  to  rake  up  anec- 
dotes of  the  private  or  domestic  habits  of 
particular  Irish  landlords,  who  had  kept 
more  horses  or  dogs  than  those  Gentlemen 
approved  of,  and  not  given  as  much  as 
they  thought  they  should  have  done  to 
the  poor.  He  had  no  doubt  that  there 
wore  many  in  both  countries  who  spent 
more  than  was  necessary  on  their  own 
establishments,  who  might  otherwise  have 
a  considerable  overplus  that  might  be  de- 
voted to  purposes  of  charity.  But  what 
would  be  thought  of  Irish  Gentlemen,  if 
thoy  pried  into  all  the  residences  of  Gros- 
vcnor  or  Belgrave  Squares,  or  the  country 
seats  of  the  English  aristocracy;  and  then, 
when  they  found  money  spent  in  luxury 
or  extravagance,  that  might  be,  at  that 
time,  given  to  the  starving  poor  of  Ireland, 
hcM  up  individuals  who  so  acted  to  ob- 
lu(|uy  in  that  House,  and  exhibited  them 
as  s])ecimens  of  the  entire  class  of  Eng- 
lisli  landlords  ?  [**  Oh,  oh!"]  Yes,  Eng- 
lish Gentlemen  might  exclaim  against  that; 
but  what  he  wanted  to  know  was,  if  they 
would  not  bear  such  conduct  from  Irish 
Gentlemen,  why  were  Irish  Gentlemen  to 
bear  it  from  them  ?  There  were  limits  be- 
yond which  men  of  feeling  and  spirit  coald 
hardly  be  expected  to  submit.  It  would 
have  been  difficult  to  bear  at  any  time;  but 
it  was  peculiarly  difficult,  when  they  saw 
their  people  dying  around  them,  to  be 
"tilled  butchers,  robbers,  and  wolves,  ready 
devour  the  poor,  when  their  hearts  were 
^4ing  for  the  poor,  and  when  those  who 
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made  the  charges  were  living  in  compara- 
tive ease,  peace,  and  plenty  in  this  coun- 
try; while  the  Irish  Gentlemen,  their  ac- 
quaintances, their  friends,  their  families  in  . 
Ireland,  were  spending  their  time,  their 
every  energy,  their  whole  means,  to  alle- 
viate the  overwhelming  misery  that  sur- 
rounded them;  and  were  caring  for,  and 
weeping  over,  the  poor  dying  people,  when 
all  their  means  failed  to  sustain  them. 
They  might  easily  succeed  in  destroymg 
the  landlords  of  Ireland ;  but  the  most 
sanguine,  as  well  as  the  most  spiteful 
Member  of  that  House,  might  depena  upon 
it,  that  if,  by  the  means  he  was  then  de* 
precating,  they  ruined  the  landlord,  they 
would  equally  demoralise  the  people  — 
banish  every  hope  of  independence  or  self- 
reliance  from  amonffst  them — desolate  Ire- 
land with  universal  pauperism,  and  cause 
greater  shoals  than  ever  of  her  then  more 
hopelessly  miserable  population  to  crowd 
the  shores  and  seaports  of  England.  He 
was  a  sincere  and  conscientious  supporter 
of  the  Legislative  Union;  he  never  could 
see  but  one  alternative — either  an  United 
Parliament,  or  a  dismembered  and  sepa- 
rated empire.  But  this  he  must  say,  that, 
while  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  calamity  which  had  visited  Ireland  had 
softened  asperities  in  that  country,  and 
brought  together  those  whom  party  differ- 
ences and  religious  dissensions  had  before 
kept  asunder,  cordially  to  co-operate  in 
administering  to  the  wants  and  sufferings 
of  their  distressed  and  starving  fellow- 
countrymen  ;  yet,  while  he  acknowledged 
the  pecuniary  liberality  of  England,  he 
must  assert,  that  the  tone  and  temper  of 
the  public  press  and  the  public  sentiment 
in  England,  as  also  in  that  Hpuse,  towarda 
Ireland  in  her  present  calamity,  were  such 
as  he,  though  now  no  short  time  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House,  had  never  before  wit- 
nessed, and  such  as  must  have  the  efieot 
of  estranging  the  feelings  of  the  different 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  from  eadi 
other.  He  was  sorry  to  have  trespassed 
so  long  upon  the  House,  and  to  have  ieli 
bound  by  his  duty,  as  an  Irish  representa- 
tive, to  express  sentiments  which  might 
have  been  distasteful  to  English  Members. 
He  would  not  then  observe  upon  the  other 
provisions  of  tho  BiU  to  which  the  noU« 
Lord  had  referred.  He  eonudered  tham 
unimportant  compared  with  that  of  ont- 
door-relief  to  the  able-bodied  labourer;  and 
upon  the  prineiple  of  that  proririon  he  was 
determined,  at  the  proper  time,  to  raeord 
his  own  opuiion«  anid  to  dtvicle  the  Hoasei 
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small  as  might  be  the  minority  which  would 
support  him. 

Mh.  ELLICE  reminded  the  House  that 
•  the  question  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  had  put  to  the  Irish  Members 
of  that  House,  respecting  the  principle  of 
the  present  measure,  had  never  jet  been 
answered,  still  less  had  they  stated  how 
Irish  destitution  could  be  provided  for  out 
of  the  property  of  Ireland  unless  by  some 
measure  of  the  description  now  before  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  had  entered  into  a  long  detail 
of  the  grievances  which  the  landlords  and 
the  Irish  nation  supposed  themselves  to 
have  a  right  to  complain  of  from  the  pre- 
sent state  of  feeling  in  this  country.  He 
did  think  his  right  hon.  Friend  might  as 
well  have  abstained  from  quoting  opinions 
from  certain  journals  of  thb  country,  which 
he  knew  were  little  shared  by  Members  on 
any  side  of  the  House.  The  opinions  of 
the  TahUi  newspaper,  he  was  sure,  were 
not  shared  by  Members  of  any  side  of  the 
House.  But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  beyond  this,  and  complained  of 
the  unjust  feelings  of  the  people  of  this 
country  towards  Ireland — when  he  said 
that  not  only  the  feelings  of  the  Legisla- 
ture and  of  the  people,  but  the  character 
of  our  legislation  of  late  years,  had  been 
adverse  to  the  interests  and  adverse  to  the 
character  of  his  own  country,  he  had  surely 
forgotten  what  had  been  the  course  of  that 
legislation.  From  the  passing  of  the  Ca- 
tholic Relief  Bill  till  now,  measure  had  suc- 
ceeded measure,  granting,  if  not  equal  pri- 
vileges on  all  occasions,  as  nearly  equal  as 
was  consistent  with  the  state  of  opinion  in 
this  country  at  the  time;  and  the  state  of 
opinion  had  been  so  gradually  but  steadily 
progressing  in  liberal  feeling  towards  Ire- 
land, that  he  believed  at  this  moment  there 
were  very  few  men,  either  in  that  House 
or  in  the  country,  who  were  not  of  opinion 
that  the  principle  to  be  adopted  in  all  our 
legislation  for  the  government  of  Ireland, 
should  be  equal  rights  and  equal  privileges. 
With  respect  to  the  measure  before  the 
House,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  think  that  it  was  founded  upon  a  feeling 
of  hostility  to  the  Irish  landlords.  If  there 
was  such  a  feeling  existing  with  respect  to 
the  Irish  landlords,  he  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  there  was 
not  some  ground  for  suspicion  with  respect 
to  their  conduct  in  the  recent  distress  in 
Ireland  ?  It  was  very  convenient,  perhaps, 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  a 
distinction  between  the  resident  and  non- 
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resident  proprietors;  1  »  pubUr  of  tUs 

country  looked  to  the  pr     rietori  of  In- 
land as  a  whole;  and  a  nght  Ut  ct- 
pect  from  them,  as  a  whole,  the  fulElmeol 
of  their  duty  in  ibc  j^amc  way    &»   it  ww 
performed  by  the  landlords  of  Enf^lftod  mJ 
Scotland.     When  ho  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  describe  a  sceoc   which  had 
occurred  in  ^at  county  with    i^eapeci  te 
the  cultivation  of  a  portioti  of  wilit  IaimI  Vr 
certain  poor  persons  who  were  ejected  Uw 
moment  they  had  brought  it  into  a  s^U<«  df 
fertility,  in  order  to  be  placed  in  another 
barren  spot,  merely  to  resume  thrir  fntlX' 
less  labour,  to  be  fgoi^tcd  ag-ain  in  stmlUr 
circumstances — ^when  such  statcmptita  a« 
these  were  made,  not  by  EngltabmcE),  IM 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  oim  oomm^ 
trymen,  md  the  right  ban.  Gentlenioti  ihink 
that  they  would  not  f produce  an  effrot  npao. 
the  feelings  of  this  country  ?     The  |vn>- 
prietors  of  this  country  were  heavily  fiib«d 
for  the  support  of  thc^i-  own  poor.     lie  had 
been  informed,  for    instance,   thai    L«nJ 
Hood  had  been  rated  for  hh  property,  n««r 
Coventry,  to  the  extent  of  -tU*.  an  at'«»  in 
times  of  less  distress    than  tlio  pt>eM«i]t> 
Was  it  wonderful  then,  wlien  thv   U<id«4l 
proprietors  of  this  country  wcro  ohUgod  to 
make  such  exertions  for  the  relief  of  iHeir 
own  poor,  and  when  they  saw  thp  coi>#ft> 
quences  arising  from  the  want  of  a  proper 
system  of  relief  for  the  destitution  n€  Trfr- 
land,  that  they  should  turn  round  and  Miy, 
"As  the  present  sv^ti^m  has  faitod.  W  lu 
see  whether  a  new  pjstem  will  rpm*?dy  (Im 
evil?"     This  was  tliL*  ewine  of  the  feeling 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gt^titleman 
plained.     He  cadkl  uporj  ibe  right 
Gentleman  to  reHoet   >%hat   thl»   i?<MtiitfT 
was  now  required  to  do.     The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  hnd  stated  that  lie  wsa 
called  upon  to  raise  h^r£^  An  me  of  iDon«>y  hr 
way  of  taxation  for   (he  rcSef  of  Iri^niKL 
The  pubUc  had  ahr>  contributed  lAt^j^ 
generously,  and  volimtarily^  towarda  tot 
same  object.     But*  beyond  tlii^,  w*^  had  at 
this  moment  the  Irish  pf>r*r  pr^miiig  uj 
the  rates  of  this  country.     The 
Liverpool  had  been  often  refrrrrd  t©s 
let  them  also  look  tn  Heihnjii*groen 
the  west  of  Scotland,  and  thf*y  would 
that  three-fourths  in  rtomo  ca«c!«,  and 
half  in  others,  of  the  local  rat«i 
for  the  relief  of  Irit^h  destitution^  which 
absolutely  unprovided  for  nl  home.     TIm 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ni^od  not  iborafirt 
have  gone  so  far  as  hr  had  gotie  ftr  m- 
reason  why  the  peti|ito  of  Hxla  country 
detemimed  to  put  an  rnd    \  thia  tUle  if 
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things.  The  puhlic  would  Lear  with  siu- 
cere  gratification  the  BtatGtncnt  of  the  nohlo 
Lord  that  evening.  For  himself,  ho  hnd 
heard  with  great  satisfaction  the  determi- 
nation of  a  united  Cnbinet  to  curvy  thiB 
measure  as  a  part  of  their  policy  towards 
Ireland.  He  had  had  uo  doubt  on  the  sub- 
jeet  himself ;  but  the  sincerity  of  the  Ca- 
binet had  been  doubted  by  others,  llo  Iiad 
even  heard  statements  in  that  House  im- 
]>uG;ning  it,  and  he  was  therefore  delighted 
to  hear  his  noble  Friend  boldly  assert  that 
it  was  the  determination  of  Government  to 
carry  through  this  great  measure — a  mea- 
sure from  the  passing  of  which,  whatever 
opinion  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  (Mr, 
Shaw)  might  have  upon  it,  he  believed 
Ireland  would  date  the  commencement  of 
her  regeneration.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  had  gone  into  a  long  statement  of  the 
reasons  and  arguments  which  a  great  many 
able  men  had  adduced,  who  had  generally 
concurred  in  lamenting  the  necessity,  if 
not  in  resisting  the  enactment,  of  out-door 
rehef;  but  since  that  opinion  bad  been 
promulgated — and  he  did  not  stand  thei^e 
to  quarrel  with  the  reasoning  upon  which 
it  was  founded — but  aince  that  opinion  had 
been  promulgated,  what  had  been  our  ex- 
perience on  the  subject  ?  Human  nature 
could  not  be  cut  and  carved  with  square 
and  compasses  to  precise  rules;  circum- 
stances must  be  taken  as  they  aroj^e;  and 
this  present  measure  would  no  doubt  re- 
quire revision  from  time  to  time  to  meet 
circumstances  as  they  ahould  arrive.  Ho 
was  content  with  it  as  a  great  stop  towards 
a  better  state  of  things;  he  did  not  pre- 
tend to  say  it  was  perfect.  With  respect, 
for  instance,  to  the  question  whether  rating 
should  be  by  electoral  district  or  by  union, 
it  would  probably  be  fimud  by  experieucc 
ultimately  that  we  should  be  obhged  to 
adopt  one  rule  with  respect  to  the  great 
towns,  another  with  respect  to  the  rural 
districts,  and  perhap-^  a  third  with  respect 
to  the  rural  districts  where  there  were 
small  towns.  It  might  be  wrong  to  scpa* 
rate  a  city  like  Cork  into  electoral  divisions; 
but  where  a  landed  proprietor  Lad  been 
spending  his  whole  life  in  improving  his 
neighbourhood,  it  would  surely  be  wrong 
also  to  ruin  him  by  uniting  this  neighbour- 
hood for  rating  purposes  with  that  of  a 
proprietor  who  had  entirely  neglected  his 
tenantry.  Experienre  would  enable  us  to 
adapt  the  law  to  meet  the  varying  circum- 
stances of  the  country;  but  we  must  com- 
mence this  great  reform  with  aome  new 
system.     One  word  with  reaped  to  A  sub* 


ject  to  which  allusion  had  already  been 
made — the  Btato  of  the  poor  law  for  Scot- 
land, Tiie  Government,  it  seemed,  fore- 
saw no  necessity  for  an  extension  of  this 
principle  of  out-door  rehef  to  Scotland.  He 
mu&t  say,  that  he  too  saw  no  necessity  at 
preaeut;  and  he  must  admit,  that  much  eu& 
he  objected  to  the  eii^ting  plan  when  it 
was  proposed  by  tlm  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J,  Graham)*  he  had  been  more  than 
satisfied  with  tlio  working  of  it.  This, 
however,  might  be  partly  owing  to  the  good 
miinagement  of  that  very  efficient  officer, 
Sir  J.  M'Neillf  in  superintending  the  Board 
of  Edinburgh;  much  remained  to  bo  done, 
aud  that  law  also  mtght  he  found  to  require 
amend  men  ts  aud  exteusious.  He  thought 
that  in  the  lowland  districts  of  Scotland 
the  time  might  be  far  distant  when  it  would 
be  necessary  to  extend  the  law  with  respect 
to  relief  to  the  able-bodied  poor;  he  might 
probably  have  a  different  impression  with 
respect  to  the  highland  districta.  The 
noble  Lord  had  rightly  eaid,  that  the  ori- 
ginal principle  of  the  Scotch  law  was  pro- 
bably the  best  upon  which  a  system  of 
poor  laws  could  bc  founded.  The  persona 
entitled  to  relief  were  the  impotent  and 
perfectly  infirm  and  destitute;  the  vagrants 
were  very  summafily  dealt  with;  and  the 
race  of  beggars  that  now  infested  Ireland 
was  put  down  by  the  vigorous  execution  of 
the  law;  able-bodied  men  were  notcntitlf^d 
to  relief  from  poor  ratcsj  but  every  man 
upon  every  estate  who  was  out  of  employ- 
ment had  a  right  to  deuiand  from  the  pro- 
prietor of  that  estate  food  in  return  for  lo^ 
hour.  That  was  the  ancient  poor  law  of 
Scotknd»  and  better  pjinciples  were  not 
likely  to  be  very  soon  discovered.  He  (Mr. 
Ellicc)  was  convinced  that  the  Bill  before* 
the  ITouae  was  not  brought  forward  out  of 
hostility  to  the  landlords;  hut  simply  frcirn 
a  conviction  that  the  destitution  of  Ireland 
must  bo  provided  for  out  of  its  property  ; 
and  till  he  heard  a  bettor  plan  suggested 
for  offocting  that,  he  would  aupport  this 
measure. 

SihB.  HALL:  J[r.  Speaker:  Wheo 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Londou  intimated  to  the  House  that  it  wa« 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty'*  Government 
to  introflucc  a  Bill  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  Iriiih  Poor  Law,  and  stated  tbal  it  would 
contain  clauses  providing  for  out-door  rehef 
to  the  able-bodied  poor  under  certain  re- 
strictionSf  he  expressed  an  earnest  hope 
that  when  that  measure  was  brought  for- 
ward>  it  would  not  only  have  the  acqui- 
esccncoi  but  the  cordial  support  of  lion. 
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Members  connected  with  Ireland.  I  well 
recollect  the  yerj  significant  silence  with 
wbich  that  announcement  was  receiTcd, 
and  I  was  prepared  for  the  opposition 
wbicb  was  tbreatened  on  Monday  last  bj 
the  riffbt  bon.  and  learned  Member  tbe 
Becorder  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sbaw),  and  wbicb 
he  has  manifested  so  strongly  this  evening. 
But,  whatcTer  opposition  f  could  have  ex- 
pected— whatever  might  be  the  nature  of 
the  amendments  to  be  proposed  by  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman — I  never  could  have 
supposed  that  he  would  have  made  such 
attacks  as  he  has  thought  proper  to  make 
upon  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government — attacks  as  unfounded  as  they 
are  unjust,  but  displaying  the  weakness  of 
the  cause  which  is  advocated  so  strenuously 
by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  has  brought 
forward  this  Bill  against  his  own  convic- 
tion, and  for  the  sole  and  especial  purpose 
of  ruining  the  Irish  landlords.  I  was  glad 
to  find  when  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
uttered  these  sentiments,  that  they  did  not 
meet  with  any  response  from  the  House — 
that  not  one  solitary  cheer  greeted  such  an 
assertion ;  and  I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
there  is  not  a  man,  either  in  this  House  or 
out  of  it,  however  much  ho  may  differ  from 
my  noble  Fnend  in  political  opinions,  who 
would  accuse  him  of  such  dishonesty  of 
purpose,  and  such  unworthy  motives.  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  complains  of  the 
noble  Lord  for  having  stated  his  views  as 
to  the  future  progress  of  this  measure :  he 
finds  fault  with  the  noble  Lord  and  Gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  of  the  House  for  having 
discussed  the  great  features  which  arc 
contained  in  the  Bill.  But  what  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  desire?  Docs  he 
wish  a  Bill  of  this  nature  to  pass  without 
discussion  until  ho  arrives  at  the  clauses 
which  he  objects  to  ?  Does  he  think  that 
he  will  stifle  discussion — that  he  will  pre- 
vent hon.  Members  expressing  their  opin- 
ions in  this  House,  and  letting  those 
opinions  go  forth  to  the  public  through 
those  channels  of  communication  by  which 
the  public  are  daily  informed  of  all  our 
proceedings?  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  this  is  the  proper  time  for 
discussion.  The  second  reading  was  passed 
almost  sub  silentio;  and  the  only  other 
period  when  a  full  discussion  could  with 
propriety  and  convenience  be  taken,  is 
when  the  Motion  is  made  for  going  into 
Committee.  My  noble  Friend  did  right  in 
opening  the  discussion.     The  right  hon. 


Gentleman  has  followed  him,  and  I 
endeavour  to  reply  to  the  :  iglit  hon.  aad 
learned  Gentleman.  When  we  hti  dis- 
cussed Irish  Bubjecta,  the  riffht  Imml  Qcn^ 
tleman  made  great  compbinti  egviMll 
those  who  had  ventured  to  aaimidfeM  mk 
the  conduct  of  the  Irish  landlords.  He  wM^ 
**  Do  not  deal  in  generalities.  If  Aei^ 
are  such  hard-hearted  persons  as  joo  di^ 
scribe,  if  such  landlordis  do  ezirt»  let  «s 
hear  who  they  are — ^give  us  some 
— ^tell  us  your  authority  for  the 
you  make,  that  we  may  hare  the  power  eff 
meeting  you. ' '  And  now  to-nig^t»  ftarinifc 
I  suppose,  that  we  shall  act  as  he  dealiJ^ 
he  tells  us  that  it  is  wrong  to  enter  fafti 
what  he  terms  the  intricacies  of  prifie 
life.  But  I  accept  the  ohalleDge  of  tUk 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  will  give  Uifc 
names  and  circumstances,  as  he  §nt  tt^ 
manded,  and  I  will  leave  the  Houae  wA 
the  public  to  judge  whedier  or  not  I 
grounds  for  the  accusationB  I  made.  I 
most  willing  and  ready  to  admit  that 
are  some  most  excellent  landlords  in  IrefattiA 
— ^men  who  are  making  the  mateat 
fices  to  alleviate  the  distress  m  their  i 
bourhood;  and  if  I  name  sueh  landloftii 
as  the  Marauess  of  Londonderry,  the  Mbv- 

2uess  of  Waterford,  and  the  Marqneas  dt 
lansdowne,  as  Members  of  the  other  Hovml 
and  my  noble  Friend  the  Seeretarr  m 
State  for  Foreign  Affurs  (Lord  Paftnar 
ston),  and  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  Ika 
Member  for  Donegal  (Colonel  Conoli^ 
and  say  that  they  are  amongst  ike  hmk 
landlords  in  Ireland,  I  am  sure  they  wfll 
not  consider  that  I  am  disparaging  their 
great  exertions  if  I  say  that  I  believe  Ihai 
there  are  hundreds  who  are  vieing  wHk 
them  in  their  works  of  charify.  Bnt  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I 
the  great  body  of  landlords  do  not 
these  bright  examples;  and  with  the 
dulgence  of  the  House  I  will  endeamor  te 
prove  this  assertion.  I  will  first 
with  the  boards  of  guardians;  and 
represent,  to  a  great  extent,  the  " 
in  the  several  unions  of  Ireland.  If  aanf 
hon.  Member  will  take  the  trouble  to  look 
through  the  Twelfth  Report  of  the  Peer 
Law  Commissioners,  which  was  laid  iMfOH 
the  Table  of  the  House  last  year,  he  wB 
there  find  that  they  make  the  grsaleal 
complaints  at  the  conduct  of  the  goarfiaai^ 
in  not  opening  their  workho  ses  and  Uiwf* 
ing  rates  after  they  had  \h  "  * 

to  open  them.  The  Comn 
stating  that  they  had  great 
the  authorities  of  the  Clb   » 
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nounce  that  they  had  at  last  |>erauaded 
them  to  open  the  workhouse  for  tbo  recep- 
tion of  paupers.  In  the  cases  of  the 
Wcstport  and  Caatlcrca  unjonft,  thej-  were 
ohliged  to  press  proceedings  in  the  Queen's 
Bench  for  the  purpose  of  malting  the  gaar- 
dians  open  the  workhouses.  The  gnanlidna 
at  Westport  showod  eause  against  the  rule* 
The  guardians  of  Caatlerea  also  opposed; 
and  finally,  wheu  a  rule  for  man  dam  us 
was  made  absolute .  they  passed  a  resolu- 
tion to  open  their  workhouses ;  and  then, 
in  defiance  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners, 
struck  a  rate  of  only  twopeneo  in  the 
pound.  In  the  Tuam  union,  the  guar- 
dians showed  cause  afvainst  the  writ  of 
mandamus ;  the  Court  gave  judgment 
against  the  return »  with  full  eoats,  and  the 
guardians  on  the  I? 0th  March,  1 84:0^  p^it  in 
course  of  collection  the  rate  which  was  duo 
in  1842.  The  conduct  of  the  guardians, 
both  in  Tuam  and  Castlerea,  waa  so  bad, 
that  they  were  dismissed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  the  boards  dissolved.  I  will 
now  proceed  to  shovr  the  II o use  what  has 
been  the  conduct  of  other  boards.  In  the 
following  unions  only  one  rate  was  struck 
from  the  formation  of  the  unions  to  the  5th 
of  August,  1845:  In  Castlerea,  one  rate 
at  4^c?.  in  the  pound.  Enniskillen,  Ken- 
mare,  Listowell,  one  rate  at  7hd.  in  the 
pound.  Bantry,  Killarney,  Ji^wineford, 
Westport,  one  rate  at  1  Od.  in  the  pound. 
Dunfanaghy,  Inisbowen,  Lowtherstown^ 
one  rate  at  1^.  in  the  pound.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  say*  '*  Very  true; 
but  these  unions  have  only  been  lately 
foi-med."  That,  howevor,  is  not  the  case; 
some  of  them  were  formed  in  1839,  and 
the  most  recent  formation  xvas  on  the  20th 
July,  1841.  But  when,  upo»  a  former  oe* 
casion,  I  addressed  the  House  on  Irish 
subjects,  I  rose  in  consequence  of  a  speech 
which  had  been  just  delivered  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Cork  (the  cause  of 
whose  absence  at  the  present  time  must  he 
a  source  of  much  distress  to  his  friends). 
That  hon.  Gentlcrnan.  after  giving  a  fright- 
ful picture  of  the  stnte  of  hi*  eomitry^  pro- 
ceeded to  say  that  he  considered  the  Eng- 
lish landlords  anpwerable  for  the  lives  of  no 
less  than  two  millions  and  a  half  of  hi»  fel- 
low-countrymen. It  was  impossible  for 
me  to  hear  such  a  statement,  and  aiiow  it 
to  pass  off  in  silence.  I  ventured  in  repu- 
diate any  such  assertion;  1  saiJ,  that  so 
far  from  the  responsibility  resting  with  us, 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland  had  not  done 
their  duty — that  England  was  doing  every 
thing,  and  Ireland  comparatively  nothing. 


I  showed  to  the  Houae  how  unfounded  was 
suAi  an  attempt  to  throw  the  n.^sponsjbiUtv 
upon  us.  I  proved  that  in  some  unitins  the 
guardians  actually  refused  to  maintain  even 
the  in-door  paupers,  and  that  some  of  those 
union-houses  were  not  nearly  filled  at  that 
time ;  that  the  neighbouring  districts  and 
baronies  were  inhabited  by  men  capable  of 
paying  their  rates,  and  they  had  not  paid 
them ;  and  when  I  mentioned  the  nnion^t  of 
Oastlebar,  Ballina^  Westport,  and  Ba^lin- 
robe,  I  was  attackcfl  for  so  doing  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wycombe  (Mr,  Bernal 
Osborne),  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow  (Sir  iJcnhara  Nori*eys),  for 
having  made  such  seleetione.  The  former 
said,  that  they  were  not  a  fair  example?  of 
what  had  boon  done  in  Ireland;  and  the 
latter  made  use  of  the  courteous  phra»e, 
and  told  me  that  in  citing  these  nuionSp 
and  giving  an  account  of  the  horrors  winch 
csisted  in  Skibberocn,  I  was  '*  pamleiing 
to  the  vicious  taste  of  the  British  public^ 
and  that  I  oughts  instead  of  citing  four 
unions  only,  to  look  at  what  has  been  done 
in  the  other  126  unions  of  Ireland/'  I 
will  proceed  at  once  to  the  task  assigned 
me;  and  when  I  have  peHormed  it^  1  will 
tell  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  I  will  tell  the 
House*  what  has  been  done  in  his  own 
union  <»f  Mallow.  I  think  th»  fairest  way 
of  meeting  this  object,  will  be  to  select 
certain  counties  in  England,  having  the 
same  rotcable  income  as  Ireland,  and  lihow 
what  has  been  done  here,  and  then  com* 
pare  with  tt  what  has  boen  done  tn  thfl 
sister  country.  I  will  make  no  partictilar 
selection.  I  wiJl  take  the  first  thivteon 
counties  in  England,  heginning  with  Berk* 
shirCt  and  ending  with  Gloucestershire,  for 
I  find  the  ru(L*ab1o  income  of  thof^c  counties 
and  the  ratt^able  income  of  the  one  hundred 
and  thirty  Irish  unions  was,  in  the  year 
1845,  v^rj  nearly  of  the  same  amount; 
— In  the  thirteen  first  counties  in  Eng- 
land, taken  alphabetically,  the  population 
amounted  to  ^,154,4^?5.  The  annual  in- 
come assessed  to  the  pom-'s  rnte  wa» 
13,553,^36^  The  amouat  levied  and  col- 
lected for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  eiclusivo 
of  pollt^o  and  county  rate*,  Jtc,  wan 
l,lb9,370/.  ;  hcin<,^  about  8  per  cent  of 
the  income;  and  the  number  of  pan|>ers  re- 
lieved was  308,490,  being  nine  per  cent  of 
the  population.  In  the  130  unioUii  of  Ire- 
land there  is  a  population  of  8,174,268. 
The  annual  income  assessed  to  the  poor'a 
rate  is  13,204,234i,  The  amount  levied 
for  relief  of  the  poor  was  298,813/. ;  being 
about  2^  per  ceat  of  the  rateable  iacome} 
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and  the  number  of  paupers  relieved  was 
125,774,  being  about  l|  per  cent  of  the 
population.  So  that  the  result  is,  that 
whilst  that  portion  of  England  having  the 
same  rental  that  Ireland  has,  pays  8  per 
cent  to  the  poor,  Ireland  pays  only  2^;  and 
whilst  England,  with  a  smaller  number  of 
paupers,  relieves  nine  per  cent  of  her  popu- 
lation, Ireland,  with  a  larger  amount,  re- 
lieves only  \\  per  cent.  But  I  will  pro- 
ceed another  step,  and  I  will  show  the  two 
hon.  Members  that  Wales,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  only  911,603,  or  one-ninth  of  all 
Ireland,  and  with  a  rateable  income  of 
only  2,854,6 18^,  or  little  more  than  one- 
fourth  of  the  income  of  Ireland,  expended 
in  the  same  year  385,375^.  for  the  poor, 
being  more  than  25  per  cent  beyond  what 
was  collected  in  Ireland;  and  if  I  chuse  to 
multiply  instances  to  show  the  neglect  of 
duty  iu  the  Irish  unions,  I  could  name 
counties  in  England  paying  more  poor 
rates  than  the  whole  of  Ireland.  And 
now,  I  beg  the  hon.  Baronet's  attention, 
whilst  1  proceed  to  show  what  has  been 
done  in  Mallow;  and  I  must  say,  that  when 
the  hon.  Baronet  got  up  and  accused  me 
of  **  pandering  to  the  vicious  taste  of  the 
British  people,*'  and  presented  himself  as 
a  champion  of  Irish  landlords,  I  was  led  to 
suppose  that  his  own  neighbourhood  might 
afturd  a  specimen  of  good  management — 
that  the  landlords  had  done  their  duty — 
that  want  and  misery  were,  comparatively 
speaking,  unknown  in  the  district — and  if 
inquiry  was  made,  I  should  find  that  Mallow 
was  a  bright  example  tu  all  other  unions. 
But  what  is  the  result  i  I  hold  in  my  hand 
a  copy  of  the  Jh'port  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee  appointed  to  itupiirc  into  the  statis- 
tics of  Distress  in  the  Parishes  of  Malloir 
and  liahan.  It  it  a  })rinted  document,  and 
has  been  drawn  up  with  great  care  by 
some  of  the  most  resj>ectable  inhabitants 
of  those  places.  I  .shall  have  to  make 
Hoine  quotations  from  this  document,  and 
1  will  at  the  same  time  fulfil  my  promise 
to  the  right  hon.  Iveconler  of  Dublin.  Be- 
fore I  do,  I  think  it  btitter  that  I  should  at 
once  put  the  House  in  possession  of  the 
authorities  1  have  for  the  statements  I  am 
about  to  make.  The  House  has  already 
been  informed  that  a  deputation  of  the 
lloinan  Catholic  clergy  eaine  over  to  this 
<M>uiitry  a  short  time  since,  for  the  pur- 
j>ose  of  having  an  interview  with  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  (iovern- 
ment  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill  n<»w  un- 
d(?r  our  consideration.  These  reverend 
gentleuKMi  during  their  stay  in  this  metro- 
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polls,  did  me  the  honour  of  waiting  upon 
me,  and  they  gave  me  the  informatiim 
which  I  am  about  to  detail  to  the  Hoiike. 
They  assured  me  that  I  might  most 
roughly  rely  on  the  accuracy  of  the  \ 
ments,  and  relate  every  word  without  fear 
of  contradiction.  You  have  heard  from 
several  Members  who  addressed  the  Houae 
on  Monday  last,  and  who  are  acquainted 
with  the  Rev.  Dr.  Collins  and  the  Rer. 
Justin  McCarthy,  that  they  are  most  esti- 
mable and  most  respectable  gentlemen. 
It  would,  therefore,  he  absurd  in  me  to 
offer  any  further  eulogy,  or  to  hesitate  in 
receiving  their  assurance  of  the  truth  of 
the  statement  I  am  about  to  lay  before  the 
House.  I  find  from  returns  made  to  *!»■■ 
House,  that  the  parishes  of  Mallow  and 
Rahan  form  part  of  the  union  of  MaHow. 
and  were  so  united  on  the  11th  of  March, 
1839.  The  population  of  the  whole  uiuon 
amounts  to  G3,2S2,  and  the  rateable  in- 
come is  122,709/.  The  rates  struck,  ayer- 
age  annually  only  iy\d.  in  the  pound;  hut 
I  have  not  any  accurate  statement  of  the 
amount  actually  collected.  The  commit- 
tee of  these  two  parishes  of  Mallow  and 
Rahan,  commence  tlieir  report  hj  stating 
the  amount  of  destitution  in  certain  lanea 
in  the  town  of  Mallow.  They  describe 
in  one  return  sixty-six  families,  or  304  in- 
dividuals, as  not  having  any  potatoes  or 
fuel,  whilst  their  clothing  and  bedding 
bad,  and,  with  few  exceptions,  they 
without  em])loyment.  The  next  return 
comprises  fifty- three  families,  or  279  per- 
sons, in  the  same  sad  condition.  And  I 
wish  the  House  to  remark,  that  this  state 
of  misery  iu  the  town  of  Mallow  existed 
previous  to  the  summer  of  1846.  I  wili 
now  point  out  what  is  the  condition  of  the 
farming  peasantry  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Mallow.  On  the  8th  of  August,  the  com- 
mittee of  that  town  assembled,  and  ex- 
amined one  .lames  Xeaglc,  who  sajs,  that 
he  lives  at  Bally magooley,  in  the  parish  of 
Rahan,  and  that  he  is  a  farmer.  He  is 
asked — 


"  Do  t)io  Lindlonis  of  the  ilintriot  t.ike  much  is- 
tort'^t  ill  the  iini»n»voiii(4it  uf  £irmini^  iu  joar 
iH'iifhbourlKHHl  i — No  iiiton*»t  wJintcver,  except  ia 
g<*tting  tlu-  rt'iit. 

*•  Ik)  thoy  iriro  iinu*h  .iKsistaiiCo  lo  their  tenuiC- 
ry  in  iinprovinir  or  work  in  cr  thoir  famm  ? — Tbefv 
are  iid  toii:im<i  p*t  any  .issintance,  except  the  R»r. 
(Jt'orir<»  K.  ('i)tn*r. 

*•  l)iil  vtiii  ri-^-oivi*  siMue  ai^Hintanee  fram  the  Her. 
Ruirorsoii  <'oitt'r  * — Nut  a  farthing. 

*'  An'  yiiu  w«>ll  infornifd  on  thin  tuhjoet  f  Ds 
you  tliink  you  would  have  heard  if  he  had  iPiirtid 
his  tenantry  ^ — I  certainly  vhuuld,  for  there  la 
soun,'oly  a  day  tliat  1  havo  not  »oiue 
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tion  with  his  tenants.    He  luti  neither  Mtisted  tbe  people  are  really  obliged  to  dioae  Mem* 

them,  nor  given  them  any  abatement  in  the  wnt  y^^  ^£o  will  put  the  case  cleariy  before 

A  tenant  of  his  went  to  him  last  week,  and  told  ^       yj    and  the  iTOod  landlords  eannot 

him  that  all  his  poUtoes  were  black ;  and  he  laid,  ^''-  F***^^»  "r**  ^^T  ®^  mm*uiww  v«iuv» 

•  If  they  are  bhwk.  I  did  not  bhwken  them,"  and  find  any  fault  with  us  for  so  doing.     But 


told  him  that  he  did  not  want  such  people  at  all 
on  his  ground. 

*'  What  is  the  nature  of  the  Rev.  Bfr.  Cotter's 
land  ? — Nothing  but  bad  mountain  bog,  which  be- 
longed to  the  people  themselves  a  few  yean  ago ; 
and  he  being  a  man  worth  ready  money,  purchased 
their  oUim  of  grazing  on  the  ground,  then  let  it 
out  at  a  very  high  rent. 

"  At  what  rate  does  Mr.  Cotter  let  this  land  f — 
At  from  fifteen  shillings  to  a  pound  an  acre. 

*'  What  do  you  think  is  its  proper  value  ? — From 
three  to  five  shillings  an  acre. 

"  Do  the  tenants  get  any  assistance  m  reclaim- 
ing this  Und,  in  making  ditches,  or  draining  it  ? — 
No  allowance  whatever;  but  when  the  term  of 
those  who  have  improved  the  black  bog,  is  out, 
the  rent  is  raised  on  them  five  or  ten  shillings  an 
acre. 

"  What  is  the  principal  food  of  the  people  in  this 
neighbourhood  ? — Of  hite  they  have  had  nothing 
but  Indian  meal.  I  have  often  known  them  to 
have  nothing  but  nettles  and  corn-kail,  the  weed 
that  grows  among  the  com :  a  woman  in  Bally- 
magooly,  about  a  fortnight  ago,  after  she  and  her 
family  had  fasted  twenty-four  hours,  broke  her 
fast  on  meal  of  corn-kail. 

*'  What  is  the  woman's  name  % — Betty  Barry. 

"  On  whose  property  does  she  live  ? — Mr.  Cour- 
tcnay's." 

I  beg  the  House  will  bear  this  name  in 
mind,  because  I  shall  have  to  mention  it 
again  in  a  few  minutes.  The  examination 
proceeds : — 

*'  Has  Mr.  Courtenay  given  any  astbtanoe  to 
those  poor  people,  who  hold  small  houses  from 
him  in  Ballymagooly  ? — Afler  Mr.  M'Carthy's  let- 
ter, we  heard  his  agent  was  willing  to  give  em- 
ployment, and  was  ready  to  engage  twenty  men. 
I  therefore  took  up  twenty  men  with  me  to  hit 
gate ;  but  the  steward  told  me  they  were  not 
wanted,  that  it  was  only  two  or  three  women  and 
small  girls  he  wanted,  for  weeding.  *We  only 
want  two  or  three  men  for  a  few  days,'  says  he. 

*'  Is  this  all  the  assistance  he  gave  to  these 
starving  people  ? — This  is  all. 

"  What  is  the  amount  of  his  property  T — Many 
thousands  a  year." 

I  will  now  proceed  to  show  what  some  of 
the  landlords  in  these  districts  hare  done. 
[Mr.  Shaw:  Are  there  no  bad  landlords  in 
England?]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  me  if  there  are  not  any  bad  landlords 
in  England?  There  are  plenty  of  them,  I 
have  no  doubt;  but  that  is  not  the  question 
before  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  challenged  me  to  produce  some 


proofs  of  bad  lanmords  in  Ireland,  and  I  °^ 
will  do  so.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^ 
said,  the  tone  that  was  taken  in  this  place 
about  Irish  landlords,  was  most  distastefnl 
to  the  Irish  people.  I  beg  to  differ  from 
the  learned  Gentleman;  it  may  be  distaste- 
ful to  certain  landlords,  bnt  I  bdiere  that 
VOL,XC.     {JX} 


first  of  all,  I  will  read  a  letter  from  Mr.  T. 
McCarthy  to  the  Rer.  D.  M.  Collins,  one 
of  the  deputation  from  the  Catholic  derCT 
assembled  at  Fermoy.  The  letter  is  datMy 
Mallow,  March  2,  1847,  and  the  writer 
says — 

**  ETerything  is  going  on  prottj  well,  thank 
God,  as  &r  as  the  presung  duties  of  the  pariik 
are  ooBoemed.  We  have  many  tiek  calls;  no 
day  under  thirteen  or  fourteen.  Yesterday  wt 
had  sixteen,  seven  or  eight  of  which  ware  in  tho 
pooriionse;  but  we  manage  to  attend  them  all. 
Several  hare  died  linoe  yon  left  of  ftanratlon. 
I  applied  to  the  coroner  to  hold  inqvestt  on 
two  of  the  most  extreme  cases,  wboi  of  mj 
own  knowledge  I  knew  death  to  haTo  been 
caused  by  hunger  and  cold,  and  that  too,  under 
circumstances  Uie  most  distressiiw  of  any  I  ha?o 
yet  witnessed.  Tlie  husband  topped  on  tho 
works,  and  was  brought  home— the  wife  was  iU 
for  some  days  preriously.  When  I  called,  they 
were  both  lying  on  the  same  bed— the  latter  ^* 
ing  of  fliorKf  pedieulans,  the  most  loathsome  ob- 

dl  CTcr  beheld — ber  whole  hoe  coTCved  an 
i  thick  with  thece  disgnsting  rermin.  Tho 
only  coTeriacs  they  had,  weve  the  rsgi  thcry  wore 
during  the  day,  which  scarcely  snfloed  for  tho 
decent  covering  of  their  persons.  The  wretched 
woman  had  not  even  a  chemise.  It  was  near  ten 
o'clock  when  I  visited  them,  and  they  were  both 
corpses  before  morning.  The  coroner,  on  my  ap- 
plication to  have  an  inquest,  informed  me  the 
coroner  of  the  county  haa  come  to  the  determi- 
nation to  hM  no  more  inquests  on  persons  dyt^f 
of  starvation,  the  number  had  beoome  to  great  m 
late." 

I  win  now  read  an  extract  from  anodier 
letter,  dated  Midleton,  March  1st:— 

"  As  to  the  amount  of  donations  received  fhna 
landlords  from  January,  1846,  to  Jannary,  1847, 
deducting  Lord  Bfidletco's  sobseription,  they  are 
indeed  very  smalL  Mr.  Courtenay,  with  a  pro- 
perty of  6,0001.  per  amram,  sobecrfesd  the  nniai- 
ficent  sum  of  SH :  Longft^,  of  Gsstleniany,  with  a 
woperty  of  10,0001.  per  annum,  sabseribed  8L 
The  Uttdlords,  if  left  to  themsdves,  win  ioflhr  the 
people  to  itsrvo." 

The  Rer.  J.  McCarthy,  in  a  note  addreased 
to  me  says — 

"  In  reference  to  Mr.  Coortensj  mentionsd  In 
the  letter  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Mvny  of  MUMon, 
thoogh  be  hae  aboat  6061.  or  6iiL  per  amnsi  in 
Rahaa,  near  Mdlow,  he  gave  last  year  not  mm 
haiqpenttjto«horeUsrftm£  Hohasat  Usfsto 
and  on  his  properly  cm  of  ths  SMst  wiotshid 
liamlets  in  the  soonty,  and  he  r 


t  the  soonty,  and  he  feeds  at  tUs  piaes  a 

of  hmrtlng  docs  with  iMsl  and  now  ndlk 

inxurioasly,  that  the  poor  people  often  wtj, 

U  would  be  well  if  we  were  Mr.  CeaHenears 

dogs.'" 

Mr.  McCarthy  adds— 

*«  Near  600{.  were  eeOeeted  fer  the  nUsf  sf 
distieisinMsllowin  1846.    Qne« 
gsve66I.,sUthei 
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in  the  difltriot  gaye  onlj  lil.,  though  the  anniutl 
TaloAtion  in  the  rate-book  was  about  30,000^ 

I  may  now,  howerer,  state  one  bright  ex- 
ception. Colonel  Gardiner,  an  officer  who 
has  distinguished  himself  most  gallantly  in 
Her  Majesty's  service,  not  having  any 
land  in  the  district,  but  only  a  mortgage, 
sent  501.,  and  his  servant  also  sent  251.  to 
lus  family.  I  have  another  letter  from  the 
Rev.  T.  Collins,  dated  Mallow,  3rd  March, 
which  corroborates  the  statement  of  Mr. 
McCarthy.  Mr.  Barry,  of  Kanturk,  also 
says — 

"  That  up  to  the  Ist  March,  the  gross  collec- 
tion was  444/. ;  of  this  there  was  subscribed  hj  the 
Society  of  Friends,  20/.,  hj  the  Central  Relief 
Committee,  40/.,  Lord  Lieutenant's  donation, 
186/. ;  and  Sir  £.  Ticmey  gave  100/." 

The  other  landlords  ho  enumerates  are, 
Mr.  Longfield,  with  6,000^  a  year,  who 
gave  151.;  Mr.  Russell,  2,000^  a  year, 
gave  51.  ;  Mr.  Leahy,  1,5001.  a  year, 
gave  51.;  another  Mr.  Leahy,  with  600^. 
a  year,  gave  51. ;  and  other  landlords, 
having  13,500{.  per  annum,  gave  251.: 
BO  that  at  Kanturk  these  landlords,  with 
23,600?.  per  annum,  gave  only  551.  I 
could  enumerate  some  other  cases,  but  I 
will  not  trouble  the  House  with  them. 
But  let  us  consider  for  a  moment  what  was 
the  condition  of  the  peasantry  in  this  dis- 
trict in  the  years  1824  and  1825,  and  let 
lis  sec  if  any  improvement  has  taken  place 
at  the  present  time.  Mr.  O'Driscoll,  a 
barrister,  who  was  examined  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  in  the  former  year, 
gives  this  following  evidence  : — 

"  Will  you  dc8cril)e  to  the  Committee,  generally, 
the  condition  of  the  people,  and  their  habits  of 
living. — In  that  part  of  the  country  (county 
Cork)  that  I  am  best  acquainted  witli,  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  is  the  very  worst  tliat  can  pos- 
sibly be.  Nothing  can  be  wortto  than  the  condition 
of  the  lower  classes  of  the  labourers,  and  the 
farmers  are  not  much  better.  They  have  nothing, 
whatever,  I  think,  but  the  potatoes  and  water — 
they  seldom  have  salt." 

The  right  rev.  Dr.  Doyle,  Roman  Catholic 
bishop  of  Kildarc  and  Leighlin,  also  says : — 

"  What  is  tlie  state  of  the  lower  onlcrs  of  the 
people  in  your  diocese? — I  can  safely  Mtute  to 
the  Committee,  that  the  extent  and  intensity  of 
their  distress  is  frr(>ater  than  any  langunge  can 
describe ;  and  that  1  think  the  lives  of  many 
hundreds  of  them  are  shortened  by  this  p:reat  dis- 
troH'i ;  it  also  onervati'M  their  minds  and  iMiralysvs 
their  cner^ries,  and  leaves  them  incajMible  of  al- 
most any  useful  exertion.  Thus  they  drag  out  an 
exiMteneo,  which  it  wen*  hotter  terminated  in  any 
way  than  to  bo  continued  in  the  manner  it  is  I " 

And— 

••  U.  l)e  la  Cour,  Ksq..  county  Cork  :  What 
is  the  condition  of  the  peasantry  ? — Wretched  in 
the  extreme. 


iMatirk 


"  Are  the  habitations  of  tha  people  of  thai  • 
try  exceeding  miienblef    luienU«f  witk 
few  exceptions." 

That  was  the  conation  of  the  i 
the  years  1824  and  1825.  I  wiD  i 
you  their  condition  at  the  present  dik^; 
I  beg  the  attention  of  the  hon*  «i 
for  Mallow,  for  he  ought  to  be  well  ae- 
quainted  with  the  locah^.  The  neme  if 
the  tenant  whose  case  I  bring  before  the 
House  is  Michael  Sulliran;  he  IWee  on  dM 
townland  of  Glounaviga,  in  the  peiiali  if 
Rahan,  and  the  following  stetement  ie  dM 
result  of  a  visit  made  to  ShIUtui  end  ee* 
veral  other  tenants,  whose  condition  ie 
precisely  similar : — 


**  A  high  bank  of  earth  appears  to  < 
part  of  the  front  wall  and  one  of  the  gablee  of  the 
cabin.  The  front  and  back  walls  of  tlie  eibieaie 
five  feet  high.  The  doorway  is  not  qiiito  §mst 
feet.  There  are  no  windows,  or  window  hoUi,  in 
the  cabin.  When  the  door  is  shut  the  Ughft  ii 
supplied  through  a  large  open  ohimiMj,  aad 
through  the  holes  in  the  roof  and  the  el  ~ 
in  the  door.  The  house  contUts  of  ooe  i 
apartment.  On  entering  the  house  two 
dren  started  up,  perfectly  naked,  fttwa  e  bod 
of  stones,  raised  like  a  blacksmith's  Are  piano 
behind  the  door.  The  stones  are  butthinlj  voilid^ 
by  a  slight  sprinkling  of  hay.  This  bed  if 
stones  is  the  only  bed  for  the  whole  femUj.  The 
only  coTering  is  an  old  sheet.  It  is  bow  twelve 
o'clock.  The  children  hare  eatc 
the  previous  moraing.  The  mother  is  out  i  _ 
the  mountains  seeking  food  for  the  &mil]r.  ^A 
child  twelve  months  old,  belonging  to  the  fcnilfv 
died  about  a  fortnight  ago  for  want  of  proper  IbodL 
The  mother  had  no  suck,  and  no  means  of  pt^ 
curing  milk.  The  two  naked  children  on  the  Ved 
of  stones  look  pale  and  emaciated.  Tbejr  oro 
evidently  sick.  The  writer  asked  for 
Thrre  is  no  chair :  one  is  borrowed.  He  1 
about  for  a  table  to  write  upon.  There  is  ne 
table  fit  for  such  a  purpose.  The  bellows,  "  ths 
universal"  writing  desk,  is  produeed.  The  ftiN 
niture  of  the  cabin  is  one  table,  one  coop,  two 
pots,  one  Ik)x,  one  stool,  two  basini,  and  thioo 
plates,  and  the  l)ed  of  stones  and  hay  with  the  old 
sheet  fur  a  covering.  Michael  SolUfan,  the  o^ 
cupant  of  the  cabin,  pays  1/.  10*.  a  year  ftr  Us 
cnbin,  and  2/.  5f.  for  half  an  English  aere  of  po> 
tato  garden.  He  pays  his  rent  with  his 
at  the  rate  of  Hix|)ence  a  day ;  it  ~ 
quires,  doiluctincthe  Sabbaths,  160  days,  i 
than  half  a  year's  hibour,  to  pay  for  hte  i 
hut  and  his  lialf  acre  of  mountain  bog.  The  i 
from  a  distant  mountain  spied  a  crowd  aroand  her 
li(»us<\  and  fearing  for  the  two  children  the  loft 
hohind,  bounded  down  the  mountain  and  tee 
thn»uirh  bog  and  swamp  to  learn  the  eaoee.  She 
arrived  at  the  threshold  of  her  own  door  OB- 
haustcMl,  just  as  the  writer  was  leaving  iL  FM* 
in^'  tiiat  her  childn>n  were  safe,  she  sank  4ove 
fainting  on  a  heap  of  dry  manure  by  the  side  if 
the  d(M)r.  A  piei*e  money  was  thrown  into  hor 
In  p.  She  did  not  seem  to  heed  it,  for  ber  oyo  wes 
directed  towards  the  bed  where  her  * 
lay.  The  family  coniiite  of  huibaed*  wfh,  i 
three  children." 


1317 


PocT  Belief 


{Maboh  12} 


(Ireland)  Bill 


1318 


Could  any  one,  after  reading  this  tale  of 
horror,  get  up  and  Baj  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords were  doing  their  duty  ?  and  could 
any  one  douht  the  truth  of  this  tale  f  I 
defy  the  most  fertile  imagination  to  invent 
such  a  recital ;  to  paint  such  a  picture  it 
must  he  copied  from  real  life.  And  what 
did  the  rev.  Mr.  Collins  say,  when  I  read 
this  account,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  it 
was  an  isolated  case — that  surely  such 
unparalleled  misery  could  not  exist  gene- 
rally ?  He  said,  *'  I  assure  you  that  this 
is  not  an  isolated  case.  It  is  a  fair  sample 
of  the  peasantry  in  our  part  of  the  coun- 
try.** Such,  then,  is  the  condition  of  the 
people  now,  and  such  it  was  in  1824  and 
1825,  and  so  it  will  continue  unless  the 
landlords  are  compelled  to  do  their  duty. 
I  will  now  proceed  to  show  the  House,  not 
from  any  ohservations  of  my  own,  hut  from 
the  writings  of  two  of  the  most  ahle  Irish 
authors,  what  they  thought  of  the  conduct 
of  the  landlords  of  their  own  country* 
Dr.  Swift,  nearly  a  century  and  a  half  ago, 
in  his  causes  of  wretchedness  in  Ireland, 
under  the  head  of  an  Irish  squire,  says — 

"  Every  squire,  almost  to  a  man,  is  a  raoker  of 
his  tenants,  a  jobber  of  public  works,  proud  and 
illiterate  ;  their  tyranny  and  oppression  are  visible 
in  every  part  of  the  kingdom,  and  they  delight  to 
see  their  vassals  in  the  dust." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  Dr.  Swift  in  the 
year  1710.  Now,  let  us  see  what  is  said 
by  a  right  rev.  hishop,  I  mean  Dr. 
Doyle — a  man  who  was  heloved  and  re- 
spected hy  all  who  knew  him,  and  who,  hy 
ms  excellent  conduct  as  a  Christian  minis- 
ter, left  a  bright  example  to  those  who 
might  come  after  him  and  occupy  that 
high  station  in  his  Church  which  he  so  ad- 
mirably filled — Dr.  Doyle,  ahout  the  year 
1825,  thus  descrihes  the  Irish  landlords. 
He  says — 

"  The  Irish  gentry  has  as  many  grades  as  there 
wore  steps  in  Jacob's  ladder.  Those  of  them  who 
are  possessed  of  large  estates,  and  whoee  educa- 
tion and  rank  should  lift  them  above  local  preju- 
dices, and  bless  them  with  a  knowledge  of  men 
and  things,  are,  for  the  greater  part,  absent  from 
the  country  ;  they  know  not  the  condition  of  their 
country,  unless  from  the  reports  of  their  agents ; 
some  of  whom,  to  my  knowledge,  are  most  excel- 
lent men  ;  whilst  others  of  them  are  unfteling  ex- 
tortioners, who  exercise  over  the  tenantry  an  in- 
conceivable tyranny,  and  are  the  very  wont  de- 
scription of  oppressors.  The  next  class  of  our 
gentry  are  the  men  of  large  fortunes,  who  reside 
in  the  country,  and  are  anxious  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  people.  Of  this  class  there  an 
several  who  cannot  alFord  to  make  such  saoriflecs 
as  would  bo  necessary  to  enable  their  tenantry  to 
acquire  capital,  or  who  have  suffisred  their  lands 
to  bo  so  divided  and  subdivided  as  that 
watit  arises,  almost  necessarily,  out  of  the 


bers  of  the  people,  and  the  want  of  eapital  to  af- 
ford them  employment. 

<*  But  the  great  mass  of  our  little  squires,  who 
are  called  gmitry,  are  men  of  much  pride  and  littie 


They  are  made  up  of  every  possible  description  of 
persons.  I  could  delineate  them  accurately  and 
minutely ;  but  I  think  it  better  to  state  generally, 
that  a  great  portion  of  these  men  are  the  very 
curse  and  scourge  of  Ireland.  They  are  numerous, 
they  are  very  ignorant,  they  are  extremely  bigoted, 
they  are  exoe^ngly  disb<mest,  they  tell  all  man- 
ner of  falsehoods-~and  so  frequent^  as  to  assumo 
with  themselves  the  appearance  of  truth. 

**  In  a  word,  they  could  not  be  intrusted  with 
your  honour  or  your  purse,  and  multitudes  of  them 
have  no  regard  for  the  sanctity  of  an  oath  {  thoy 
are  these  men  who  often  obtain  the  commission  oif 
the  peace,  and  trade  by  it ;  who  get  all  the  little 
perquisites  arising  from  grand  jury  jobs,  who  lb* 
ment  discontent,  who  promote  religious  animosity* 
who  are  ever  ready  to  impoce  taxes,  to  share  in 
their  expenditure,  to  forward  addresses,  to  vrav 
for  the  insurrection  Act,  or  any  other  Act  which 
might  seem  to  oppress  the  people,  and  render  per- 
manent their  own  iniquitous  sway. 

"  These  men  oppress,  and  aggrieve,  and  insult 
the  people ;  they  afibct  to  look  upon  them  as  of 
inibrior  condition,  a  conquered  race,  and  whose 
rightfhl  inheritance  is  slavery. 

"  They  see  the  pe<nde  starving ;  but  they  see  it 
unmoved.  They  behold  them  naked  without  a 
feeling  of  compassion ;  never  having  seen  a  pea^ 
santry  eigoylng  comfort  or  indepwidenoe,  ttntf 
have  no  ioea  of  what  that  condition  ought  to  be. 

**  Without  exaggeration,  they  are  the  slave  dri- 
vers in  Ireland,  and  very  much  resemble  tiio 
beings  of  that  description  in  Barbadoes  or  Ana- 
rica." 


So  much  for  the  Irish  landlords,  who  i 
to  hare  improyed  as  little  in  one  hondrgd 

fears  ai  theur  peaiantry  in  twenty  yean. 
Mr.  Gallaohan:  But  theae  an  t]i# 
squireens.]  Be  it  so;  but  then,  nnfoN 
tnnately,  the  squireens  form  a  Terr  large 
proportion  of  ihe  landlords,  and  I  doubt  if 
they  are  alwrnrs  the  yerj  wortt;  bat  do  not 
let  the  hon.  Member  think  I  am  now  giving 
my  opinion:  the  opinioni  I  have  read  are 
those  entertained  by  Br.  Swift  and  Dr. 
Doyle,  twoof  the  moat  eminent  men  of  Ue 
own  oountry,  and  one  of  them  *  bishop  ef 
his  own  Chureh.  We  then  eome  to  the 
question-— who  is  to  maintain  the  poor; 
out  of  what  aonree  are  they  to  be  n 
tainedf  This  question  haa  been  ii 
twiee  before  in  this  House,  tni,  bj  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montroee»  and  next,  \if 
myself;  and  no  one  haa  reiponded  wHUn 
these  walla;  but  parties  have  met  out  ef 
thia  House.  I  will  now  refer  to  four  ef 
them :  first,  we  ha?e  the  Repeal  Aaaoeift- 
tion;  next,  "the  Irish  Party;"  then»  the 
great  me^g  of  the  Calholio  Oliergf  ef 
two  dioeeaea  at  Fermo7;.and,  laslly,  the 
Grand  Juty  of  Weatmeeth.  Let  na  ftr  • 
Murider  the  eondnetef  Ikeeepev* 
3U2 
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ties;  and,  first,  I  wOl  take  tbe  Repeal  As- 
sociation. The  members  of  this  body  meet 
weekly,  and  make  long  speeches,  and  the 
question  of  a  poor  law  is  often  a  subject, 
not  for  discussion,  but  for  condemnation. 
I  was,  therefore,  extremely  surprised  on 
the  last  occasion  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  0*Connell)  came  down  to  this 
House  to  hear  him  say  he  was  going  to 
support  the  noble  Lord  on  this  measure. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  R.  D. 
Browne),  who  is  also  a  member  of  the  As- 
sociation, told  the  House  that  he  too  was 
S)ing  to  support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
ord,  and  expressed  his  regret  that  it  did 
not  go  far  enough.  This  was  the  oi^ly 
fault  the  hon.  Member  found  with  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  The  conduct  of  these  Gentle- 
men seems  to  me  most  extraordinary.  I 
have  often  read  in  the  public  journals  the 
proceedings  of  the  Repeal  Association,  and 
nave  always  understood  that  body  to  hold 
two  opinions:  one,  that  repeal  was  a  pa- 
nacea for  all  the  evils  of  Ireland  ;  the 
other,  that  the  greatest  curse  she  could 
have  would  be  a  poor  law.  I  hardly  know 
what  course  they  arc  going  to  pursue  on 
the  present  occasion ;  but  I  remember 
perfectly  well,  that  in  1837,  when  the 
Speaker  put  the  question,  that  he  should 
leave  the  Chair  to  go  into  Committee  on 
the  Poor  Law  Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  0 'Council)  made  a  most  able 
speech  on  the  subject,  objecting  to  it  alto- 
gether, and  moving  that  it  should  be  con- 
sidered that  day  three  months.  From 
that  time  to  the  present,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  their  recent  speeches,  those  Gentle- 
men of  whom  I  speak  have  been  always 
the  most  determined  opponents  of  a  poor 
law  for  Ireland.  They  exclaim,  *•  We 
don't  care  what  provision  there  is  for  the 
poor  of  the  country,  we  are  the  friends  of 
the  people,  and,  at  all  events,  they  shall 
not  have  a  poor  law."  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  too,  an- 
other member  of  the  Repeal  Association, 
said  he  was  going  to  support  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government;  but 
in  one  of  those  weekly  catalogues  of  lugu- 
brious complaints  and  grievances  which 
were  sent  over  to  Ireland,  addressed  to  the 
secretary  of  that  association,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says,  "  I  am  going  to  support  the 
new  poor  law,  but  I  do  not  like  it  at  all. 
I  am  entirely  of  the  same  opinion  that  I 
was  before;  nevertheless,  1  shall  support 
it."  Now,  I  think,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
really  entertains  these  opinions,  it  would  be 
much  more  manly,  a  much  more  straight- 


forward, a  much  more  statemiftii-Iike  em 
to  declare  at  once,  "I  care  not  for 
traneous  pressure,  I  will  hold  to  mj  < 
opinion;  I  have  always  eonndered  that  • 
poor  law  would  be  a  corse  to  Iielaiid»  aad 
I  think  80  still,  and  I  will  rote  againet  it.** 
This  would  be  intelligible;  bot  the  Imb. 
Gentleman  argues,  *'  I  cannot  help  myaalf; 
this  Bill  18  forced  upon  me  by  the  Engfiah 
Parliament,  and  I  have  no  aHernatiTe.*' 
This  is  very  poor  reasoning.  If  the  hoa. 
Gentleman  gives  his  rote  in  faVoor  of  Aa 
Bill,  and  if  there  is  a  division,  and  he  walka 
out  into  the  same  lobby  with  mj  nohla 
Friend,  do  not  let  him  suppose  the  people 
will  believe  he  is  forced  into  ludi  a  eoana 
of  conduct.  His  vote  is  his  own  Tolnntair 
act,  and  if  he  does  support  the  Bill,  I  thiak 
we  have  a  right  to  demand,  if  he  has  any 
influence  in  Ireland,  that  he  will  to  exer- 
cise that  influence  as  to  ensure  the  adfaa- 
tageous  working  of  the  measore.  Tha 
next  party  to  which  I  will  call  attentioa 
is  the  *'  Irish  party."  Of  all  the  straage 
mixtures  ever  met  with  or  heard  of,  that 
party  is  the  strangest.  I  never  met  any- 
thing like  them.  They  remind  me  of  aa 
exhibition  called  the  "  happy  family,"  that 
used  to  stand  opposite  the  National  Gal- 
lery, where  they  had  birds  and  animala  of 
the  most  opposite  and  contending  natores 
living  in  perfect  harmony.  Upon  the  top- 
most perch  of  the  cage  too  they  naed  geoe- 
rally  to  see,  seated  in  grave  Bolemmty, 
a  bird  of  wisdom  that  seemed  to  be  ue 
President  of  the  Council;  and  so  it  nsed  to 
be  in  Palace-yard.  In  that  plaee  there 
were  Members  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, from  both  sides  of  the  Woolaack. 
and  the  cross  benches  into  the  hargaia. 
There  were  also  Members  from  both  aidea 
of  this  House.  There  Gentlemen  of  the 
most  opposite  principles  used  to  be  leea 
assembled  in  perfect  harmony,  and  there 
used  also  to  be  seen  a  noble  Lord,  of  lofty 
title,  seated  upon  the  highest  peroh»  aa 
President  of  that  Council.  **  ilte  firi 
Aquila*  is  the  motto  of  the  noble  Lora— 
what  were  the  resolutions  they  came  to  t 
Without  attaching  any  improper  motivea  to 
their  proceedings,  they  seemed  certainly 
inclined  to  get  everything  they  could  get 
for  their  own  benefit;  but  when  they  eame 
to  the  permanent  measures  that  were  to 
make  them  pay  for  the  maintenance  of 
their  poor,  they  would  not  undertake  to 
support  any  such  plans.  They  sent  a  da> 
putation  to  my  noble  Friend;  and  then,  an 
doubt,  the  noble  President  of  the  Iiiah 
party,  as  he  walked  np  Downmf-atraetft 
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Bung  "  Happy  Land! "  The  deputation  ia 
ushered  into  the  presence  of  mj  noble 
Friend;  he  is  presented  in  due  form  with  a 
copy  of  the  resolutions.  The  noble  Presi- 
dent of  the  Irish  party  states  their  object, 
and,  *'  full  of  wise  saws  and  modem  in- 
stances/* he  cited  reports  of  Committees 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  to  prove  that 
the  new  Poor  Law  Bill  would  lead  to  the 
confiscation  of  property  and  the  ruin  of 
Ireland.  My  noble  Friend  asks,  "If  you 
object  to  my  plan,  what  is  to  maintain  the 
poor  ?**  and  one  of  the  deputation  answers, 
"  The  charity  of  the  landlords;"  and  an- 
other adds,  "  But  we  cannot  expect  the 
same  amount  of  charity  another  year  that 
we  have  had  in  the  present."  But  who,  I 
ask,  would  desire  that  the  poor  of  Ireland 
should  be  dependent  on  these  landlords  ? 
I,  for  one,  protest  against  any  such  de- 
pendence, and  I  think  after  what  I  have 
shown  you  of  that  charity,  the  House  ought 
to  distrust  its  very  existence.  I  now  come 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  assembled  at 
Fcrmoy;  and  I  must  say  it  was  a  most 
legitimate  object  for  them  to  meet  about; 
and  if  any  one  would  look  at  the  resolutions 
they  passed,  he  would  see  that  these  rev. 
gentlemen  had  confined  themselves  strictly 
to  the  object  for  which  they  were  assem- 
bled. They  decided  that  the  poor  must 
have  relief;  first  in  the  workhouses,  and 
when  those  receptacles  were  filled,  ont-door 
relief  must  be  administered.  What  was 
the  consequence  of  these  resolutions? 
Why,  they  found  that  as  soon  as  it  was 
ascertained  these  clergymen  had  decided  in 
favour  of  •*  the  curse  of  Ireland,"  the  re- 
peal panacea  was  heard  of  no  more,  and 
the  Repealers  came  to  vote  for  the  measure. 
Thoy  saw  also  the  Irish  party  dispersed, 
and  an  end  put  to  all  their  demonstrations; 
and  on  Saturday  last,  when  the  chairman, 
Lord  Monteagle,  went  to  the  meeting,  he 
found  nobody  there  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  left  the  House  (Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien).  It  was  a  case  of  *'  deariy 
beloved  Roger ! "  I  now  come  to  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  county  of  Westmeath;  and 
what  do  these  gentlemen  say  ?  Ther  pasa 
several  resolutions,  concluding  with  thb 
sentence  : — 


"  We  deem  it  just  that  not  only  all 
riving  a  direct  income  ont  of  the  land  ahoold  bear 
their  share  of  the  poor  rate,  bnt  alio  thai  all  avail- 
able reproductive  capital,  such,  for  hiitanee,  as 
the  funds,  should  be  taxed  for  that  purpose,  aad 
that  they  should  be  made  avaUaUe  for  woAlMNist 
purposes,"  Ac. 

This  is  the  opinion  of  the  Uadlerds  ef 


Weatmeaih !  and  I  eongratulate  the  Cluui- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon  having  ob* 
tained  his  loan  of  eight  milhons  before  such 
doctrines  were  broached,  if  they  could  pos* 
sibly  have  had  any  weight;  but  they  are 
too  absurd  to  dwell  upon.  I  have  now 
shown  the  House  the  views  entertained  bj 
these  parties;  but  in  my  humble  judgment 
there  is  but  one  answer  to  the  question, 
that  is,  that  the  land  is  the  resource  from 
whence  the  relief  of  the  poor  is  to  be  ob* 
tained;  and  that  those  who  derive  a  bene- 
ficial interest  from  the  soil  are  the  parties 
who  must  provide  such  relief.  But  the 
moment  anythinff  of  this  kind  is  broached 
by  English  Members,  they  are  immediaidj 
told,  *«  Ton  are  an  EngUsh  Member;  you 
cannot  by  any  possibility  know  anything 
about  Ireland;"  and  they  proceed  to  say, 
*'  The  country  is  incapable  of  sustaining 
its  present  charge;"  "land  will  be  de- 
preciated in  value;"  ''property  will  be 
confiscated;"  and  ''  the  amount  of  popu- 
lation is  so  great  that  it  cannot  bear  any 
addition."  Sut  these  are  mere  assertionSt 
which  are  open  to  contradiction,  and  I  will 
endeavour  to  refute  them.  They  may  be 
regarded  as  facts  in  Ireland,  but  thej  are 
looked  upon  as  excuses  and  subterfuges  in 
England.  They  may  be  subjects  for  dis- 
cussion here;  but  unless  they  stand  upon  a 
firmer  basis  than  that  which  I  assign  to 
them,  they  wiU  not  cany  with  them  the 
conviction  of  truth.  I  have  already  abewn 
you  that  the  rateable  value  of  property  ia 
Ireland  is  about  thirteen  miUioiis  and  a  ludf 
■terlinff.  By  a  return  cu-eulated  ihia  daj» 
we  find  that  the  average  annual  amount  of 
rates  ordered  to  be  edlected  for  the  poor 
in  that  oountry  is  ^d.  m  the  pomd,  wlulat 
the  rating  in  Englaiid  is  1#.  lid.  Befiire 
such  assertions  are  made,  let  the  landknAi 
rate  themselvea  to  the  same  amount,  or  to 
2$.  and  3#.  in  the  pound,  which  baa  often 
been  the  case  in  this  country.  Then  aa  to 
the  depreciation  of  the  value  of  had. 
There  wac  a  great  sale  of  landed  ptopertj 
in  the  coun^  of  Kerry,  a  few  daya  aflo^ 
and  aubsequent  to  the  introdnction  of  thia 
Bni,  and  although  the  eeCatoe  were  let  at 
lugh  rents,  they  fetohed  on  aa  aTcnge 
twenty-seven  ^eart^  puehaie;  and  whw 
a  friend  of  mme  (not  a  Member  of  iUm 
House)  waa  complainiBg  to  me  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Oovernmeat  in  hriaginff  fa^ 
ward  thia  Bin,  I  adviaed  him  to  adl  Us 
land  if  he  Csared  the  detcriciatioa  of  its 
▼abe,  teDiaghim  he  would  get  twen^jMs 
ortwen^HMvea  Yeara'poreh^eefbrit.  9|a 
mj^j  waa,  Aat  he  ihodd  he 
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to  sell  it  at  such  a  rate,  and  that  if 
he  did  not  get  thirty  years*  purchase 
for  it  he  would  not  he  contented.  Well, 
then,  they  said  that  the  poor  law  would 
cause  the  land  to  he  confiscated.  I 
do  not  heliove  it.  If  a  man  holds  his 
own  title-deeds,  and  has  his  property 
clear,  there  is  no  fear  whatever  of 
such  a  result.  But  if  people  have  heen 
extravagant,  and  have  mortgaged  their 
properties  up  to  their  very  hall  doors, 
and  are  living  on  large  nominal  incomes, 
and  have,  in  fact,  hut  very  little  of  those 
incomes  clear,  the  sooner  some  change  of 
property  takes  place  the  hotter;  and  whilst 
I  rejoice  to  hear  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  this  country,  and  the  learned  Gentle- 
man who  fills  the  same  office  in  Ireland, 
are  preparing  a  Bill  to  facilitate  the  dis- 
posal of  encumhered  estates  in  that  coun- 
try, I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing  a 
hope  that  they  will  make  the  provisions  of 
that  Bill  as  extensive  as  they  can  he,  com- 
patihlo  with  justice  and  equity.  Then,  as 
to  the  population  being  too  dense  :  I  have 
no  doubt  that  there  are  manj  gentlemen 
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Ireland  has  not ;  therefore  Eagluid  fa  tiek  ■■! 
proiperous,  and  Ireland  ii  poor  and  idfa  I  Bal 
where  was  the  capital  when  EngUnd  bngaa  to 
grow  rich  ?  It  wai  the  induBtry  that  aadtt  tht 
capital,  and  not  capital  the  indnttry.  An  idfa  or 
an  ignorant  man  will  lote  hif  eapital,  whapt  ■■ 
active  or  intelligent  man  will  oreato  a  eapitaL 
We  have  our  fields  in  harrenneii,  our  min—  «■• 
wrought,  our  powers  of  motion  unappUad  waitiBji 
for  English  capital.  Labour  is  eapital ;  intalU> 
gence  is  capital ;  combine  them,  and  yyu  mtm9 
than  double  your  amount  of  eapital.  With  aaah 
capital  EngUnd  commenoed,  as  Ireland 
commence,  and  once  that  we  have  T 
in  earnest,  there  will  be  no  lack  of  i 
at  our  disposal." 

It  would  appear,  then,  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords have  the  best  desoription  of  eapitol; 
and  if  they  can  be  brought  to  beliere  that 
they  must  be  dependent  on  their  own  ro- 
sources,  that  England  will  not  advanoe 
any  more  of  her  capital,  or  submit  to  aock 
an  uneoual  pressure  of  taxation  aa  she 
now  endures,  I  have  no  doubt  thej  will 
find  it  for  their  interest  to  bring  that  eani^ 
tal  into  employment.  I  hear  Irish  gentle- 
men say,  "  Wo  have  the  finest  petaantij 
in  the  world:"  I  will  not  argue  the  point 


.  -  with  them;  but  this  I  will  admit,  that  they 

who  fancy  that  the  population  accordmg  to   ^^^e  the  most  patient,  the  most  soffering. 


extent  is  much  greater  in  Ireland  than  it 
is  in  England.  Such,  however,  is  not  the 
case.  In  England  the  number  of  acres 
is  31,770,615  ;  and  the  population, 
14,994,138,  being  one  person  to  two  acres 
and  one-sixth.  In  Ireland  the  number  of 
acres  is  20,808,271;  and  the  population, 
8,175,124,  being  one  person  to  two  acres 
and  one-fourth.  It  must  not  be  forgotten 
also  that  there  are  vast  tracts  of  waste 
lands  which  may  be  beneficially  brought 
into  cultivation,  and  which  would  aiford 
employment  and  food  to  thousands  of  peo- 
ple. But  then  we  are  told  that  we  must 
give  more  Eni^li-sh  capital.  This  is  the 
old  cry,  which  is  ni»w  hccuraing  too  well 
known,  and  the  fallacy  of  which  is  daily 
boc'oining  more  manifest.  In  the  course 
of  the  debate  on  the  noble  Lord's  Railway 
Bill  (Lord  Geor;;e  Bentinck),  several  quo- 
tations were  made  from  a  most  admirable 
voKnne,  written  by  Dr.  Kane,  on  the 
Indnsirial  Ilrsonrccs  of  Ireland  —  a 
work  well  worth  the  attentive  perusal  of 
every  pers»»n,  whether  connected  with  Ire- 
land or  not.  That  learned  author,  in 
speaking  of  the  Irish  landlords  waiting  for 
En;;li:4h  eapital,  says — 

"  TluTc  in  .inoilM»r  circuinNt.inco  so  p<»pul.nrly 
nmnt<'vl  on  a><  a  most  material  ohstaclo  to  tlio 
drvi'lopiiu'iit  of  in«lw'«try  in  In-Iand,  that  I  canimt 
lt»av<*  tin*  s*ul)jiH?t  without  hricfly  advortinir  to  it — 
that  i««.  tht»  want  of  capital.  Thii  hai  bc«n  the 
bugbear  uf  Irish  enterprise.  Englaud  has  eapital, 


the  most  enduring  peasantry  in  the  world; 
and  yet  so  rapid  is  the  transition  of  thdr 
spirits  from  misery  to  mirth,  that  thej  aro 
the  gayest  and  most  light-hearted  pea> 
santry  in  the  world,  exhibiting,  at  one  mo* 
ment,  the  extreme  of  abject  want  and 
wretchedness,  and  at  the  next,  the  heiglit 
of  gay  good  humour.  And  yet  the  land- 
lords are  not  proud  of  the  peasantry  of 
which  they  boast  so  much:  if  ther  did 
take  any  pride  in  them  they  would  cneriih 
them ;  they  would  endeavour  to  amelioralo 
their  social  condition;  they  would  improva 
their  minds;  they  would  enlarge  their  un- 
derstandings; they  would  eloTate  their 
feelings;  they  would  teach  them  that  to 
live  and  board  with  swine  was  degrading 
to  human  nature;  that  man  was  intendea 
by  his  God  for  higher  and  for  loftier  par> 
poses;  they  would  teach  them  to  respect 
the  laws,  and  not  to  screen,  bnt  rather  to 
deliver  up  the  malefactor  to  the  handa  of 
justice.  Why  do  they  not  do  all  this?  Be- 
cause they  are  not  proud  of  their  pea- 
santry. Hut  if  they  would  attempt  it  I 
am  sure  they  would  succeed;  it  is  a  taek 
not  difficult  to  accomplish;  and  what  would 
be  the  result  of  this  most  laudable,  moil 
desirable,  and  easily  attainable  objeelt 
They  would  be  happier,  because  they  woald 
see  those  around  them  happy;  they  woald 
be  more  prosperous,  because  tbej  would 
derive  essential  gain  and  benefit  from  tha 
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prosperity  of  their  peasantry.  Instead  of 
bein^  greeted  with  low  and  ominous  mur- 
murings,  they  would  meet  with  loud  and 
ardent  welcomes.  They  would  strike  the 
murderous  weapon  from  the  hand  of  the 
assassin,  and  replace  it  with  the  implement 
of  husbandry,  and  each  day  they  would 
take  a  still  increasing  pride  in  the  pea- 
santry, because  they  would  see  them  im- 
proving in  happiness  and  in  virtue  under 
their  own  superintending,  fostering  care. 
The  noble  Lord,  in  the  admirable  speech 
which  he  made  at  the  opening  of  this  de- 
hate,  spoke  of  the  dark  cloud  which  now 
threatens  Ireland.  I  see  also  a  sad  pros- 
pect for  this  country;  but  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  there  is  no  cause  for  de- 
spair. I  believe  that  if  the  noble  Lord  is 
warmly  supported  by  his  friends,  if  he  re- 
ceives assistance  or  meets  with  forbear- 
ance from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who 
may  in  certain  cases  be  politically  opposed 
to  him,  and  merge  all  minor  differences;  I 
do  believe  that  the  noble  Lord,  guided  by 
his  own  good  sense,  and  aided  by  that 
boundless  extent  of  moral  courage  which 
throughout  the  whole  political  life  of  my 
noble  Friend  has  so  characterized  his  con- 
duct and  actions,  will  not  only  be  able  to 
meet  but  to  surmount  the  difficulties  that 
at  present  beset  the  country.  I  expect 
that  great  benefit  will  result  from  the  pass- 
injx  of  this  measure — I  consider  that  it  is 
necessary  for  the  salvation  of  Ireland.  But 
whatever  may  be  the  result,  whether  it 
will  equal  or  surpass  the  most  sanguine 
expectations  of  its  warmest  suppoi-ters,  of 
this  I  am  firmly  convinced,  that  a  good 
example  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  landlords 
— a  determination  to  ameliorate  the  condi- 
tion of  the  peasantry,  and  an  anxious  de- 
sire to  identify  their  interests  with  those  of 
the  people,  will  tend  more  to  the  regenera- 
tion of  their  country  than  any  Act  of 
Parliament,  whether  it  emanates  from 
an  imperial  or  from  a  domestic  Legis- 
lature. 

Debate  adjourned. 

DRAINAGE  OF  LANDS. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Report  on  the 
Drainage  of  Lands  Bill, 

Sir  G.  grey  announced  the  determi- 
nation of  the  Government  to  restrict  the 
sums  advanced  to  IO,OOOZ.  instead  of 
15.000^. 

Captalv  GORDON  complained  of  the 
sum  being  so  restricted. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  thought  the  aoTem- 


ment  were  entitled  to  great  credit  for  the 
course  they  had  taken;  the  intention  being, 
as  he  understood,  to  benefit  the  yeomanry, 
and  not  the  large  proprietors. 

Report  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  March  15,  1847. 

MiNUTKB.]  Public  Bills.  Reported,  Comolidted  Fund; 
Loan. 

PETITIONS  PRBSBirTKD.  From  Portsmouth  and  other 
pUcet,  for  the  Total  Abolition  of  Corporal  Punishmenti 
in  tha  Army  and  Navy.— From  Selby  and  levoral  other 
places,  against  the  proposed  Plan  of  Government  Educa- 
tion.— From  the  Hendon  Union,  for  Alteration  of  the 
Law  of  Settlement  and  fbr  a  National  Rate.— From 
Bererley  and  other  places,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Poor 
Removal  Act.— From  Guardians  of  the  Saint  OermansT 
Union,  for  the  Adoption  of  a  Measure  making  the  L4md- 
lords  of  Tenements  not  exceeding  Six  Pounds  liaUe  to 
the  Poor's  Rate.— From  Justices  of  the  Peace  of  Kingi- 
ton-upoD-HuU,  fbr  a  Committee  to  Inquire  into  tlM 
State  of  Criminal  Oftnders,  especially  Juveniles,  with 
a  view  to  ascertain  the  best  Means  for  the  Reforma- 
tion of  Criminals,  and  for  their  Resfeoratioa  to  Society.— 
From  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  South  Riding  of  the  County 
of  Tipperary,  for  some  Enactment  that  win  prevent  the 
Indiscriminate  Sale  of  Fire  Anns;  and  for  the  Adoption 
of  a  more  Extensive  System  of  Railways  in  Ireland.— 
From  Ballymackney  and  several  other  places  in  Ireland, 
for  the  Introduction  of  such  Legislative  Measure  as  will 
am>rd  to  the  People  of  Ireland  the  Maaot  of  Emigrating 
to  one  of  the  Cotonies. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  PLAN  OF 
EDUCATION. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  a  petition 
from  certain  Protestant  Dissenters  residing 
at  Bard  Bush,  in  the  county  of  Wilts,  com- 
plaining of  the  proposed  Government  plan 
of  education  as  not  being  equally  advanta- 
geous for  the  dissenting  body  as  for  other 
classes  in  the  conununity.  He  begged  to 
have  it  understood  that  he  did  not  at  all 
concur  with  the  petitioners  in  their  view  of 
the  question.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  ground  for  their  complaint. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  entire- 
ly agreed  with  the  last  sentiment  of  the  no- 
ble and  learned  Lord.  Nothing  could  be  more 
unfounded  than  the  jealousy  exhibited  of  the 
Minutes  of  the  Council  of  Education,  or  the 
apprehension  that  they  would  give  to  any 
one  class  of  religionists  an  advantage  over 
any  other.  There  was  nothing  in  the  Mi- 
nutes which  was  calculated  to  exclude  Dis- 
senters from  a  full  participation  in  the  be- 
nefit to  be  derived  from  the  system  adopted 
by  the  Government.  He  would  not  be  in 
the  least  surprised,  nor  in  the  least  indigo 
nant,  at  the  expressions  of  uneasmess  and 
jealousy  which  were  contained  in  some  of 
the  petitions  which  were  laid  on  their  Lord- 
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ships'  Table,  if  the  statements  they  con- 
tained were  true.  But  the  fact  was  not 
so.  He  had  seen  a  circular  letter  sent 
round  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  persons 
to  attach  their  signatures  to  such  petitions 
as  the  present;  but  the  statements  which 
this  document  advanced  were  totally  dif- 
ferent from  those  of  the  Minutes.  The 
statements  in  the  letter  were  to  the  effect, 
that  the  Government  plan  would  secure  a 
monopoly  for  the  Established  Church  in 
matters  of  education  ;  but  there  was  no 
foundation  for  any  such  allegation.  The 
fact  was,  that  there  was  no  one  benefit 
which  those  Minutes  were  intended  to  con- 
fer on  the  community  at  large  which  was 
not  fashioned  in  such  a  manner  as  to  make 
it  acceptable  to  all  sects  without  distinc- 
tion, lie  thought,  therefore,  that  he  was 
justified  in  asserting  that  the  Minutes  were 
founded  on  the  principles  of  religious  li- 
berty, and  that  there  were  no  grounds  for 
saying  that  they  secured  for  the  Established 
Church  any  advantage  which  they  did  not 
bestow  on  other  classes  of  religionists. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  had  also  seen  the 
letter  the  noble  Marquess  referred  to,  and 
was  quite  astonished  at  it,  as  its  allegations 
were  directly  contrary  to  the  truth,  lie 
should,  perhaps,  be  worse  thought  of  than 
the  noble  Marquess  for  saying  it;  but  his 
objection  to  the  Government  plan  was, 
that  it  did  not  establish  a  more  general 
and  national  syntem  of  education,  with 
more  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
Church.  There  would  not  have  been  a 
greater  clamour  against  it  from  these 
worthy  persons  than  against  the  present 
scheme,  and  the  country  would  have  gained 
something  for  its  trouble,  whereas  now  it 
got  little  or  nothing.  He  remembered 
well  that,  in  the  years  1820  and  1821,  his 
Parish  School  Bill  was  borne  down  by 
similar  complaints.  The  cry  was,  that  the 
('hurcli  supported  it,  and  immediately  the 
Dissenters  got  alarmed,  though  the  only 
interference  permitted  to  the  Church  in 
that  Bill  was  to  give  the  parson  a  veto  in 
the  choice  of  the  parish  schoohnaster. 
Even  this,  however,  was  not  permitted  in 
the  present  educational  plan.  Between  the 
two  parties.  Episcopalians  and  Dissenters, 
education  fell  to  the  ground;  for,  although 
both  professed  to  be  anxious  for  it,  each 
seemed  more  desirous  of  some  petty  victory 
over  the  other. 


SALE  OF  FIRE-AW**' 

EMIG* 
Lord  STANLl^ 


f<ieT.4ND^ 


the  particular  attention  of  their 
to  three  petitions  of  an  importuit  el 
which  were  intrusted  to  him  for 
tion.      They  were  signed  bj 


«  H%k. 


Sheriff  and  the  whole  of  the  gnmd  jiUT  if 
the  South  Riding  of  the  conntj  (»f  T^ 
perary,  and  related  to  three  qnmtitiM 
which  had  especial  reference  to  tlie  preaeat 
state  of  Ireland.  The  first  had 
to  the  unrestricted  sale  of  fire-arms  in 
country.  The  petitioners  stated  that  tiwf, 
in  common  with  Mr.  Justice  Jackson,  tae 
Judge  of  Assize,  viewed  with 
alarm  the  unprecedented  sale  of 
the  towns  of  Clonmel  and  Thurles.  Thej 
introduced  into  their  petition  the  report  of 
the  constable  of  the  district  to  his  inspee- 
tor,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  fire-anus 
were  sold,  on  market  and  fair  dajs,  in 
those  towns,  by  dealers,  at  prices  Taiyi^ 
from  2s.  6d.  to  30^. ;  that  so  great  was 
the  demand  that  the  manufacturers  in  Bir- 
mingham were  unable  to  make  gnns  and 
pistols  quickly  enough;  and  that  a  veij 
large  proportion  of  those  sold  in  the  county 
of  I'ipperary  were  second-hand  fire -anna, 
which  were  procured  at  the  pawn-oflices  in 
London.  It  was  also  stated,  on  the  same 
authority,  that  the  purchasers  were,  in  a 
vast  number  of  cases,  of  the  rerj  loweat 
class,  and  that,  in  some  instances,  thej  weve 
servant  boys  and  peasants  employed  on  dm 
public  works.  Private  advices  which  be 
(Lord  Stanley)  had  received  from  nnqnes- 
tionable  sources,  fully  bore  out  those  atate- 
ments.  One  faithworthy  correspondent  as- 
sured him,  that  at  an  auction  of  fire-anna, 
which  took  place  on  a  market  day  in  theopen 
street  at  Clonmel,  the  auctioneer  handed  cot 
the  arms  as  receipts  in  full  for  the  last  No* 
vember  gale,  and  warranted  them  to  hrinff 
down  an  agent  at  150  yards.  f/^MMJUerj 
It  really  sounded  ludicrous,  and  might  pn^ 
voke  a  smile,  were  it  not  that  the  rmiso 
quences  of  permitting  this  unrestricted  sale 
of  deadly  weapons  might  be  most  disas- 
trous. The  interference  of  the  Gorenunent 
was  called  for,  and  could  not  be  dispensed 
with  on  the  plea  of  its  being  an  ordinarr 
case  of  interference  with  an  ordinary  tn£ 
fie;  for  the  trafiic  was  sn  unexampled  one, 
and  its  consequences  might  be  in  the 
last  degree  mischievous  and 
The  petitioners  declared  their  bsBef  ^ 
^^9  system  was  fraught  with  Ae  i 
'^'His  conseqiienees»  wsf^  ^^*%  H 
T  da!        p«  10    "         -^  ef 
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prevent  their  falling  into  the  hands  of  im- 
proper persons.  The  intelligence  which 
he  had  received  from  private  sources,  he 
had  again  to  state,  was  of  the  most  alarm- 
ing kind.  He  was  credihlj  informed,  that 
in  a  district  with  which  he  was  very  well  ac- 
quainted, and  where  men  were  employed 
on  the  public  works,  some  of  the  persons 
who  were  usually  so  engaged  were  found 
in  the  middle  of  a  field  practising  with 
balls  at  a  hat  on  the  top  of  a  spade-handle. 
Every  hit  they  made  was  received  with 
loud  cheers.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  the  persons  who  were  thus  engaged 
were  men  who  were  receiving  public  pay 
upon  the  public  works.  The  second  peti- 
tion he  had  to  present  was  from  the  same 
body,  stating  their  opinion  that  the  intro- 
duction of  railways  on  an  extensive  scale 
into  Ireland,  would  be  attended  with  the 
happiest  results,  and  that  they,  therefore, 
earnestly  recommended  the  measure  to  the 
consideration  of  Government.  The  third 
petition  was  also  from  the  same  petitioners, 
who  recommended  a  grand  and  extensive 
system  of  emigration  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Government.  He  was  of  opinion  that, 
as  an  accessory  measure  to  make  practical 
and  safe  the  great  experiment  in  which  the 
Legislature  was  engaged,  emigration  might 
be  carried  on  for  the  relief  of  particular 
overburdened  and  pauperised  districts;  bnt 
he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  was 
not  by  any  means  prepared  to  go  the  full 
length  of  the  petitioners,  because  he  was 
more  fully  aware  than  they  could  be  sup- 
posed to  be  of  the  great  difficulty  of  carry- 
ing the  object  into  execution,  and  of  the 
danger  which  would  result  to  this  ooimtry 
and  to  the  colonies  if  the  Government  were 
to  endeavour  to  carry  into  any  of  our  de- 
pendencies an  exorbitantly  large  amount 
of  absolutely  destitute  persons.  Local 
efforts  for  local  emigration  were  all  rery 
well,  and  Government  would  do  well  to 
give  all  possible  encouragement  to  pro- 
prietors who  wished  in  this  manner  to  re- 
lieve their  estates  from  the  surplus  popula- 
tion. Government  officers,  both  here  and 
in  the  colonies,  should  do  what  they  could 
to  guide,  counsel,  and  assist  such  emigrants 
on  their  arrival  in  the  colonies;  bnt  the 
idea  of  relieving  Ireland  by  a  gigantie  sys- 
tem of  emigration  under  the  aus^ees  of 
Government  was  a  delusive  hope. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  entirely  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down^  •• 
to  the  absolute  impractieability  of  a 
of  general  emigration  under  the 
tendence  of  Government.     Any 


depletion  of  the  system,  siieh  ••  that  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  Lord  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  he  did  not  beheve  to  be  poemk. 
If  there  were  any  means  of  ascertaining 
the  number  of  marriages  that  had  taken 
place  in  that  country  during  the  last  six 
months  compared  with  the  correspon^g 
period  last  year,  some  liffht  might  be 
thrown  upon  this  subject.  He  was  appre- 
hensive Uiat  if  they  took  away  a  Iai|pe 
number  of  the  popmation  as  it  was  pro- 
posed to  do,  they  would  in  a  short  time  be 
found  swarmmg  just  as  thickly  ••  at 
present. 

Lord  STANLEY  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther there  was  any  truth  in  a  statement 
which  had  obtained  publicity,  that,  in  eon- 
sequence  of  the  rast  influx  of  emigrants 
into  the  State  of  New  York,  it  had  been 
found  necessary  by  the  l^^islatore  of  that 
State  to  impose  a  tax  or  fine  on  emigrants 
when  they  arrived  there  ?  If  such  a  tax 
had  been  imposed,  notice  of  the  fact  ong^t 
assuredly  to  be  given  to  those  who  ooa- 
templated  going  out. 

Earl  GREY  believed  the  tmih  to  be 
that  a  measure  of  the  kind  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  had  been  submitted  to  the  ooa- 
sideration  of  the  New  York  legislatiire;  bnt 
whether  they  had  as  yet  affirmed  or  re- 
jected it  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  say. 
The  measure  was  first  proposed  in  conse- 
quence of  some  abuses  which  had  oeeoned 
in  connexion  with  the  number  and  quali^ 
of  emigrants  to  that  jdaoe,  not  from  Eof* 
lish  but  from  German  porta.  Persona  en- 
tirely destitute,  and  wb>llyimaUe  toworic, 
were  thrown  on  the  qiuiys  <rf  New  Toik  in 
an  utterly  heiress  eondition,  and  the  kfb- 
latore  he  beuered,  had  Mt  themsehea 
oalled  upon  to  interfere.  But  lie  imder- 
stood  that  so  far  as  legttimale  emigratioii 
from  this  coontry  was  ooncemed,  no  ob> 
struction  whatever  woold  be  thrown  in  die 
way.  At  the  same  time  he  eonoMtred  wMt 
his  noUe  Friend  <^oaate,  thai  if  dua  eo«»* 
try  were  to  adopt  any  measore  fcr  the  ia- 
discriminate  importation  of  Imm  mmiberB 
rf  destitute  persons  to  New  Icrk,  wtA  a 
ooorse  would  be  met  there  with  pranipi 
measures  f (Mr  rsstriotMNi— measnrea  m  ftety 
of  self-defenee.  The  same  thing  wodd, 
no  doubt,  be  done  also  in  < 


As  at  present  eondneledt  howof  er,  embpn- 
tion  waa  fslt  to  be  a  gieal  Measmg»  Mi 
to  the  em^pwnt  and  to  the  phee  to  wUflh 
he  emi^pnSedL  He  had  hdd  nraeh  eom- 
miinieatwn  'imen  the  ralgeet  wltti  -Iiora 
Bkin  befirn  he  went  ont  to  Herik  km- 
fiea;   and  the  attention  ef  tlmft  noble 
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Lord  would  be  directed  as  much  as  poft- 
sible  to  the  arraDgementi  for  the  re- 
ception of  emigrants  when  they  arrived, 
and  to  the  deyelopment  of  the  facilities 
which  Canada  possessed  for  the  absorption 
of  labour — a  power  which  was  increasing 
almost  in  a  geometrical  ratio,  because 
many  of  the  labourers  who  went  out  there 
became,  after  a  few  years,  settlers  on  the 
land,  and  able  to  give  assistance  in  work 
to  new  comers,  so  forming  a  constantly 
widening  circle.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
measures  begun  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when 
he  filled  the  office  of  Colonial  Secretary, 
and  carried  forward  by  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  in  the  same  office,  for  the  syste- 
matic distribution  of  emigrants,  would 
operate  very  advantageously  upon  the  very 
large  emigration  of  the  present  year, 
which,  as  far  as  it  had  gone,  exceeded 
threefold  the  emigration  of  last  year,  and 
that  the  persons  now  going  out  woidd  be 
able  to  establish  themselves  successfully 
and  with  advantage  in  the  colonies. 

Lord  ASHBURTON  was  disposed  to 
afford  greater  facilities  to  emigration  from 
Ireland  than  either  of  his  noble  Friends 
who  had  addressed  their  Lordships.  If 
the  Government  could  not  bring  food  to  the 
people,  they  should,  at  least,  carry  the  peo- 
ple to  the  food.  He  was  intrusted  with  a 
petition  to  their  Lordships  upon  the  subject 
of  emigration.  The  petition  preceded 
from  1,500  of  the  poorest  description  of 
cottiers  in  a  barony  of  the  county  of  Mo- 
naghan.  These  persons  might  be  called 
squatters — they  sat  themselves  down  upon 
a  piece  of  land,  and  as  long  as  the  potato 
could  be  raised,  they  continued  to  drag  on 
a  miserable  existence;  but,  now  that  the 
root  had  failed,  they  were  left  absolutely 
without  any  means  of  supporting  exist- 
ence. They,  therefore,  approached  that 
House  for  the  purpose  of  praying  their 
Lordships  to  afford  them  facilities  for  emi- 
grating to  the  colonies,  and  they  represent- 
ed that  the  cost  of  maintaining  them  and 
their  families  during  the  ensuing  eight 
months  would  exceed  the  cost  of  their  emi- 
gration. All  he  wished  to  impress  up* 
the  House  and  Her  jeatT's  Oovemn 
was,  that  seeing  gn 
present  going  out  ' 
American  colonies 
taken  to  prevent 
any  greater  hare 
there  than  c^'*''' 
to  discou 
tion  in  fi* 


remark,  that   the  number  of  _ 

which  was  permanently  abaorbed  bj  C^ 
nada  was  comparatively  amall.  Themes 
er  portion  of  them  went  weatwara.  It 
Ohio,  Indiana,  Louiaiana,  sod  the  ntlwr 
States  bordering  on  the  Miaaiwiiipi.  «a| 
which  were  at  this  moment  aeiidingf  Indte 
com  to  feed  the  people  of  IreUtDd.  It  wm 
a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  State  of  Nov 
York  would  take  any  steps  to  proTeat  tkt 
landing  of  emigrants.  He  donbtad  if  thflf 
had  any  power  by  law  to  interfere  wiib  Aft 
landing  of  emigrants,  or  with  the  in 
tation  of  anything  into  the  State 
What  was  done  was,  to  oblige  the  ( 
who  carried  paupers  over  there  to  gm  i^ 
curity  agamst  their  coming  on  Uttb 
Before  he  sat  down  he  might  i  ~ 
that  he  thought  there  was  little  to 
from  the  increase  of  popnlatioii  in 
country.  On  looking  at  the  T'  ^' 
Report  for  England,  he  found  that  the 
cess  of  births  over  deaths,  on  aa 
of  the  last  three  or  five  yean,  bad  not  < 
ceeded  150,000  or  160,000  a  year.  How, 
admitting  that  there  was  a  eonaidflMbb 
absorption  of  persona  bom  in  thia  i 
into  our  colonies  and  dependeneiee,  it  y 
impossible  that  more  than  100,000  of  1 
could  die  out  of  this  country,  so  tbnt  \ 
was  nothing  in  the  facts  brongbt  out  in 
the  registration  reports  to  lead  to  an  m^ 
prehension  of  any  great  iooreaae  of  poy 
lation.  The  returns  might  be  wrong,  Nt 
such  was  the  impression  derived  from  theik 
Earl  FITZWILLIAM  wished  to  not  * 
question  or  two  to  the  noble  Lord  riiUlifn 
to  the  petition  he  had  just  presented.  He 
understood  the  petition  to  come  from  1,800 
persons.  Now,  he  wished  to  know  if  1 
were  all  heads  of  families?  [Lord  . 
BURTON  :  No.]  He  wished  elan  to 
know  if  the  noble  Lord  could  give  tbeir 
Lordships  any  information  as  to  ihm  pm. 
portion  which  the  whole  number  of  JMl^ 
tioners  bore  to  the  total  population  ofAn 
district  in  which  they  lived  ?  Also  as  to  thn 
average  size  of  the  holdings  wbieb  iimf 
occupied.  [Lord  Ashbcbton:  Tbej  nm 
all  ooti  ersj  He  was  aware  it  bad  bn«B 
thej  were  aU  cotlien^  ta*  ikm 
S  eottiera  of  a  few  m"^  mm 

-    41.    He- 
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Lord  MONTEAOLE  remarked  upon 
the  necessity  of  instituting  a  general  sjs- 
tem  of  registration  in  Ireland.  Unleat 
there  was  a  census,  which  could  only  be 
had  by  a  general  registration  of  births, 
marriages,  and  deaths,  the  enumeration, 
inust  not  only  be  incomplete,  but  worthlesa 
as  a  comparison  of  the  population  of  one 
period  with  another.  He  trusted  that  Go- 
Ycmment  and  the  Parliament  would  attend 
to  this  matter.  He  thought  the  observa- 
tions of  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Stanley)  would  be  extremely  useful  in  set- 
ting this  question  of  emigration  in  its  true 
light,  neither  sanctioning  an  unreasonable 
estimate  of  its  powers,  nor  discouraging  a 
moderate  appreciation  of  its  utility.  Hit 
noble  Friend  had  done  much  to  remove  the 
delusions  as  to  the  vast  scale  on  which  a 
system  of  emigration  might  be  conducted, 
which  had  been  propagated  through  the 
country;  and  on  the  other  hand  he  had  im- 
pressed the  importance  of  the  subject  upon 
those  who  were  too  little  disposed  to  rely 
upon  the  efficacy  of  emigration  in  relieving 
the  most  oppressed  districts.  It  was  tnie 
there  woula  be  a  great  emigration  this 
year — the  greatest,  he  beneved,  ever 
known — but,  at  the  same  time,  he  (Lord 
Monteagle)  doubted  whether  for  the  pur- 
poses which  were  in  contemplation,  the  de- 
scription of  emigration  now  going  on 
would  be  of  peculiar  efficacy.  Thousands, 
perhaps  hundreds  of  thousands,  might  go 
out;  and  he  wished  their  Lordshipa  to  di- 
rect their  attention  to  the  character  of  the 
emigration  now  in  progress  unaided,  as 
compared  with  that  which  might  go  on  if 
encouraged.  The  emigration  at  present 
was  that  of  parties  possessed  more  or  less 
of  a  given  amount  of  capital.  Now  it 
was  as  plain  a  demonstration  as  any  ever 
ventured  upon,  that  if  a  given  number  of 
emigrants  removed  from  a  district  a  larger 
amount  of  capital  than  was  proportionate 
with  their  numbers,  the  labour  fund  in  the 
country  they  left  would  be  diminished  by 
their  removal,  and  that  the  condition  of 
the  country,  in  place  of  being  improved, 
would  be  deteriorated  by  their  emimtion, 
and,  therefore,  that  what  was  ealled  volun- 
tary emigration,  or  the  emigration  of  oapi- 
talists  carrying  their  own  numey  with 
them,  was  anything  but  a  remedv.  Whe- 
ther the  petitioners  represented  by  hia  no- 
Ue  Friend  opposite  were  eonneeted  with 
fBeb  localities  he  knew  not;  but  there  eer- 
linly  were  districU  in  Ireland  in  whioh  ike 
<*ta«l  of  the  population  wai  iook  that  they 
■4s,  nol  undertake  the  alighteii  improTe- 


meni  of  the  land  unless  assistanee  were 
ffiven  fbr  emigration  from  those  districts. 
And  that,  he  eentended,  had  been  the 
original  intention  of  tiie  firamers  of  the 
Irish  poor  law,  for  it  had  been  stated,  by 
Lord  Helboume's  Government,  that  they 
looked  to  emigration  as  a  eoUateral  re- 
source to  assist  the  working  of  that  law. 
In  meeting  the  present  crisis  in  Irdand, 
he  would  not  rely  upon  the  free  emigra- 
tion now  going  on.  He  believed  that  more 
would  be  reqiured  than  even  the  cardbl  su- 
perintendence alluded  to  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  that  more  active  assistance  must 
be  given  in  particular  localities.  It  was  rf 
the  greatest  importance,  with  a  view  to  the 
proceedings  of  next  vear,  that  some  defi- 
nite plan  should  be  laid  out — ^that  people 
might  know  what  they  might  rely  upon  in 
future~-that  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people 
should  be  withdrawn  from  this  subfeet  of 
emimtion  if  it  was  a  prospect  never  to  be 
realised;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it 
should  be  put  before  them  in  a  proper  and 
substantive  form,  if  it  were  in  any  way  to 
be  depended  upon. 

LoBD  STANLEY  hoped  he  would  not 
be  understood  by  anything  he  had  said  on 
this  subieet  as  having  deprecated  emigra- 
tion. On  the  contrary,  he  considered  it  a 
matter  of  the  utmost  importance.  He  was 
not  disposed  to  look  with  apprehension  on 
any  scheme  of  emigration,  even  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  present  time,  which 
could  be  promoted  by  the  local  exertions 
of  landed  proprietors,  or  bv  the  poor  rate; 
and  he  trusted,  that  in  the  Poor  Relief 
BOl,  at  present  before  Parilament,  some 
provision  would  be  introdneed  for  the  en- 
couragement of  emigntton.  But  what 
he  wished  to  jj^nard  the  Hoose  agidnst 
was  the  delusive  antieipatimi  that  the 
Government  could  interfore  fbr  the  pur- 
pose of  paying  for  the  removal  of  sueh  * 
number  of  persons  as  would  produee  a  sen- 
rible  eiset  on  the  popuklion  of  Ireland. 
He  felt  eertain  that  such  an  interference 
by  Oovemment  would  produee  nothing  hut 
mischief. 

The  Eabl  of  DBVOBT  preiented  a  netl. 
tion,  proceeding  as  from  4ie  other  half  of 
the  same  barony,  and  sinied  by  1,400 
cottier  tenants,  pnqriqg  for  the  meaoa 
of  emigration.  The  noUe  Iiord  then 
stated,  with  reforenee  to  a  itaiepient 
made  the  other  viifii  hj  the  noble  and 
learned  liord  Ol^oait^  (£ord  Brongham), 
that  half-a-emwn  a  head  had  been  paid  to 
eertain  eniunianli  eoniin^  over  from  Irehiid 
<o  Idfefpoel,  and  otter  plaeea  in  flue  eon- 
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try,  that  be  (Earl  Devon)  liad  receired  two 
letters  on  this  subject,  one  from  an  emi- 
gration agent,  and  tbe  other  from  a  gentle- 
man very  well  known,  representing  that 
tbe  half-crown  in  question  was  almost  in- 
variably paid  to  these  persons  by  the  emi- 
gration agents  before  they  left  Ireland,  and 
that  it  formed  part  of  a  larger  sum  which 
the  agent  had  to  pay  them. 

Earl  GREY  :  Not  a  public  agent  ? 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  :  No.  He  meant 
the  agent  of  a  private  house.  The  agent 
said,  that  he  had  paid  7,000^  to  different 
persons  about  to  emigrate,  and  holding 
orders  for  sums  from  their  relations  who 
were  abroad,  and  had  invited  these  persons 
to  go  over,  furnishing  this  money  in  aid  of 
that  purpose.  The  half-crown  in  question 
was  a  part  paid  to  them,  before  they  left 
Ireland,  of  the  larger  sum. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  had  a  letter 
from  a  gentleman  of  very  high  official  au- 
thority at  Liverpool,  who  had  made  in- 
quiry into  the  subject.  He  said,  that  in 
many  instances  he  found  that  the  passage- 
money  had  been  paid  for  the  emigrants — 
of  course  in  Ireland;  that  in  others  they 
had  paid  it  themselves,  and  in  no  case 
whatever  had  ho  found  any  of  the  proprie- 
tors of  steam  vessels  paying  it — for  that 
was  one  account.  In  the  case  of  one  ship 
75L  had  been  paid  for  610  persons,  which 
would  bo  about  2<.  6d.  a-head.  There 
were  two  classes  of  emigrants  from  Ireland 
to  Liverpool,  totally  different  from  each 
other,  as  his  correspondent,  Mr.  Rushton, 
wrote.  One  class  paid  themselves,  and 
the  others  had  it  paid  for  them;  the  class 
of  emigrants  going  to  America  would  be 
paid  by  the  emigration  agents.  He  would 
add,  that  he  thought  this  subject  of  emigra- 
tion one  of  the  very  greatest  importance. 
It  was  one  of  the  most  difficult  questions 
to  deal  with  in  point  of  principle,  specula- 
tively or  practically,  in  the  whole  range  of 
political  science;  and  ho  might  go  so  far 
as  to  say  that  it  was  one  of  pressing  im- 
portance in  the  present  state  of  Ireland 
and  our  colonics,  which  were  suffering  from 
want  of  hands,  and  crying  out  for  a  supply 
of  labour.  lie  found  that  the  amount  of 
the  emigration  from  Liverpool  to  America 
bore  a  very  considerable  proportion  to  that 
from  Ireland  to  Liverpool.  Nearer  8,000 
than  7,000  emigrants  had  left  Liverpool 
for  America  within  a  comparatively  short 
period. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHEL  hoped 
Government  would  take  up  the  subject.  It 
should   be   recollected,  that   the  cost   of 


maintaining  a  pauper  for  one  je«r  aft  kgae 
would  be  as  great  as  that  of  tekiu  bfai 
out  to  the  colony  for  which  he  m^^i  ki 
destined,  and  settling  him  there. 

The  Eabl  of  RIPON  agreed  tliaft  Oe 
subject  was  of  the  greatest  poaaihle  in. 
portance.  He  had  no  donbt  wl 
that  this  resource  of  emigration* 
judiciously,  might  not  only  verj  i 
alleviate  the  pressure  of  existing  < 
Ireland,  but  contribute  to  fix  on  a 
basis  the  new  system  proposed  to  be  inti^ 
duced.  In  the  United  States  thero  had 
been  symptoms  observable  of  a  dininrlina 
tion  to  receive  emigrants  from  IrdnadL 
which  it  was  not  likely  would  be  leeMaed 
under  present  circumstances;  so  that  il 
was  probable  facilities  could  not  be  fiiaii 
for  carrying  on  a  systematic  emigimtiott  is 
any  part  of  the  world  that  was  not  nadv 
the  control  of  the  British  GoreniBMaft. 
Whether  as  regarded  Australia  or  Ae 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  he  feared  the  i 
that  they  might  expect  to  see 
would  be  very  small.  The  same 
tion  did  not  apply  to  Canada,  and  ha 
thought  it  an  object  of  great  importaaee 
that  the  attention  of  GoTemment  ***^tH 
be  applied  to  establishing  a  well-Mnhitad 
system  of  emigration  directed  towards  that 
important  colony. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned. 
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Commons  Inekmare;  Holyhewl  Haibour. 

3«  Oeneral  Register  Hoiitt  (EdiBtanih). 

3«  and  passed  :~Dniiii^  of  Laai. 
Pbtitionb  Prubittso.    By  Mr.  Oi*onH,a 
bam,  fix-  Repeal  of  tht  Tittaas  ConaraMk 
Dr.  Bowring,  ftom  Loodon,  for  Inqiilry  ft 
tU^  of  Sattara.— By  Sir  T.  AdaDd.  ftooM 
toa,  for  Repeal  of  tht  Stamp  DHty  on 
catea.— By  Mr.  BroChertoo,  from  PwUhril 
shire),  and  Mr.  Ord,  tmn 
the  Use  of  Grain  in  Breweries  and 
Uin  Berlieley  and  other  Hon.  Umnhtn, 
places,  respecting  Remuneratkm  lo  Ti 
Collectors.— By  Mr.  Aldeiman 
for  Repeal  of  the  Anatomy  AcL^By 
firom  several  plaees,  itgainst  the 
Kducation — By  Lord  G.  Benttnck  and  Eari 
sercral  places,  for  EneouiagcmeBt  lo 
land)  _By  Lord  G.  BenUndi,  from  CI 
of  the  Ten  Hours  Faetories  BUL— By  Mr. 
(torn  Castletown  Roche  and  Idrooa  Emt,  ft 
of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).— By  Mr. 
Hon.  Members,  from  scrcral  plaeas,  for  M 
Law  (Ireland).— Prom  CastlceorMr,  a^ 
RHief  (Ireland)  BilL— By  Mr.  AMinHB 
other  Hon.  Members,  from  a  gr«l  mamf 
peal  or  Altnalioa  of  the  Poar  ~ 
Hume,  from  Glaagow.  la  PftTowof 
4M.  BUI  (ltM).-By  Ml.  PhlBpMi. 
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the  Suppccirioii  of  Promiteuoaa  IntoreoarMi— By  SlrC. 
Lemon  and  Sir  J.  TjrrelU  fhxn  levend  RaUway  Com- 
penies,  againtt  the  Railways  BilL — By  Lord  O.  Bentiiiek, 
ftoro  the  Orand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Tipperary*  in 
Pavour  of  the  Railways  (Ireland)  BilL—  By  Mr.  Smollett, 
from  Sehoolmatten  of  the  Prailiytery  of  Dumbarton,  tat 
Compensation  relative  to  the  Registering  of  Births,  4M. 
(Scotland)  BilL— By  Mr.  Roebuck,  horn  R.  T.  Webb, 
18,  Wyndham  Street,  Bryanatone  Square,  ftir  Allotment 
of  Unappropriated  Lands.— By  Sir  W.  Molcsworth,  from 
Southwark,  for  reteriog  National  Disputes  to  Arbi- 
traUon. 

RAILWAY  COMMITTEE. 

Lord  GRANVILLE  SOMERSET  re- 
minded the  House  that  a  Committee  had 
been  appointed  last  year,  at  the  instance 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  InTemesB,  on  the 
subject  of  railway  commnnication,  and 
that  Committee  sat  until  about  the  end  of 
August.  At  the  end  of  August  a  nomi- 
nal report  was  made,  and  the  evidence 
also  reported.  He  had  been  told,  and  be 
believed  it  to  be  true,  that  that  was  not 
the  report  of  the  Committee,  and  that  in 
point  of  fact  it  was  only  a  sketch  prepared 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness  of  his 
own  opinions,  and  that  he  had  received 
no  authority  for  preparing  it  from  the 
Committee.  It  was  desirable  that  the 
facts  should  be  known,  and  the  House  and 
the  country  put  in  possession  of  them. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  should  be 
happy — as  far  as  the  circumstances  come 
within  his  knowledge — to  answer  the  in- 
quiries of  the  noble  Lord.  The  last  meet- 
ing but  one  of  the  Committee,  at  which  be 
(Mr.  Gibson)  was  present,  was  held  on  the 
7th  August.  On  that  occasion  certain  re- 
solutions were  submitted  to  the  Committee, 
and  were  considered,  amended,  and  agreed 
to  by  the  Committee.  Those  resolutions 
were,  on  the  7th  of  August,  reported  to 
the  House,  accompanied  by  the  evidence, 
and  which,  up  to  that  time,  he  believed, 
had  not  been  reported.  A  fortnight  alter 
the  7th  of  August — on  the  25tb  of  Angnst 
— the  Committee  was  summoned  to  meet 
again;  but  no  one,  he  believed,  attended 
with  the  exception  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness. 
They  were  certainly  unable  to  make  a 
quorum ;  he  believed,  in  fact,  no  Member 
was  present  but  the  Chairman  himself. 
On  that  occasion,  as  he  was  informed,  a 
draft  report  was  laid  upon  the  Table,  and 
a  minute  was  made  by  the  clerk  of  thai 
proceeding.  Afterwards  it  appeared,  bj 
the  Votes  of  the  House,  that  the  draft  re- 
port which  was  laid  on  the  Table  bj  the 
hon.  Member  for  Inverness,  bad  bemi  le* 
ported  formally  to  that  House,  as  if  it  had 
been  the  report  of  the  C<nnmittee.    It 


I  was  not  for  him  to  saj  how  sneh  a  chrcum-  9> 
stance  had  arisen;  he  knew  only  trota  the 
Votes  of  the  House  that  sach  a  report  had 
been  made;  and,  so  far  as  he  was  concern- 
ed, not  having  been  present,  he  conld  not 
be  a  party  to  that  report. 

Lord  GRANVILLE  SOMERSET  said, 
it  was  now  supposed  to  be  the  report  of 
the  Committee,  and  it  should  be  stated  to 
the  public  that  it  was  not  the  report  of  the 
Committee,  but  the  report  of^the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness.  It  was  of  impor- 
tance that  the  House  should  set  the 
matter  right,  because  he  saw  that  report 
quoted  as  an  authority,  not  only  on  Uieir 
own  journals,  but  elsewhere. 

Mr.  HUME,  on  finding  that  his  name 
was  put  down  as  present  on  the  day  when 
this  report  was  said  to  have  been  agreed 
to,  saw  the  clerk  on  the  subject,  and  ask- 
ed him  on  what  authority  his  name  had 
been  so  put  down,  and  whether  a  draft  of 
the  report  had  been  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee? and  his  answer  was,  that  neither 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  nor  any  of  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  with  the  exception 
of  the  Chairman,  had  been  present,  and 
that  he  had  made  the  report  at  the  desire 
of  the  Chairman;  and  accordingly  it  stood 
on  the  records  of  the  House  as  the  report 
of  the  Committee.  Now,  he,  for  one, 
never  saw  the  draft,  and  could  not  agree 
to  it.  On  the  contraiy,  he  considered  that 
it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  thai  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  ascer- 
tain how  that  report  came  mio  the  Jcumals 
of  the  House,  and  how  it  should  be  re- 
moved. He  believed,  however,  it  would 
be  found  ihai  the  whole  affiur  had  arisen 
from  irreffulariij  caused  bj  the  inex- 
perience <nib»  hon.  Member  for  Inveniess 
and  the  clerk  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  thought,  thai  at  the 
hon.  Member  for  Inverness  was  not  pre- 
sent, they  could  noi  ascertain  exacdj  the 
nature  of  the  ciroumstancea  wUch  had 
taken  idaoe. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  had  had  Ua  aifc«itioii 
called  to  this  subject  earir  in  the  SessuMi, 
and  he  had  ascertained  mm  ihe  derk  of 
the  Committee  ihai  on  the  last  day  for 
which  ii  was  summoned,  no  other  member 
of  the  Ccmnuitee  attended  but  the  hon. 


Member  for  Inverness*  A  report, 
ever,  was  made  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
hunself,  who  was  Chafarman  of  the  Cem- 
mittee;  and  unforionalelT,  owinc  to  the 
inexpmenoe  of  the  den,  the  doeuBuni 
with  the  ovidenee  waa  reported  to  the 
Hoiue.    Ii  appeared  thai  the  OhainMW 
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had  made  out  a  draft  of  the  report  to  laj 
before  the  Committee;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  not  do  this,  because  there  was 
no  Committee  sitting.  No  report  that  was 
not  put  first  to  the  members  of  a  Commit- 
tee, and  confirmed  by  that  Committee, 
could  bo  presented  or  receiyed  as  a  re- 
port by  that  House.  This  was  not  at- 
tended to  in  the  present  case,  so  that  no- 
thing could  be  more  irregular  than  that 
this  document  should  appear  as  the  report 
of  the  Committee.  In  these  circumstances, 
it  was  a  question  for  the  House  to  consider 
whether  the  better  course  would  not  be  to 
reappoint  the  Conmiittee. 

INDIAN   RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  why  the  terms  offered 
to  the  two  railway  companies  in  the  Ben- 
gal Presidency  had  not  been  offered  to  the 
Great  North  of  India  Railway,  being  a 
continuation  of  the  grand  trunk  line  run- 
ning from  Calcutta  towards  the  Indus? 

Sir  JOHN  HOBHOUSE  would,  in  an- 
swer to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, state  the  reason  why  the  proposal 
which  was  made  to  those  two  other  rail- 
way companies  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  alluded,  was  not  made  to  the 
Great  North  of  India  Railway.  The  rea- 
son was  this — the  proposal  made  by  the 
East  India  Company  for  those  two  com- 
panies had  reference  to  two  experimental 
lines  to  embrace  the  upper  and  lower  pro- 
vinces of  Bengal.  The  company  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  had  no  refer- 
ence whatever  except  to  the  upper  pro- 
vince, and  it  was  not  deemed  advisable 
that  a  similar  proposal  should  be  made  to 
them. 

INDIAN  PRIZE   MONEY. 

Major  LAYARD  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control  when  it  was  likely  that 
the  prize  money  to  which  the  persons 
who  were  present  at  the  capture  of  Khelat 
and  Ghuznee  were  entitled  would  be  dis- 
tril)uted? 

Sir  JOHN  HOBHOUSE,  in  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  hun.  Gentleman,  could 
infurin  him  that,  with  respect  to  the  prite 
money  coming  from  Khelat,  ■*  •  v  m 

courRC  of  distribution.     Ar 
prize  money,  Home  diffioi 
Bpecting  it,  but  ho  had  r 
lieve  that  an  ord*^  *""•* 
Governor  Gene 


cember  laat,  in  ac«ordMiM   with  wUJk 
that  prise  money  was  now  rfther  fa  lk» 

course  of  distribution,  or  abooi  to  te  Jli» 
tribuied. 

CoLoinsL  BAILLIB  deslrad  to  kMv 
when  the  Scinde  prise  vamMj  waM  W 
distributed? 

Sm  JOHN  HOBHOUSB  Mid. 
some  difficulty  had  also  arisen  witL  \ 
to  the  distribution  of  this  prise  monej^liad 
the  prize  agents  had  referred  to  the  hamB 
authorities — the  Court  of  Diraoton  tai 
the  Board  of  Control— two  qneataoMi* 
Those  questions  were  now  under  the  OMi* 
sideration  of  the  Board  ai  ControL  He 
expected  they  would  be  deeided  by  thm 
in  a  short  time;  and  the  momeni  that  ww 
done  the  money  would  be  distrilmted. 

CULTIVATION  OF  THE  LAND  DT 
IRELAND. 
CAPTAI5  HARRIS  had  obsenred,  wiA 
much  satisfaction,  that  a  eircnlar  to  Mrb 
culturists  had  been  issned  by  CaptAb  fflk 
bert,  inspecting  officer  of  nnblie  works  li 
Sligo;  and  he  wished  to  uow  flmn  thi 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  whether  that 
lar  had  been  issued  generaUy 
Board  of  Works?  It  was  a 
document,  and  ought  to  be  made  knoWB  al 
over  Ireland : — 

•' Sligo,  llareh  It. 

"  The  season  has  now  arrivwl  when  H  is  te  to 
hoped  that  all  persons  who  have  it  in  tMr  | 
will  commence  immediately  to  put  i 
ground. 

"  If  anj  person  who  is  now  emplofsd  ea  te 

{>ublic  works  is  desirous  of  working  oa  hb  OTA 
and,  he  is  at  liberty  to  do  so,  and  seed  see  of  Ms 
family  to  work  in  his  place. 

"  Any  proprietor  who  wishes  to  hsTO  soMa  if 
the  labourers  on  the  public  woriu  for  their  «(■■ 
employment,  will  apply  to  tbe  nearest  ovem 
for  as  many  as  he  may  require,  fi^utf  him  a  1 
of  the  men  that  he  has  eeleetea.  Tbm  i 
will  deliver  them  orer  to  tbe  ^ 
them,  and  forward  tbe  list  to  the 
officer. 

"  In  case  the  labourers  refuse  to  be  mployaj 
by  any  private  individual,  their  names  will  be  ta^ 


mediately  struck  off  the  pay  list,  and  they 
longer  be  employed  on  the  relief  works. 

'*  Farmers  requiring  horses  to  asairt  la 
ing  their  land,  may  apply  to  tbe  carmen  CBflof 
on  the  publio  works,  offering  tbem  fidr  wai 
case  the  earmen  refuse  tbe  uae  of  their 
they  wlU  be  immediately  dieoharfed 
wo^. 

*■  F.  T.  GiLBBBT,  Itijipf.^itDf  OfllHrvr.**    M 
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have  taken  care  to  inform  himself,  bo  as  to 
be  able  to  giye  a  correct  answer.  He 
might  state,  howeyer^  that  his  impression 
was,  that  it  was  not  a  general  circular,  but 
one  put  forth  by  Captam  Gilbert  alone. 

Captain  HARRIS  would  suggest  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  that  the  Board  of 
Works  ought  to  make  the  circular  a  gene- 
ral one,  if  it  was  not  already  so. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  thought,  from  the 
general  instructions  which  had  been  given 
by  the  Board  of  Works,  that  the  suggestion 
now  made  would  be  altogether  superseded. 

THE  WELLINGTON  STATUE. 

Mr.  C.  BERKELEY:  I  beg  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Com* 
missioner  of  Woods  and  Forests.  It  wUl 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  in 
the  month  of  August  last,  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen  had  given  permission  to  the 
committee  of  the  Wellington  Statue  to 
place  it  on  the  arch  for  three  weeks'  time; 
but  the  statue  had  now  been  in  that  posi* 
tion  upwards  of  six  months,  and  it  had 
been  condemned  by  every  person.  [Mr. 
Speaker  begged  to  remind  the  hon.  Mem*- 
ber  that  he  was  merely  putting  a  ques- 
tion.] Yes,  I  wish  to  make  my  question 
intelligible  to  the  noble  Lord.  The  ques- 
tion is  this  :  Will  the  noble  Lord  state  in 
a  plain  and  intelligible  manner  what  are 
the  final  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  removal  of 
the  statue  ?  And  if  it  be  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  it  shall 
not  remain  where  it  is,  I  wish  to  know  if 
the  noble  Lord  has  taken  any  security 
from  the  Wellington  Statue  Committee  that 
they  should  remove  the  scaffolding  at  iheir 
own  expense  ? 

Viscount  MORPETH  said,  it  waa  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  statue  should  be  removed  from 
the  arch,  and  men  were  employed,  he  be- 
lieved, that  day  in  removing  it.  He  un- 
derstood from  the  sub-committee  that  they 
conceived,  and  the  Government  oertainlr 
conceived,  they  were  bound  to  take  ft 
down  at  their  own  expense. 

ETON  MONTEM. 
Mr.  JAMES  begged  to  ask  a  qoettioti 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seoretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  re- 
specting the  ceremony  called  the  Eton 
Montem.  It  was  a  subject  which  he  ocni^ 
sidered  interesting  out  of  doors,  and  ii  Wm 
one  about  which,  as  an  old  BtoniMif  Im 
Mt  eonsiderable  interest.    Most  Qintl»* 


men,  he  befieved,  were  aware  that  the 
authorities  ^t  Eton  had  determined  to  dii« 
eontinue  the  M<mtetti,  on  the  ground  ai  it* 
having  an  immoral  tendeney,  ai^  also  of 
its  interfering  with  the  diaeinline  of  the 
school;  but  it  was  now  desirea  by  influen- 
tial Members  of  that  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  and  othef  influential  per- 
sons, to  reverse  that  decision.  He  believed 
there  was  no  doubt  of  ihe  faot*  He  waa 
not  going  to  tnention  more  than  one  or  two 
facts,  without  which  it  waa  impossiUd  ta 
answer  his  question.  There  was  no  dolibt» 
he  believed,  of  the  fact,  thai  the  prooeed^ 
ings  whieh  had  taken  place  at  Eton  Mon- 
tem were  illegal,  and  that  in  point  <rf  &el 
the  young  gentlemen  who  went  about  eol^ 
looting  money  were  liable  to  be  apprehended 
under  the  Vagrancy  Ae^HlCn  SrUKntS 
The  hon.  Gentleman  must  not  enter  into 
an  argument] — and  if  fbree  were  used  by 
them,  that  it  would  amount  to  *  highway 
robbery.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J«  Man* 
ners)  seemed  to  be  very  mudi  amusedi  it 
wassUted—  [CWeto/ ''Order;'* '«8pcMJL« 
er."]  The  question  he  would  put,  ^ea» 
was  this:  he  wished  to  knew  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  ihe  Secretanr  of  State 
for  the  Hcmio  Department,  if  the  decision 
that  had  been  arrived  at  by  the  provost 
and  head  master  of  Eton,  to  disoontinue 
this  practice  of  Eton  Montem,  waa  to  be 
reversed  by  very  high  influenee,  aa  me 
anticipated  and  ezMOted;  wheAir  th* 
right  hon.  Baronet  aid  not  t|pi^  it  weull 
be  desirable  and  proper  to  mmpt  theit 
young  ffsnilemen  mm  th«  ||Baltiea  of  tlw 
law  to  which  they  were  now  ■ubjeet;  and 
to  legalise  it,  and  to  authoriie^t  by  a  new 
law;  they  havmg  aeted  eontraiy  to  Aa 
law,  at  thoae  triennial,  and  aa  he  ihou|^ 
very  discreditable  and  ungpentleinanly  pro* 
ee^iingsf  ' 

LoBD  J.  BUSSBLL:  Aa  I  am  mora 
IuUt  acquainted  than  my  ri|j^t  hon.  ttkmi 
with  what  has  taken  j&m  teepootiBf  tho 
Eton  Montem,  I  shall  atfta  what  oeeumd. 
The  provost  and  head  m^iter  taflDrmed  Her 
MajesU  it  waa  their  intonlioii  to  takemea» 
•urea  for  the  aboKtioa  of  ihe  Btaa  Mob» 
tem;  and  they  elated  at  iha  same  tmm 
that  tha^  wished  to  gssa  An  intimatioa  to 
Her  Majeaty  that  aaoh  waa  tibeir  mtontioiL 
Her  Majesty  inibrmad  me  of  ihat  aoaa» 
nieation,  and  aiked  ma  if  I  thought  F^f* 
to  advise  Her  Mi^estj  to  interfero  iHA 
the  provost  and  heal  maaU 
enpporl  or  withhold  thai 
Hf  adfieo  to  Her  Mi^faBlj  wasf  thai  tha 
bort  anihadliaa  as  tha  aiiljeei 
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provost  and  head  master.  I  informed  the 
head  master  accordingly ;  and  certainly  I 
did  not  advise  Her  Majesty  to  interfere 
with  the  decision,  which  I  helievc  they  are 
perfectly  competent  to  come  to. 

ANNUAL  DUTIES. 

Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK  :  It  wUl 
he  in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that 
on  the  20th  of  July,  when  the  sugar  duties 
were  altered,  and  the  Sugar  Bill,  which  up 
to  that  time  had  heen  an  annual  Bill,  was 
made  a  permanent  Bill,  that  my  nohle 
Friend  declared  in  this  House,  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  vary  the  constitutional 
practice  of  Parliament  in  always  maintain- 
ing some  large  amount  of  taxes  which 
should  he  annually  voted  hy  this  House. 
My  nohle  Friend  stated  that  he  would  at  a 
suhsequent  period  declare  to  the  House 
what  that  taxation  would  he,  which  he 
should  put  in  that  position  that  every  year 
previous  to  the  5th  of  July,  the  House 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  taking  a 
vote  upon  it.  Seeing  that  the  Mutiny 
Bill  stands  second  on  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  I  think  it  proper  to  ask  my  nohle 
Friend  whether  there  is  any  large  amount 
of  taxation  upon  which  he  proposes  to  take 
a  vote  this  Session  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  In  answer  to  my 
nohle  Friend's  question,  I  have  to  state,  in 
the  first  place,  that  he  is  perfectly  right  in 
his  reference  to  the  statement  made  that 
it  was  our  intention,  when  wc  proposed 
that  the  sugar  duties  should  he  made  per- 
manent, to  propose  that  some  othi^r  duties 
should  he  made  annual.  After  making 
that  announcement,  1  received  representa- 
tions from  various  quarters,  stating,  that 
with  respect  to  those  duties  which  could  be 
made  annual,  there  would  follow  very  con- 
siderable public  inconvenience.  Those  re- 
presentations were  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  Cabinet;  and  I  think  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  Session,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  declared  that  it  is  not  our 
intention  to  propose  any  annual  duty  as  a 
substitute  at  present  for  the  annual  duty  on 
sugar.  There  are  various  votes  to  be 
taken  in  the  course  of  the  Session  ;  the 
vote  for  supply  according  to  the  military 
estimates ;  also  the  miscellaneous  votes, 
hy  means  of  which,  as  I  conceive,  the 
House  of  Commons  has  infinite  control. 
It  is  not  our  intention,  therefore,  seeing 
the  public  inconvenience  that  would  arise, 
to  propose  that  any  duty  which  is  now  per- 
manent should  he  made  annual. 


THE  DRAINAGE  BILL. 

Mr.  CAYLEY  was  sorry  to 
with  the  Order  of  the  Day,  but  he  ' 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tke 
Drainage  of  Land  Bill*  which  stood  on  tke 
Paper  for  the  third  reading  that  iii|^ 
The  Bill  had  come  on  at  a  late  hoar  mt 
Friday,  at  a  period  when  proper  nttnntiiB 
could  hardly  have  been  paid  to  it.     As  ftr 
as  he  understood  it,  this  was   a  KD  to 
amend  an  Act  of  last  Session,  bj  whkk  m 
grant  of  money  for  the  improTcnneaft  at 
land  was  made  to  Great  Britain   to  the 
amount  of  2,000,0002.,  and  to  Ireland  to 
the  amount  of  1,000,0002.     Bat  now  k 
was  intended  to  make  a  grant  to  IrelaMl 
itself  of  1,500,0002.   And,  althoogh  th«o 
was  a  grant  of  2,000,0002.  to  Oraat  Bri- 
tain, he  found  there  were  applicationa  ler 
3,000,0002.,  in  consequence  of  whidi  it 
had  been  proposed  on  the  Committoe  to 
limit  the  grants  to  individual  applieanto  to 
the  sum  of  10,0002.     This  had  been  doM 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Me^ 
her  for  Dorchester.     It  appeared  thai  m^ 
plications  had  heen  made  from  Scotfani 
for  advances  to  the  amount  of  1»500,OOOIL 
He  remembered  that  it  had  been  said  the 
other  night  that  a  larger  sum  than  that 
originally  proposed  to  be  advanced  eoold 
not  be  granted.     He  believed  that  it  was 
intended  that  1,500,0002.   should  be  ad- 
vanced  to   Scotland,  and  only  500.000L 
would  remain  to  be  advanced  to  Bngliih 
landlords  for  the  purposes  of  drainage.     He 
would  venture  to  say  that  this  was  anfair 
to  England.     The  original  object  of  the 
grant  was  alleged  to  be  to  enable  the  land* 
lords  of  England  to  raise  the  charaeter  at 
agriculture  in  England  to  a  levd  with  that 
of  Scotland;  and  yet  such  was  the  fmtio  to 
be  established  between  the  two  in  the  i 
tcr  of  this  grant.      His  object  in 
was  to  ask  whether  some  means  could  i 
be  devised  for  a  more  equitable  distribotifln 
of  the  money  to  be  advanced,  so  as  to  he* 
nefit  the  proprietors  of  England,  as  vel 
as  those  of  Scotland.     Either  a  more  emdl 
distribution  should  be  made,  or  some  lati- 
niation  should  be  thrown  out  by  the  O^ 
veninicnt  that  it  was  intended  to  mahe 
some  further  grant  which  would  enable  the 
English  proprietors  to  make  farther  ns- 
provcments. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  would  net 
enter  into  the  merits  of  a  Bill  not 
the  House  ;  but  he  thought  that  the  In 
tat  ion  which  had  been  made,  to  the  i 
of  1U,0<H)/.  for  every  advance*  would  i 
the  objection  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  the  ] 
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No  application  whatever  had  yet  heen  made 
from  an  English  landowner  that  had  not 
been  attended  to. 


(IrelMd)  BOL. 


1346 


POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate,  or  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair  to  go  into  Committee 
on  the  Poor  Relief  Bill, 

Sir  WILLIAM  CLAY  said,  that  the 
main  object  of  the  Bill  before  them  was 
the  extension  of  the  existing  poor  law  in 
Ireland,  by  rendering  it  legal,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  to  administer  relief  to 
the  able-bodied  poor  out  of  the  workhouse. 
That  was  the  principle  involved  in  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  therefore  the  question  to  which 
their  attention  should  be  confined  in  its  pre- 
sent stage.  There  were,  no  doubt,  questions 
of  detail  in  the  measure,  such,  for  instance, 
as  the  area  of  liability  of  contribution; 
whether  it  should  be  the  imion  or  the  elec- 
toral districts  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  had  called  their  at- 
tention. But,  however  important,  still 
these  were  questions  of  detail,  and  as  such 
might  be  more  conveniently  discussed  in 
Committee.  He  should  confine  himself, 
therefore,  to  the  consideration  of  the  great 
question  of  out-door  relief.  Now,  in  dis- 
cussing this  question,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  had  over- 
looked one  most  important  consideration. 
They  had  all  dealt  with  it  as  if,  immediately 
on  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  all  able-bodied 
and  destitute  persons  would  have  a  right 
to  relief.  The  Bill  gave  no  such  right,  or 
gave  it  only  through  the  intervention  and 
on  the  authority — an  authority  to  be  per- 
petually suspended  and  renewed— -of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  who  were  for  tliis 
purpose  invested  with  very  large  discre- 
tionary powers^powcrs  perhaps  of  unex- 
ampled extent;  for  they  must  not  conceal 
from  themselves  that  the  Bill  before  them, 
taken  in  combination  with  the  Bill  for  the 
temporary  relief  of  the  destitute  poor,  which 
had  already  passed  that  House,  conferred 
very  extraordinary  power  on  the  Executive 
Government.  By  the  Bill  now  before  them,' 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  might,- in  the 
event  of  want  of  room  in  the  workhouse-  of 
any  union,  order  out-door  relief  to.  able-. 
bodied  persons  being  destitute.  >  As  in  .the 
present  state  of  Ireland  it  was  certain  that 
the  great  majority  of  unions  would'  be., so 
circumstanced,  it  was  clear  that  the '.Bill 
did  in  reality  vest  in  the  Commissioners; the 
power  to  impose,  or  to  abstain  from  impos- 
ing, on  the  property  of  Irehuid  whAteTer 
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amount  of  taxation  might  be  necessary  to 
maintain  the  far  larger  portion  of  able- 
bodied  but  destitute  poor.  But  then  again, 
by  the  Temporary  Rdief  Bill,  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  GoTemment,  acting  thnniffii 
the  intervention  of  ihe  Relief  Commis- 
aioners,  wholly  to  supply  this  demand,  to 
provide,  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  the 
entire  funds  necessary  for  the  supp(H*i  of 
the  able-bodied  poor  not  receired  mto  the 
workhouses,  without  calling  for  one  shilling 
of  contribution  for  this  puipoee  from  tiie 
parties  liable  to  poors'  rate  in  Ireland.  In 
other  words,  by  these  two  measures  tiiev 
were  about  to  inrest  tiie  GoTemment  wim 
the  power  of  raising,  or  not  raising,  at 
their  discretion,  taxation  amounting  to  mil- 
lions; and  if  the  GoYemment  decided  to 
raise  it,  then  equaUy  at  iheur  own  discre- 
tion of  deciding  whether  it  should  fidl  on 
the  people  of  we  whole  empire,  or  on  one 
portion  only  of  that  people.  No  doubt 
these  were  yerj  large,  yerj  nnconstitotional 
powers — powers  wmch  he  believed  no  Go- 
vernment would  willingly  accept;  which 
he  believed  the  GoYemment  of  the  noUe 
Lord  accepted  most  reluctantiy;  and  which 
nothing  but  the  clearest  conviction  of  their 
necessity  could  have  driven  them  to  seek  at 
the  hands  of  Parliament.  But  in  his  (Sir 
William  Clay's)  opuiion,  that  necetttty  did 
exist;  and,  so  far  from  blaming,  he  hiffhlT 
applauded  the  manliness  and  courage  wnicn 
l^  the  noble  Lord  and  his  CoDeagnes  not 
to  shrink  from  the  responsibflity  which  the 
possession  of  powers  so  lam  involTed.  In 
what  position  were  they  pbced?  Ireland 
must  have  a  poor  law— not  such  a  poor 
law  as  that  now  in  existence,  which  pro- 
vided for  the  sumport  in  the  workhouse  of 
some  100,000  sufferers  ont  of  millions  per^ 
haps  equaJly  suffering — ^not  a  poor  law  br 
which  some  400,0002.  per  annom,  or  6<L 
in  the  pound,  was  raised  for  the  relief  of 
distress  out  of  a  rental  of  13,000,0001., 
or  rather  half  of  400,0001.,  for  the  other 
half  was  taken  from  tiie  oecimTing  tenant 
T-but  a  real,  an  effeotnal  Uw-for  ttie  rdief 
of  the  poor;  a  law  similar  in  its  etsenoe  to 
t|ie  poor  law  of  England;  a.kw  which  shall 
prevent  human  beings 'dj^itt  of  famine, 
while  on  the  fertile:  JeUc  or  Iretand  one 
&t(u:k  of  j^^rnin  was  rcfliirM.  which  could  bo 
do  voted  to  tbetr  subspstoice.  •  All  contt- 
dertitions  of  i^cason,  justice,  'hamani:^,  in 
hia  opinion,  alike  poUited'to  the  neeoMi^ 
of  such  a  kvr  m  Ireland;'  hnt  indepencU- 
ently  of  tbo^e  conBtilorations,.tho  introdne- 
tton  gf  a  puor  kw  into  IrelaittL  was  inenl« 
able  from  the  jreseut  |rtftto  of  opimon  nd 
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feeling  in  this  coontnr.     There  existed,  he  ' 

would  not  say  a  general,  but  an  universal 

determination  on  this  head.     The  people 

of  England  were  contented  to  make  the 

great   sacrifices  which  the  calamity  that 

had  fallen  on  their  fellow-citizens  rendered 

necessary.     They  were  aware  that  those  '  work  at  all  for  others,  woiiting  onlj  to  ihm 


of  capital  to  labour  which  pratulB  i 
land  is  scarcely  known.     It  is  ran 
labouring  man  works  for  money       _ 
the  year  round  for  an  employer.     Tlw  i 
majority  of  the  humbler  clasaes  siibBit  \fj 
the  cultivation  of  a  potato  plot; 


sacrifices  could  not  terminate  with  the  pre- 
sent year,  but  would  probably  be  renewed 
year  after  year;  that  they  might  for  a  long 
series  of  years  be  called  on  to  contribute 
from  their  hardly  and  honourably  earned 
savings  to  the  relief  of  the  distress  of  Ire- 
land. Ho  believed  that  they  were  aware 
of,  that  they  were  prepared  for,  such  a  ne- 
cefisity;  but  they  were  equally  determined 
that  in  the  long  run,  as  the  permanent  con- 
dition of  the  empire,  Ireland  should  maintain 
its  own  people  from  its  own  resources;  that 
as  the  poor  of  England  were  maintained 
from  the  property  of  England,  as  the  poor 
of  Scotland  were  maintained  from  the  pro- 
perty of  Scotland,  so  the  poor  of  Ireland 
should  be  maintained  from  the  property  of 
Ireland.  Ireland,  then,  must  have  a  poor 
law — a  real,  an  efficient  poor-law.  But 
how  was  it  to  be  introduced — ^by  what 
process  was  it  to  Ixi  applied  ?  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud,  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath, 
and  others  well  deserving  of  attention,  i 
would  tell  them  to  apply  the  English  poor 
law  at  once,  as  it  now  stood  on  the  Statute- : 
book,  to  Ireland,  and  give  every  desti- 1 
tute  person  in  that  country,  able-bodied  or 
otherwise,  a  right  to  relief.  He  believed 
the  right  to  relief  to  be  an  essential  ])art 
of  a  perfect  poor  law ;  but  he  confessed  he 
was  not  prepared  at  the  j)resent  moment 
for  a  step  ho  decided  with   respect  to  Ire- 


extent  which  will  pay  their  rent.  B«k  if 
to  a  ckss  so  circumstanced  it  be  said,  tkw 
ordinary  source  of  subsistenoe  fiuUng,  ja« 
shall  have  a  right  to  maintenaaee  «W- 
ther  you  work  or  not — if  the  flaaaaa  wiuck 
have  to  pay  the  poors'  rate  be  toU,  yaa 
must  at  once  find  employment  for  tliia  vast 
accession  of  labour  for  which  there  Tt¥iili 
at  present  absolutely  no  market,  wooU  il 
not  have  the  tendency  to  enooorMe  m  tta 
one  utter  helplessness;  to  OTerwhelai  tta 
other  with  utter  despair?  What,  than,  waa 
their  alternative  ?  To  introdnee  a  pear 
law,  but  to  introduce  it  gradnallj.  Ta 
watch  the  growth,  to  assist  the  develop 
ment  of  a  sounder  system.  On  tlie  eaa 
hand,  not  hastily  nor  rashly  to  relax  anj  ef 
the  motives  that  may  urge  the  liilHHiiiag 
poor  to  find  employment  and  maintenaBoa 
for  themselves  by  their  own  I'Tfirtiona 
on  the  other,  to  enforce  on  the  pajera  ef 
rates,  by  a  pressure  on  their  reaoorBaa^ 
rigorously  applied,  the  wisdom  as  wdl  aa 
the  humanity  of  providing  employment  far 
their  poorer  neighbours.  But  for  the  ae- 
complishment  of  such  a  task,  no  it  pHori 
regulation,  no  rules  which  conld  1m  laid 
down  by  Act  of  Parliament  would  aof- 
fice.  The  modo  in  which  a  poor  law  mm 
be  safely  and  advantageously  applied  ia 
Ireland,  may  vary  with  almost  every  coimtyg 
almost  with  every  union,  and  its  introdue* 
tion,  therefore,  can  only  bi^  safely  cntmalad 


land.     It  appeared  to  him  oik;  full  of  peril,  ■  to  a  varying  and  elastic  authority.     Such 


not  only  to  tlj(i  prop(;rty,  but  to  the  iu- 
t<*r(?.stH  of  the  pnnr  of  that  country.  What 
mad(;  it  safe  in  Knu:l,ind  to  mv<»  evorv  man 
a  riglit  to  reli(;f  ?  Why,  this  circuni.stance, 
that  as  a  general  riih;  then*  was  employ- 
nuMit  for  every  man  willing  to  work.  An 
ahlr-lMxlied  and  industrious  man  out  of 
work  was  the  ••xception  to  the  rule.  So- 
ciety was  divided  into  two  great  classes, 
lul)ourers  and  the  onijdoyers  of  la]»our ; 
and  sueh  was  the  wholesome  relation  of 
cajiital  to  labour,  that,  gtiiierally  speaking, 
every  man  willing   to  work   might   get    a 


an  authority  was  proposed  to  bo  cn&ated  W 
the  Bill,  and  therefore  it  should  hare  hia 
support ;  not  because  it  was  a  perfect  poor 
law,  ]»ut  because  it  was  a  substitute  fatm 
])erfret  poor  law — lH*cause,  as  it  appeared 
to  him.  it  was  the  only  poor  law  of  whiA 
Iroland  at  this  moment  was  susceptiUa ; 
th(;  only  law  fitted  for  her  state  of  social 
transition.  In  making  this  avowal,  how- 
ever, in  giving  his  support  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  he  would  not  wish  to  be  mia- 
understood.  His  firm  conviction  was,  that 
ultiinatelv  the  laws  fur  the  relief  of  tha 


day's  waj^es  for  so  doing.     iJut  did  any  '  pof»r  in  Ireland  and  England  must  be  ( 


sueh  state  exist  in  Ireland  ? — it  should  be 
their  on«*  great  object  to  create  such  a 
state;  ])ut  did  it  exi-^t  now  i  did  anything 
analogous  to  it  exist  in  Ireland  V  On  the 
contrary,  the  sound  and  wholesome  relation  | 


milated :  that  the  destitute  poor  of  Irdand. 
as  of  England,  must  have  a  right  to  relief^ 
guard  the  exercise  of  that  right  by  what 
precaution <»  they  pleased ;  but  a  law  whiell 
rendered  it  certain  that  no  ' 
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slioukl  perish  by  want,  must  form  a  part 
of  the  civil  pohty  of  Ireland,  if  they  ever 
lioped  t;p  see  security  of  life  and  property, 
and  consequently  j>eace  and  prosperity, 
exist  permanently  in  that  country.  It 
miii^ht,  perhaps,  bo  supposed — indeed,  it 
had  been  said  in  that  House  and  elsewhere 
— tbat  the  zeal  of  the  people  of  England 
to  intiict,  as  it  was  called,  a  poor  law  on 
Ireland,  was  (juitc  new  born,  and  sprung 
solely  from  their  own  pockets  being  touched 
by  the  effect  of  the  recent  calamity.  lie 
believed  this  to  be  altogether  an  error. 
^J'he  conviction,  the  profound  and  general 
conviction,  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Kn Inland  of  the  necessity  of  a  poor  law  in 
Ireland,  had  been,  like  all  those  great 
cliani^es  of  opinion  which  influence  the 
social  condition  of  nations,  of  slow  and 
silent  growth  ;  recent  circumstances  had 
only  given  it  grc^ater  earnestness  and  roused 
it  into  action.  The  suq)rise,  perhaps, 
should  be,  not  that  the  people  of  England 
now  entertained  this  opinion,  but  that  they 
had  not  entertained  and  acted  upon  it  long 
ago.  All  reasoning,  all  experience,  pointed 
to  the  necessity  of  such  a  law.  Upon  no 
other  ground  could  they  call  on  mankind 
to  Q;ive  up  their  natural  right  to  take  by 
the  strong  hand  the  food  which  would  pre- 
v(Mit  their  perishing,  than  that  society 
should  itself  undertake  to  protect  its  mem- 
bers against  that  dread  extremity.  Ac- 
cordingly, it  had  everywhere  been  found 
necessary,  since  the  progress  of  civilization 
and  refinement  had  abolished  the  status  of 
d»>mestic  slaver}',  to  provide  by  law  for  the 
relief  of  the  destitute.  Poor  laws,  in  some 
shape,  had  formed  part  of  the  domestic 
])oHty  of  every  State  in  Christendom  at 
least,  with  the  exception  of  Ireland.  In 
Ireland  alone,  to  the  eternal  disgrace  of 
Ireland  and  England  alike,  it  had  been 
possihhi  for  human  beings  to  perish  by  the 
waysi(l(\  without  one  human  law  to  appeal 
to  for  succour.  And  they  were  astonished 
at  the  social  condition  of  Ireland — that 
whiteboyism,  that  riband  associations,  that 
ill(\[^al  combinations  existed — that  terror, 
that  a:*,-asination  stalked  through  the  land 
— tliat  their  Arms  Acts,  their  Coercion 
Aets,  their  ])rorlaiming  districts,  their  po- 
lice, their  military  force,  failed  to  produce 
tranquillity.  Their  surprise  should  rather 
have  been,  that  such  means  had  had  even 
partial  success;  that  one  universal  8er\'ile 
war  had  not  vindicated  the  rights  of  out- 
raged humanity.  They  called  the  Irish 
peasant  lawless.  Had  they  ever  given  him 
reason  to  love  or  respect  the  law?     He 


had  but  one  security  for  himself,  his  wife, 
his  children,  against  death  by  famine — the 
possession  of  a  potato  plot.  Could  they 
wonder  that  ho  clung  to  it  with  djsperato 
tenacity — that  he  defended  it  at  the  peril  of 
his  own  hfe,  by  the  sacrifice  of  the  lives  of 
others — that  crime  for  such  an  object  found 
universal  sympathy  among  those  exposed 
to  similar  calamity — that  the  assasin,  fresh 
from  the  slaughter  of  his  victim,  retreated 
slowly,  unimpeded,  through  approving 
crowds,  who  saw  only  in  his  dread  crime 
an  assurance  of  protection  from  that  last 
extremity  of  suffering  against  which  the 
laws  of  their  country  failed  to  provide  them 
protection  ?  Give  to  the  Irish  peasant  the 
assurance  that  he,  that  those  dearer  than 
himself,  shall  by  law  be  secure  in  any  case 
against  perishing  by  want,  by  that  one 
enactment  they  would  deprive  the  assassin 
of  sympathy,  and  give  security  to  property. 
Why,  the  facts  were  so  clear,  so  patent,  so 
palpable,  that  those  who  ran  might  read. 
Ireland  abounded  in  every  clement  of 
wealth.  Tliey  needed  not  the  fresh  evi- 
dence of  the  admirable  work  of  Dr.  Kane, 
to  convince  them  that  in  her  mines,  her 
fisheries,  her  water  power,  her  milUons  of 
unreclaimed  and  fertile  acres,  she  possessed 
resources  of  national  prosperity  which  long 
years  could  not  exhaust,  and  which  would 
suffice  to  maintain  in  comfort,  not  only  her 
present,  but  twice  her  present  population. 
Why  were  such  elements  inert ;  why  were 
such  means  of  prosperity  valueless ;  such 
resources  unavailing  ?  For  one  single  rea- 
son— the  insecurity  of  life  and  property, 
in  a  country  where  the  people  never  re- 
spected or  supported  the  law,  often  were 
handed  together  against  it.  By  no  force 
could  they  render  the  law  efficient,  unless 
it  possessed  the  respect  and  affection  of 
the  people.  By  no  means  could  they  pro- 
cure for  it  that  affection  and  respect,  ex- 
cept by  convincing  the  people  that  their 
lives,  their  well-being,  were  the  object 
of  its  solicitude.  But  these  conclusions 
brought  them  to  a  poor  law.  He  was  not 
one  of  those  who  were  disposed  to  speak 
with  harshness  of  the  Irish  landlords.  It 
was  as  unjust  as  it  was  unphilosophical  to 
charge  on  individuals  the  faults  of  a  system. 
The  landlords  of  Ireland,  like  the  landlords 
of  England,  were  only  what  the  respective 
and  widely-different  legislation  of  the  two 
countries  had  made  them.  If  in  England, 
as  in  Ireland,  the  law  had  permitted  the 
rich  man  to  look  on,  and  see  his  poorer 
neighbour  starve,  in  England  also  we  should 
have  had  the  dreadful  spectacle  of  dogs 
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being  pampered,  while  human  beings  in 
view  of  their  kennel  perished  of  want.  It 
was  in  no  spirit  of  hostility,  therefore,  to 
Irish  proprietors  that  he  advocated  an  effi- 
cient poor  law.  On  the  contrary,  he  was 
convinced  that  they  would  ultimately  be 
gainers,  not  only  in  security  and  peace,  but 
in  wealth,  by  the  enactment  of  such  a  law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin  recently  instituted  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  counties  of  Mayo  and  Norfolk, 
which  were,  he  said,  nearly  of  the  same 
area,  each  above  1,300,000  acres,  while 
the  rental  of  Norfolk  was  2,000,000Z.;  of 
Mayo  320,000^ ;  and  ho  urged  this  great 
difference  as  a  reason  why  Mayo  could 
not  support  an  equal  amount  of  taxation. 
But  did  the  comparison  suggest  to  him  no 
other  results?  Did  he  not  consider  why 
there  was  this  difference  of  wealth  between 
these  two  similarly  sized  portions  of  the 
same  empire?  Did  it  not  occur  to  him 
that  the  labourer  of  Norfolk  was  protected 
by  law  from  perishing  of  want;  that  life 
and  property  were,  therefore,  secure  in 
Norfolk  ;  that  capital  was,  therefore,  in- 
vested in  the  sandy  plains  of  Norfolk,  and 
in  the  manufactories  of  Norfolk  ?  If  he 
could  refer  to  the  period  when  Norfolk  had 
as  yet  no  provision  by  law  for  the  poor,  he 
would  find  that  county  probably  yet  poorer, 
yet  less  secure  than  Mayo  now.  The  same 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  Friday  evening 
quoted  from  reports  of  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittees and  otiier  sources  opinions  adverse 
to  the  expediency  of  out-door  relief.  With 
respect  to  many  of  those  expressions  of 
opinion,  and  especially  with  reference  to 
the  most  important  of  all,  that  contained 
in  the  report  of  the  Poor  Law  Commission- 
ers in  1834,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  they  wore  fully  before  the  Legislature 
and  the  public  when  Parliament  passed  the 
groat  Act  reforming  the  Knglisli  poor  law; 
and  by  that  Act  out-door  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied  was  not  taken  away,  but  Rubjeeted 
only,  as  it  always  should  be,  to  the  cuntrul 
of  some  central  authority,  and,  as  was  in- 
tended far  more  stringently  by  the  ]>rosent 
IVilI,  to  guard  it  from  abuse.  And  what 
had  been  the  result  of  the  working  of  that 
great  measure  ?  Wliy  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  two-thirds  of  tlie  entire  sum  ex- 
pended in  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  England 
Avas  (»xpended  in  out-door  relief,  and,  as  he 
believed,  wisi'ly  so  expended.  No  one 
could  have  attended  boards  of  guardians  in 
England  without  being  satisfied  that,  vi- 
gilantly guarded  from  abuse,  out-door  re- 
lief was  a  most  efficient  and  hiuuaue  mode 


of  assisting  the  distressed  poor,  and ' 
indeed  the  only  mode  bj  wmch  any  great 
and  sudden  destitution  could  be  n^.  It 
should  be  homo  in  mind  that  at  tne  time 
of  passing  the  new  English  poor  law  of 
1834,  and  during  a  series  of  years  immedi- 
ately preceding  it,  the  attention  of  the 
public  had  been  very  forcibly  drawn  to  tlie 
abuses  of  the  old  law,  and,  as  might  hare 
been  expected,  had  become  less  aliye  to 
the  immeasurable  benefits  which,  with  all 
its  faidts,  it  had  conferred  on  the  country. 
By  the  way,  another  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Dublin,  in  referring  to  the 
well-known  resolution  of  the  magistrates  of 
Berkshire,  in  1796,  which  afforded  the 
first  opening  to  these  abuses,  seemed  to 
him  completely  to  have  misapprehended 
the  real  bearing  of  that  resolution.  It  was 
not  because  it  enjoined  out-door  relief  that 
the  interference  of  the  magistrates  at  tliat 
time  was  dangerous,  but  because  it  led  the 
way  to  the  making  up  wages  out  of  the  poor 
rate — two  matters  wholly  distinct,  the  one 
from  the  other.  He  had  already  said,  that 
almost  universally  throughout  Christendom, 
with  the  exception  of  Ireland,  there  was 
more  or  less  of  interference  of  the  State  for 
the  relief  of  the  destitute;  in  none  was 
that  interference  so  ample  or  complete  as 
in  England;  and  let  them  learn  the  results 
in  the  words  of  Mr.  Senior  (no  very  farowv 
able  authority  to  out-door  relief),  in  the 
conclusion  of  his  report  on  the  poor  laws 
of  foreign  countries : — 

*'  On  comparing  thciw  stitementi  reipeetiii|r  tlio 
w.n«rc8,  siit)8ifltcnco,  aud  mortAlity  of  tboae  por- 
tiuns  of  Cuntinental  £uroi»e  which  have  fumiihed 
rcturnn,  with  the  curn^Aponding  statemeiiU  r»» 
specting  England,  it  will  be  found  that  on  orery 
IK)int  Kni^Iand  Rtands  in  the  most  favourable,  or 
nc.irly  the  most  favourable  position.  With  rcipcct 
to  mon<\v  Avngctt,  the  superiority  of  tiw  English 
ngrioultural  labourer  is  very  marked  ;  it  mayfiuriy 
be  Kiiil  tluit  hi.s  w.iges  .ire  nearly  double  the  are- 
rage  of  wages  un  the  Continent." 

On(»  word  by  way  of  digression  on  a  sub- 
ject which  had  occupied  a  large  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — the 
vituperati<m  of  Irish  landlords  in  that 
lIou?e  and  by  the  public  press.  Now,  he 
was  not  ])repared  to  adopt  all  the  violent 
language  he  saw  in  the  public  papers;  he 
was  not  able  to  a])prove  even  of  all  the 
sentiments  that  fell  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath,  whose 
most  sincere  friends  perhaps  would  bo  moat 
disposed  to  wish  that  he  could  more  Ire^ 
quently  curb  the  vehemence  that  losscnod 
the  etl'ect  of  his  great  abilities,  and  occa- 
sioned a  false  e:>tiniatc  to  be  formed  of  hit 
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character  and  feelings.  But  of  this  he  was 
quite  sure,  that  it  was  precisely  those  Irish 
l)roprietors  who  would  have  the  best  right 
to  complain  of  the  severity  of  his  lion,  and 
learned  Friend's  strictures,  that  would  be 
the  least  disposed  to  consider  them  uncalled 
for.  Against  The  Times  and  the  Tablet, 
moreover,  might  he  not  set  the  Nation  ? 
— against  the  polished,  though  stern  in- 
vectives of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
against  one  class  of  the  Irish  people  in  be- 
half of  the  people  at  large,  might  he  not 
refer  to  the  rabid  denunciations  of  Concilia- 
tion Hall  against  the  whole  English  pco- 
lAci  But,  after  all,  what  was  the  use  of 
refernng  to  such  things?  Ought  they  to 
permit  their  deliberations  to  be  influenced 
by  such  considerations?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  really  think  that  the  Par- 
liament of  England,  the  people  of  England, 
were  acting  an  unjust,  an  ungenerous  part 
towards  Ireland?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  these  discussions,  by  the  acrimo- 
nious tone  in  that  House  and  of  the  press, 
would  tend  to  promote  ill  feeling  between 
England  and  Ireland.  He  differed  from 
him  utterly.  He  believed,  on  the  contrary, 
tliat  recent  events  would  go  far,  had  al- 
ready gon(^  far,  to  enlighten  the  people  of 
Ireland  as  to  the  friends  on  whom  they 
could  rely,  and  the  counsellors  they  ought 
to  trust.  No  doubt  that  people  had  shown 
a  wonderful  aptitude  to  be  misled;  but  he 
thought  they  must  be  dull  as  the  sod  on 
which  they  trod  if  the  utmost  pains  could 
again  arouse  their  hatred  and  mistrust  of 
the  Saxon,  and  cause  them  to  prefer  to 
that  English  people  who  supported  them 
in  their  utmost  need,  and  were  now  about, 
by  giving  them  similar  laws  to  their  own, 
to  raise  them  from  the  dust,  those  leaders 
who  had  denounced  a  poor  law,  and  held 
out  the  phantom  of  repeal.  With  the  sen- 
timents he  had  expressed  as  regarded  the 
landlords  of  Ireland,  it  would  be  readily 
understood  that  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
make  them  the  main  agents  in  the  social 
regeneration  of  that  country.  He  thought 
it  would  not  be  either  just  orpohtic  to  re- 
fuse to  aflbrd  them  the  opportunity  of  be- 
coming so.  He  had  given,  therefore,  his 
Avilling  assent  to  the  measure  for  promoting 
the  improvement  of  landed  property  in  Ire- 
land. No  doubt  objections  ou  economical 
grounds  might  be  taken  to  that  measure, 
as  well  as  to  some  others  that  had  been 
proposed — that,  for  instance,  for  the  tem- 
p(»rary  relief  of  the  destitute  through  the 
agency  of  the  relief  committees  and  Go- 
vernment officers — but  the  case  of  Ireland 


at  the  present  moment  was  exceptional, 
and  must  be  met  by  exceptional  measures. 
They  could  not  look  on  and  see  the  people 
perish.  There  might  be  faults  in  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  the  Government;  but  no 
one  had  come  forward  to  prepare  better,  in 
that  House,  or  indeed  elsewhere.  He  bore 
this  testimony  the  more  willingly  as  he 
could  not  consider  Irish  measures  at  snch 
a  juncture  as  falHng  within  the  category 
of  party  obligations;  and,  much  as  he  ap- 
proved of  the  Government  of  the  noblo 
Lord,  and  desirous  as  he  was  to  support 
it,  if  he  had  heard  from  any  quarter — 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lynn — even  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Limerick — 
any  proposition  more  likely  to  benefit  Ire- 
land in  this  dreadful  emergency,  he  should 
have  felt  bound  to  support  it,  however 
much  in  opposition  to  the  Government.  In 
one  other  particular  also,  he  was  bound 
to  give  to  the  Government  the  humble  tes- 
timony of  his  approbation:  on  no  occasion 
had  they  given  reason  to  suppose  that  they 
were  not  aware  of  the  true  principles  by 
which  their  policy  should  be  guided,  though 
they  had  felt  themselves  compelled  by  the 
emergency  of  affairs  temporarDy  to  depart 
from  them.  He  could  not  forbear  alluding 
especially  to  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  which 
were  as  much  characterized  by  the  enun- 
ciation of  sound  principles  as  by  a  generous 
sympathy  with  the  sufferings  of  the  Irish 
people.  Seeing  that  such  were  the  princi- 
ples by  which  the  Government  was  animat- 
ed, he  felt  confidence  that  they  would  re- 
strict within  the  very  narrowest  compass 
what  was  exceptional  and  contrary  to  sound 
principle  in  their  policy.  He  trusted,  and 
he  believed,  that  they  would  do  what  was 
best,  under  the  emergency,  for  Ireland, 
and  that  they  would  not  lose  sight  of  jus- 
tice to  the  people  of  England.  He  believed 
the  noble  Lord  had  the  incUnation  thus  to 
act.  He  was  sm*e  he  had  the  power.  He 
had  the  people  of  England— of  Ireland,  m- 
deed,  too — at  his  back.  He  had  hut  to 
breathe  one  word,  and  he  would  receive  a 
support  which  would  enable  him  to  resist, 
to  coerce,  to  overthrow  any  amount  of  op- 
position, in  whatever  quarter  arising.  No 
doubt  ^e  successful  working  of  the  mea- 
sure would  mainly  depend  on  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  carried  out;  but  it  was  right 
in  principle,  and  therefore  it  should  have 
his  hearty  support. 

Caitain  JONES  begged  to  he   con- 
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siderod  as  not  belonging  to  the  class  of  Irish 
Members  who  did  not  admit  the  great  ex- 
ertions and  the  noble  charity  of  the  people 
of  England  towards  the  relief  of  his  unfor- 
tunate countrymen.  For  his  part  he  could 
never  adequately  express  his  opinions  of 
the  charity  displayed  by  the  English  peo- 
ple ;  and  he  should  say  the  same  with  re- 
spect to  the  exertions  of  the  Government. 
If  the  Government  had  not  taken  the  steps 
which  they  had,  and  if  the  Irish  Secretary 
had  not  written  his  letter  at  the  time  he 
had,  the  loss  of  human  life  would  have 
been  far  greater.  But  he  still  felt  it  ne- 
cessary to  offer  a  few  observations  with  re- 
gard to  the  statements  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  especially  with  regard  to  that 
relating  to  the  amount  of  poor  rates  levied 
in  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  the  average  assessment  amounted  to 
no  more  than  d^d.  in  the  pound.  But  sup- 
posing that  that  were  so  up  to  the  close 
of  the  year  1845,  to  the  Ist  of  January, 

1 846,  it  did  not  show  what  the  charge  would 
be  upon  the  property  of  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  if  it  were  chargeable  with 
the  entire  support  of  the  poor.  If  the 
noble  Lord  would  look  to  the  returns,  he 
would  see  that  up  to  the  9th  of  January, 

1847,  there  were  101,189  paupers  in  the 
workhouses,  whilst  on  the  1st  of  January, 
1846,  there  were  only  43,764.  Now  if  a 
rate  of  5id.  in  the  pound  were  sufficient 
for  the  43,704  in  January,  1846,  it  was 
plain  that  a  rate  of  about  14c/.  would  be 
required  for  the  101,189  in  January,  1847. 
But  they  had  another  olement  to  (ronsidcr. 
The  cost  of  maintaining  each  pauper  in 
1846,  was  estimated  at  Is.  lUL  per  week, 
whilst  it  could  not  bo  taken  at  less  than  2.<. 
at  the  present  moment.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net who  had  just  sat  down,  had  treated  all 
the  I  rish  Monibors  as  if  they  were  opposed 
to  the  r)ill  before  the  House;  but  it  was 
not  so.  lie  thought  that  th(^  poi»r  law  as 
it  stood  was  sufHricnt  for  Ireland  up  to  the 
end  of  the  year  184;!),  but  that  it  now  re- 
quired a  further  extension.  He  was  no 
party  to  the  resolutions  of  those  noblemen 
and  gentlemen  of  wlitun  so  much  ha<l  been 
said,  although  to  a  certain  extent  he  agreed 
with  them  as  to  out-door  relief.  But  he 
thought  they  should  hav<»  worded  their  re- 
s<)lutions  ditferently.  They  sliould  have 
eomnienced  by  dcTlarini^  that  the  peoj)le  of 
Ireland  were  entitled  to  relief  out  of  the 
property  of  Ireland,  and  they  sh<»uld  then 
have  stated  the  nature  of  the  <»xtension  of 
the  poor  law  which  was  in  their  o|>ini<m 
re<|uired,  or  whieh  they  thought  would  be 


found  practicable.     Hb  own  opinion, : 
ed  long  before  these  measures  of  Ae  0«^ 
vemment    were    contemplated,   and   long 
before  the  very  great  distress  which  nov 
prevailed  had  come  on,  was,  that  an  exten- 
sion of  the  poor-law  system  in  Ireland  ' 
absolutely  necessary.      He  thought 
there  should  have  been  a  right    of  i 
given  to   every  man  who  presented  him- 
self at    the  poorhouse,  and   was  wiUii^f 
to  take  the  workhouse  teat ;   hut  he  waa 
not  willing  to  agree  to  the  giving  of  out- 
door relief  at  that  time.     He  had,  liow* 
ever,  since   much   modified  his    opiniona 
upon  the  subject.     But  if  thej  gare  out- 
door relief,   they   would  have   hardlj   a 
single  poor  family  that  would  not  expeet 
some  one  at  least  of  its  members  to  rcceiVe 
some  sort  of  relief.     Now  they  ought  not 
to  place  persons  receiving  out-door  relief 
in  a  better  position  than  a  class  of  the 
ratepayers;  but  by  the  present  Bill  aa  it 
stood  they  woidd  place  the  recijnents  of 
out-door  relief  in  a  better  position  than 
many  of  the  ratepayers.     The  noble  Lwd 
had  made  use  of  one  expression,  that "  out- 
door relief  should  be  given  when  the  work- 
house was  full. ''    Now,  if  that  were  meant 
by  him  as  an  explanation  of  the  mode  in 
whieh  the  Act  was  to  operate,  and  if,  aa 
he  (Captain  Jones)  understood  the  noble 
Lord,  it  was  not  intended  to  give  out-door 
relief  until  the  workhouses  were  full,  he 
would  be  satisfied.     And  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  alter  his  two  clauses  so  as  to  make 
it  ini]>erative  that  no  out-door  relief  should 
bo  given  so  hmg  as  there  was  room  in  the 
workhouse,  he  would  support  the  measure. 
Mk.  V.  STUAKT  was  desirous  of  offer- 
ing a  few  observations,  in  consequence  of 
the  eircumstanee  of  finding  that  his  name 
had  been  attached   to   a  protest  agunat 
the  Dill  before  the  House,  which  proteat 
had  been  the  subject  of  much  animadver- 
sion.    He  beirgod   to   say  he  had  nerer 
given  any  authority  for  having  his  name 
attached  to  tliat  document.     On  the  onlj 
occasion  upon  whieh  he  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  c^\pre^sing  his  sentiments  on  the 
subject,  he  had  said  that   in  his  opinion 
some  sort  of  out-door  relief  should  be  given. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  account  for  the 
(circumstance  of  his  name  being  attached 
to  the  pn)tcst,  otherwise  than  by  supposing 
it  to  have  been  a  mistake  of  the  Secretary, 
WluMi  he  found  that  charitable  supplies  to 
the  amount  of  I.(NH),0(Mj/.  a  year,  which 
used  to  be  di>tributed  amongst  the  people 
of  Ireland  Imd  totally  failetl,  he  thought 
that  nutliing  short  of  out-duor  relief  would 
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moot  their  wants.  But  ho  could  not  sanc- 
tion the  charges  that  had  heen  made  against 
tlic  guardians  of  the  poor  in  Ireland  by 
some  hon.  English  Members.  Their  mo- 
tives could  be  explained;  and  he  appealed 
to  those  Irish  Members  who  heard  mm,  to 
say  whether  his  statement  was  not  correct, 
and  whether  there  had  not  been  originally  a 
great  degree  of  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the 
guardians  toward  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sion ors,  in  consequence  of  the  great  power 
which  was  place(l  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
missioners by  the  law.  The  jealousy  was 
occasioned  by  the  manner  in  which  those 
gentlemen  at  first  conducted  themselves 
towards  the  poor-law  guardians,  of  whom 
they  tried  to  act  altogether  independently. 
Even  on  the  question  of  the  fittest  sites  for 
the  workhouses,  and  other  arrangements, 
they  threw  over  the  opinions  or  recom- 
mendations of  the  guardians  altogether; 
and  the  guardians  had  in  many  instances 
to  complain  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
buildings  had  been  erected,  and  of  the  ex- 
travagance of  the  cost  in  comparison  with 
that  for  which  they  themselves  could  have 
had  them  built.  These  were  some  of  the 
causes  of  the  indisposition  which  had  been 
exhibited  by  guardians  to  take  possession 
of  the  workhouses  after  they  had  been 
orcctcd,  and  of  the  smallness  of  the  sums 
that  had  been  levied  by  them  as  rates. 
Another  cause  operated  against  the  filling 
of  the  workhouses,  arising  out  of  the  indis- 
position of  the  poor  people  to  enter  them, 
or  allow  any  of  their  friends  to  go  in,  pre- 
ferring rather  to  share  with  them  their  last 
potato  than  suifer  them  to  become  reci- 
))ionts  of  relief  upon  the  terms  of  the  law. 
His  impression  was  most  strongly  in  fayonr 
of  out-door  relief,  and  he  defied  any  one  who 
had  the  misfortune  to  be  a  dispenser  of  re- 
lief in  an  overcrowded  workhouse,  and  who 
had  beheld  the  unfortunate  creatures  who 
presented  themselves  there,  appealing  for 
assistance,  to  think  otherwise.  He,  for 
one,  would  do  his  best  to  take  means  for 
the  alleviation  of  their  distress.  Now,  that 
the  potato  had  failed,  the  present  law,  at 
it  stood,  was  a  perfect  farce.  Another 
should  be  substituted.  It  might  be  necea- 
sary  that  other  measures  should  be  intro- 
duced as  an  assistance  to  it ;  an  eztensiTe 
plan  of  emigration,  for  instance.  He  would 
not  deny  that  it  might  be  the  utter  min  of 
many;  but  he  would  not  join  with  those 
who  went  to  the  noble  Lord  and  said  thej 
could  never  consent  to  give  statutable  out- 
door relief  to  the  able-bodied  poor.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  bj  saying  ihftfe 


he  would  giTO  his  wannest  support  to  the 
measure. 

Mb.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  that  be- 
fore  entering  at  all  upon  the  general  ques- 
tion of  the  safety  or  expediency  of  extend- 
ing out-door  rmief  to  the  able-bodied  in 
Ireland,  as  part  of  the  poor-law  system,  he 
was  anxious  to  make  a  few  observations 
in  reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Sir  B. 
Hall).  He  was  sorry  to  say,  he  thought  the 
whole  tone  and  tenor  of  that  speech  afforded 
a  strong  confirmation  of  what  his  right  hon. 
Friend  and  Colleague  (Mr.  Shaw)  had 
stated,  and  i^hich  statement  the  hon  Baro- 
net had  denied,  namely,  that  amongst  a 
certain  class  in  this  country — a  class  re- 
presented by  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  the 
Member  for  Bath — ^therewas  a  strong  pre- 
judice and  an  aorimonious  feeling  of  liosti- 
lity  towards  property  and  proprietors  in 
Ireland,  and  that  the  present  outcry  for 
what  was  called  a  stringent  poor  law  was, 
in  a  great  degree,  founded  upon  that  pre- 
judice and  hostility.  Perhaps  it  was  not 
a  matter  to  be  complained  of,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet,  after  having  been  challenged 
to  do  so,  should  have  named  certain  gen- 
tlemen who,  as  he  considered,  had  railed 
in  performing  their  duty  as  landed  proprie* 
tors  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Mallow.  On 
the  oontranr,  he  was  strongly  of  opinion, 
that  of  all  the  injustices  that  could  be  per- 
petrated, in  the  House  or  out  of  it,  perhaps 
the  greatest  was  that  which,  he  was  sorry 
to  add,  was  not  unconunon  in  the  Honso* 
and  which  he  thought  the  h<Hi.  Member 
for  Stroud  had  committed  last  night, 
namely,  that  of  making  a  chai^,  on  ano- 
nymous information,  against  a  person  not 
named,  and  drawing  from  that  aecusation 
an  inference  against  a  whole  dass.  If  hon* 
Members  had  charges  to  make  against  in*" 
dividuals,  it  was  much  more  mMily,  and 
much  more  just,  to  name  the  indiTidaals 
charged,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Mmjo 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  had  done,  and  ue 
accuser,  in  order  tiiat  if  the  ohaige  was 
unfounded,  a  refutation  might  be  ofiered* 
But  what  he  complained  of  was  this,  thail 
the  hon.  Baronet,  if  he  had  meant  to  im-> 
pngn  tiie  conduct  of  indUyidoals,  and  hoU 
them  up  to  public  odium^  as  he  had  dmw 
Mr.  Cotter  and  Mr.  Couieiiay,  for  alleged 
neglect  of  dnty,  aiid  harshness,  and  waol 
of  charity,  shoold  not  have  had  the  fair^ 
ness  to  commtmieate  beforehand  to  those 
gentlemen  his  intmtion,  and  the  nature  of 
uie  charges,  in  wder  that  he  nn^  him- 
self haye  the  opportnoitj  of  judging  jnsUy, 
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by  hearing  both  sides;  and  that,  with  the 
charge,  the  explanation,  if  any,  should  go 
before  the  pubhc.  Now,  he  thought  and 
believed,  that  if  there  was  one  charac- 
teristic more  than  another  which  belonged 
to  Englishmen,  it  was  the  love  of  fair  play 
and  justice,  and  that  the  accused  as  well  as 
the  accuser  should  be  heard  before  a  ver- 
dict was  pronounced.  But  the  hon.  Baro- 
net, on  eX'parte  evidence,  without  the  op- 
portunity being  afforded  of  defence,  or  ex- 
planation, or  refutation,  had  taken  upon 
himself  to  condemn  two  gentlemen,  and  to 
inflict  upon  them  that  which  after  all  was 
no  slight  punishment — the  holding  them  up 
to  public  odium  and  indignation.  He  knew 
nothing  of  the  facts  of  the  case — they 
might  be  true  or  they  might  be  false;  but 
ho  hoped  the  House  and  the  public  would 
act  more  justly  than  the  hon.  Baronet,  and 
suspend  their  judgment  till  the  accused 
parties  had  the  opportunity  of  stating  their 
case.  In  reference  to  the  accusation 
brought  by  the  hon.  Baronet  against  the 
proprietors  in  the  union  of  Kanturk,  in  the 
county  of  Cork,  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  had 
that  morning  received  a  letter  from  a  gen- 
tleman, Mr.  Leader,  a  landed  proprietor 
in  that  union,  which,  in  justice,  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  read  to  the  House.  Mr. 
Leader  stated — 

"  I  perccivo  somo  obsorrations  ma<le  by  Sir 
Bcnjaniin  Hall,  relativo  to  tho  snialliiCSH  of 
tho  contributions  of  the  landlords  in  tho  union 
or  electoral  didHion  of  Kanturk.  Before  the 
Kn/^liHh  public  condemn  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
let  them  know  the  facts.  In  tho  union  of  Kan- 
turk, at  a  presentment  sessions  in  Otrtober,  a  sum 
of  51,000/.  was  voted  to  pive  employment  to  the 
destitute.  On  tho  24th  of  J  k»ceml)er,  another  ses- 
eions  was  held  under  Mr.  l^boueherc's  letter,  at 
which  12,000/.  was  ji^ranted.  In  the  month  of 
Febniary,  the  relieving  officer  and  engineer  of  the 
Board  of  Works  applied  for  a  further  sum  of 
24,000/.,  in  order  to  ccmiplete  works  already  in 
progress  ;  thus  making  a  total  of  87,000/.  At 
tho  time  these  sums  were  voted,  it  was  believed 
the  whole  amount  would  have  to  be  repaid.  If  it 
be  said,  at  the  time  these  sums  were  voted,  it  was 
not  intended  to  rejMiy  them,  I  strongly  contradict 
it.  On  former  occasions  large  sums  had  been  ad- 
vanced in  this  district  by  (Jovemment  on  public 
works,  and  been  rejwiid.  Now,  tuni  to  the  levies 
under  tho  poor  law,  and  of  which,  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  more  than  two-thirds  are  jmid  by 
the  landlords.  In  the  electoral  division  alluded  to 
by  Sir  Henjamin  Hall,  a  rate  of  U.  (W.  in  the 
]M)uiid  was  luid  in  November,  and  another  rate  of 
t'J.v.  in  the  iHMind  is  now  in  course  of  coUiHrtion  : 
and  the  averaire  rates  levi(sl  in  tliis  union  will 
amount  to  'Itt.  k\d.  or  Ws.  in  the  jKiund.  Thus,  l»e- 
tweeii  ]M)or  rates,  and  tin*  monies  vott'd  under  tho 
i)th  and  loth  Victoria,  the  mim  of  100,000/.  has 
been  granteil  for  the  n'lief  of  the  destitute,  a  sum 
exceediiiL'  the  rental  of  the  union.  During  t*" 
tli-jircss  of  last  summer,  lil»or>il  (Huitributioiui  *  ' 
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made  and  the  eril  mot.  But  this  y 
nitude  of  tho  calamity  was  bo  \ 
very  largest  amount  of  prirate  snbMiijp 
have  Ix^n  totally  inadequate.  The  I 
undertook  the  task  of  reiiering,  aod  has  {_ 
been  well  seconded  by  the  propiieton.  Ife  i 
most  illiberal  and  nnfiur  to  prodnee 
cases  of  neglect  or  aTarico  as  fihiirfcCil4witUit  «f  » 
whole  class.  In  making  snch  ■■ecrtiona  as  Sir  BL 
Hall  did  the  other  night,  it  were  but  oommoo  jw- 
tice  to  require  that  he  should  name  the  pattte 
acting  with  illiberality.  In  one  inefaiwe  I  an 
certain  he  has  been  misinfi>rmed,  aa  tbere  is  mtk 
one  individual  posseting  property  in  the  imiiHi  if 
Kanturk  to  tho  amount  of  6,00w.  a  jear.  Ife  ii 
more  than  probable  the  152.,  alluded  to  bj  Sir  BL 
Hall,  was  in  proportion  to  the  pioperij  keU  ia 
the  electoral  division.  The  largest  proprietor  in 
that  division  is  Sir  Edward  Tierney ;  mnd  joa  an 
yourself  aware  that  there  is  no  man  more  lik^f 
to  fulfil  his  duty  than  he.  I  am,  denr  Sir,  yoan 
very  truly,  "  N.  P.  LBAsn." 

He  thought  it  unDecessarj  to  allude  to  Sir 
E.  Tierney,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  had  etatad 
that  he  hod  subscribed  very  largely;  bot  ha 
felt  bound  to  say,  that  having  viaited  Kan- 
turk when  on  the  Land  Commiaaion,  ha 
was  enabled  to  assure  the  House  that  thava 
was  no  landlord  who  spent  more  monej, 
or  devoted  more  care  in  the  improvemanl 
of  his  tenantry,  than  Sir  Edward  Tierney. 
After  the  very  able  speeches  of  hit  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin,  and  hia 
right  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague,  it  waa 
unnecessary  for  him,  and  he  would  not 
trespass  upon  tho  House  by  entering  ai  aJI 
upon  the  arguments  against  the  extenaion 
of  out-door  relief  to  able-bodied  labonren^ 
founded  upon  authority,  or  the  caae  of 
England,  or  the  opinions  of  CommiaaiaB- 
ers  or  Committees.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  stated  that  the  present  meaanra 
brought  forward  unwillingly  by  the  ]_ 
Government,  and  contrary  to  their  record- 
ed  opinions.  He  certainly  believed  that  tha 
true  cause  of  its  being  proposed  at  tha 
present  time,  was  the  pecuntaiy  preaaora 
upon  England  in  consequence  of  the  fi^ 
mine,  and  the  approach  of  tho  general  elao- 
tion.  But  for  those  two  circumstancea,  ha 
did  not  think  the  House  would  have  ever 
ht^ard  of  a  plan  for  out-door  relief  to  the 
able-bodied  in  Ireland.  These,  no  donbt^ 
wore  cogent  reasons  for  inducing  Govern- 
ment to  bring  the  measure  forward;  but  ha 
could  not  admit,  as  an  Irish  Member,  that 
they  were  reasons  for  legislating  at  n  pe- 
riod! of  such  excitement  upon  a  question  sf 
such  danger  and  difficulty,  and  one  so  ma- 
terially atfecting  the  future  conditien  sf 
Ireland;  and  seeing  that  no  Member  eon- 
''Msted  with  Ireland  had  o1  ecied  to  anr  of 
nmporary  mcasu         «    '^  nBa  of 
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the  starving  poor,  by  which  temporary  mea- 
sures Irish  property  would  be  charged  to 
the  extent  of  at  least  five  or  six  millioDS,  it 
was,  he  thought,  most  unjust  that  if  they 
objected  to  out-door  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied,  as  part  of  the  poor-law  system, 
they  should  be  accused  of  indifference  to 
the  sufferings  of  the  people.  All  that  they 
required  was  that  the  workhouse  test  should 
in  every  case  be  retained;  and  the  deputa- 
tion which  had  waited  upon  the  noble  Lord 
had  stated  to  him  in  the  strongest  terms, 
although  the  noble  Lord  had  not  mention- 
ed it,  that  they  were  willing  to  give  powers 
to  any  extent,  and  any  amount,  to  enlarge 
or  increase  the  number  of  workhouses  as 
tests  for  the  able-bodied.  The  noble  Lord 
had  stated,  in  reference  to  the  dilemma  in 
which  ho  considered  he  had  placed  the  de- 
putation, that  whatever  might  be  the  dan- 
gers or  objections  to  the  giving  of  out-door 
relief  to  the  able-bodied  labourers,  the  eco- 
nomical question  and  difficulty  remained. 
Now,  in  the  few  observations  which  he 
meant  to  address  to  the  House,  he  would 
endeavour  to  confine  himself  as  nearly  as 
possible  to  that  part  of  the  question.  In 
looking  at  the  economical  question — ^look- 
ing at  the  great  question  of  the  social  con- 
dition of  Ireland;  and  believing,  as  he  be- 
lieved, that  the  House  and  the  public  in 
England  were  at  present  acting  imder  ex- 
citement and  impulse,  arising  out  of  this 
appalling  calamity,  rather  than  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  a  calm  and  dispassionate  judg- 
ment, he  would  ask  their  attention  for  a 
few  minutes,  while  he  brought  before  them 
a  few  facts  and  considerations  which  he 
thought  would  be  found  to  bear  upon  the 
economical  part  of  the  question.  And, 
first,  he  thought  it  would  be  useful  to  re- 
vert to  the  condition  of  Ireland  previous  to 
this  great  calamity.  It  was  far  from  his 
intention  to  under-estimate  the  extent  of 
that  calamity;  he  believed,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  was  impossible  to  over-estimate  it, 
either  as  regarded  its  extent,  or  its  effects 
upon  the  whole  social  system,  or  the  im- 
portance of  meeting  such  a  calamity  by  le- 
gislation. But  there  were  some  features  in 
the  state  of  Ireland  as  it  was,  before  this 
calamity  had  come  upon  it,  which  ought 
not  to  be  overlooked.  The  first  he  ifoold 
advert  to  was  this:  the  Land  Commission, 
of  which  he  was  one,  consisting  of  gentle- 
men, differing  in  politics,  and  belonging  to 
different  parts  of  Ireland,  having  examined 
1,100  witnesses,  and  having  visited  almost 
every  part  of  Ireland,  had  arrived  at  the 
unanimous  conclusion  that  there  WM  a 
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nifest  and  rapid  improvement  taking  place 
in  all  classes  in  that  country,  except  tiie 
very  lowest.  The  lowest  certainly  were  not 
improving,  and  they  constituted,  he  ad- 
mitted, a  large  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tion; and  their  condition  the  commission- 
ers had  described  truly  in  the  strong  lan- 
guage which  had  been  so  often  quoted. 
But  with  respect  to  all  other  classes,  the 
commissioners  stated  that  in  almost  every 
part  of  Ireland  unequivocal  symptoms  of 
improvement  continually  presented  them- 
selves, and  that  at  no  former  period  did  so 
active  a  spirit  of  improvement  prevail,  nor 
could  well-direoted  measures  for  the  at- 
tainment of  that  object  have  been  proposed 
with  a  better  prospect  of  success  than  at 
the  jpresent  moment.  Every  person,  or 
nearly  every  person,  who  had  had  the  op- 
portunity of  knowing  Ireland,  confirmed 
this  statement;  and  the  improvement,  and 
spirit  of  improvement,  among  all  classes 
but  the  lowest  was  discernible  even  during 
the  present  calamity;  and  might,  perhaps, 
account  in  some  degree  for  the  two  cir- 
cumstances which  seemed  to  surprise  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — ^namely,  the 
increase  in  the  savmgs'  bank  deposits,  and 
the  increase  in  the  duties  of  the  Custom- 
house in  Ireland,  even  up  to  the  present 
time.  It  was  this  which  now  constituted 
the  mainstay,  and  indeed  the  only  hope, 
for  Ireland;  and  he  would  implore  the 
House  to  take  care  lest  by  hasty  legisla- 
tion, at  such  a  time  as  the  present,  this 
spirit  of  improvement,  which  was  yet  but 
tender,  and  reqmred  to  be  cherished,  were 
checked  or  destroyed.  If  it  should  be, 
they  would  lose  Ireland.  The  next  oonsi- 
deration  he  would  advert  to  was  thia— that 
if  Ireland  was  ever  to  be  rused  from  her 
present  prostrate  position,  it  must  be  by  the 
Irish  cottier  b^g  converted  into  a  la- 
bourer, paid  in  money  wages,  learning  to 
be  industrious  in  his  own  country  as  he  was 
in  this,  and  no  longer  dependmg  on  the 
potato,  but  upon  \uk  own  laboor  and  the 
sweat  of  his  brow  for  subsistenoe*    He  im- 

Elored  the  House  to  beware,  lest  by  liMps- 
kting  hastily,  at  the  present  time,  wsj 
taii{Bpt  him  a  different  lesson.  Considering 
the  awfid  visitation  whieh  bad  befidUen 
Ireland — a  visitation,  he  believed,  mute 
nnparaOded  in  the  luatorj  of  the  woild-^ 
for  who  ever  heard  of  a  conntrj  impove- 
rished like  Ireland,  hemg  deprived  in  one 
night  of  the  food  of  four  milUona  of  her  po* 
p^on,  and  of  having  pioper^  dast»9ed 
to  the  extent  of,  at  least,  16,000,00(K.,  and 
represrated  noir  by  30,000,0001.  ?— he 
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certainly  should  have  thought  that  the  first 
duty  and  husiness  of  Government,  looking 
to  the  question  merely  in  an  economical 
point  of  view,  would  have  been  to  have 
cherished  the  spirit  of  improvement,  and  to 
have  encouraged  the  industry  of  the  peo- 
ple. It  was  because  he  thought  this  mea- 
sure— the  most  prominent  of  the  measures 
of  Government — brought  forward  at  such  a 
time  when  it  was  impossible  it  could  even 
have  a  far  trial,  for  it  began  with  the  work- 
houses full,  and  700,000  persons  the  reci- 
pients of  out-door  relief — would  have  ne- 
cessarily the  effect  of  checking  the  spirit  of 
improvement,  and  paralysing  the  industry 
of  the  people,  that  he  objected  to  the  out- 
door relief  to  the  able-bodied.  When  the 
noble  Lord  spoke  of  the  economical  diffi- 
culty, he  was  bound  to  say  it  had  not  yet 
been  shown  in  what  manner  the  eco- 
nomical difficulty  would  be  removed  by 
the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord ;  and  he 
would  adduce  a  few  facts  which  would 
illustrate  the  social  condition  of  Ireland, 
and  then  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  solve,  by 
means  of  his  system  of  out-door  relief,  the 
economical  difficulty  connected  with  that 
state  of  things.  There  were  now  several 
means  and  public  documents  by  which,  or 
by  a  comparison  of  which,  if  hon.  Members 
would  take  the  trouble  of  examining  them, 
an  accurate  view  might  be  obtained  of  the 
condition  of  the  social  system  in  Ireland. 
There  was  first  the  census  of  1841,  a  most 
valuable  public  document,  2)reparcd  with 
groat  care  and  by  most  competent  persons. 
It  exhibited  the  population  in  various 
places — density  of  j)opulation,  home  ac- 
commodation, education,  j)roperty;  then 
there  was  the  Ciovernment  valuation  of 
each  county — and  there  were  also  the  poor- 
law  returns,  giving  area,  population,  valua- 
tion, and  number  of  persons  rated,  with 
their  classification  in  eat'h  union.  lie  held 
in  his  hand  the  result  of  an  examination  of 
thes(»  documents  in  reference  to  several 
comities  in  Ireland.  He  would  just  take 
one  or  two  instances — he  would  take  the 
county  of  Mayo,  it  was  a  largo  county 
in  point  of  extent — 1,.*»G0,()00  acres;  he 
would,  in  round  numbers,  to  simplify  his 
statements,  say,  the  precise  aroa  was 
1,3().'),<).*)4  acres,  the  population  in  1841, 
extrluding  towns  with  -,000  persons,  was 
.')7(KOO0.  Now,  in  looking  at  the  charac- 
t(T  of  this  p(>pulation,  as  regards  educa- 
tion, wliich,  of  course,  constitutes  the 
foundation  of  social  ordor,  and  independ- 
ence, and  industry,  and  inijirovement,  it 
ajipoars  that,  without  deducting  from  the 
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population  children  under  fire  yeftn  of  i  _ 
which,  if  deducted,  would  of  coune  redil 
the  370,000  considerably,  there   are  no 
fewer  persons  above  five  years  old    Hum 
255,987  who  can  neither  read  nor  write. 
This  is  the  first  element  in  the  economiod 
question  which  the  noble  Lord  woidd  haTO 
to  deal  with.     The  next  aspect  in  wfaidi 
he  would  regard  them  was  their  conditioB 
as  respects  houso  accommodation  and  fa- 
mily arrangements.     It  appears  the  popu- 
lation of  Mayo  consists  of  66,945  famibee* 
and  these  famiHes  are  thus   distributed. 
The  census    commissioners    divide    their 
houses  into  four  classes.     The  first  elassp 
of  course,  are  the  best  houses,  compriain# 
the  houses  of  the  clergy  and  gently;  tlie 
socond  class  are  farm  houses;  the  third 
class  mud  cabins,   with  mud   floor,    bvt 
having  more  than  one  room  and  l^vinff 
windows;  and  the  fourth,  mud  cabins,  con- 
sisting of  one  single  room,  mud  floors,  and 
no  windows.     No.w,  the  66,945  famifieaoC 
Mayo  arc  thus  distributed:  there  are  217 
first-class  houses,   and  these  217  hooaea 
contain  231   families — an  aggregation  oC 
families   even  in  the  first-class   houaes; 
there  arc  3,012  second-class  houacsy  and 
they  contain  3,306  families — here  you  have 
300  more  families  than  houses;  there  are 
no  fewer  than  22,000  third-class  hooaea* 
containing  22,605  families  ;   and  of   the 
fourth-class  houses,  mud  cabins,   consiei- 
ing  of  a  single  room,  there  are  40,008p 
containing  40.803  famiHes.     Thi.s  is  the 
social  condition  of  the  population  the  noUe 
Lord  has  to  deal  with.     Next  as  to  their 
means :    here   again  the  census  commia- 
sioners    adopted    a    classification:  —  1st. 
Families  whose  means  enable  them  to  live 
without  labour,  including  professional  men 
and  farmers  of  more  than  fifty  acres.    2nd 
chiss.  Families  and  artisans  who  have  some 
means,  but  who  are  not  exempt  from  la- 
bour, including  farmers  liotwcon  ^ve  and 
fifty  acres.     IM  class.  Heads  of  farailiea 
without  capital,  cither  in  money,  land,  or 
acquired   knowledge — labourers,    in  fact, 
and  farmers  up  to  five  acres.    Now,  in  thia 
point  of  view,  the  06,945  families  are  di- 
vided as  follows: — 1st  class, 809;  2ndcla88, 
having  some  means,  but  not  exempt  from 
labour,  9.761:  3rd  class,  labourers  withont 
capital    in   money,    land,    or   knowledge, 
/)4,1>82 — the  last  class  constituting  about 
3i  M  ),<  )U0  persons.    He  would  now  turn  to  the 
valuation  of  Mayo.  The  valuation  of  Majo* 
including  th<'  towns  of  Castlebar,  Wostport, 
llalliua,  nallinrobe,  an«l  Clare,  the  popala- 
tion  of  which  towns  exceed  2,000  eaeh« 
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and  which  arc  excluded  from  all  the  preTi- 
ous  statements,  is  returned  as  299,851.  Of 
course,  if  the  towns  were  deducted,  the 
amount  would  be  considerably  less.  The 
first  deduction  to  be  made  from  this  are 
the  county  rates,  which  in  1846  amounted 
to  39,400^.,  leaving  the  value  of  the  county 
at  about  260,000{.  subject  to  tithe  rent- 
charge,  to  quit  or  crown  rent,  to  agency 
fees  and  expenses,  to  losses  and  necessary 
repairs,  and  to  the  present  labour-rate,  to 
say  nothing  of  incumbrances  of  any  kind, 
for  the  spport  of  a  population  of  67,000 
families,  consisting  of  369,000  individuals, 
of  whom  255,000,  above  five  years  old, 
can  neither  read  not  write — 63,000  out  of 
the  67,000  families  living  in  mud  houses, 
41,000  of  them  consisting  of  one  smgle 
room.  If  he  was  not  wearying  the  House, 
he  would  like  to  take  the  case  of  one  of 
tlie  unions  in  the  same  county,  of  which 
the  House  had  occasionally  heard.  He 
would  take  the  case  of  the  Westport  union. 
This  union  contained  341,000  acres;  its 
population  was  77,952;  the  number  of  per- 
sons rated  was  13,122;  of  these  13,122,  no 
fewer  than  11,156  were  rated  under  41. 
each.  Now  it  might  be  assumed  that  all 
of  those  poor  people  rated  under  42.,  all, 
at  least,  who  still  survived,  must  now  be 
em])loyed  on  the  public  works,  and,  of  ne- 
cessity, they  would  fall  upon  the  rates. 
What,  then,  was  the  valuation  of  the 
union  ?  It  was  valued  at  38,8752.  So  here 
there  is  a  union,  valued  at  38,8002.,  and 
tliat  valuation  subject  to  county  rates,  rent- 
charge,  crown  rent,  agency  fees,  repairs, 
and  losses,  and  the  present  labour-rate,  to 
say  nothing  of  incumbrances — ^for  the  sup- 
l>ort  of  78,000  individuals;  of  whom  11,000 
families,  or  about  60,000  persons,  are  rated 
under  4/.  per  head.  The  Land  Commis* 
sion  had  received  some  curious  evidence 
with  respect  to  the  state  of  cultivation  in 
tliis  very  union;  and  he  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
would  conclude  his  statement  by  reading 
a  short  extract  from  it.  It  was  given  bj  a 
gentleman  of  no  ordinary  intelligence  and 
ability,  and  one  whose  authonty  would  not 
ho  questioned  ;  it  was  the  very  rev.  John 
Lyons,  the  late  Roman  Catholic  Dean  of 
Killala.  The  commissioners  had  visited 
Dean  Lyons  when  they  were  in  the  county 
of  Mayo,  and  seen  his  improvements.  He 
was  a  man  of  great  learning,  and  great 
energy  and  intelligence^ — ^lie  died  about  a 
year  ago,  and  his  loss  must  be  deeply  feli 
by  the  poor  people  in  that  remote  oiflriei. 
Dean  Lyons  states — 
"  The  arable  land  is  generally  held  la 


in  taoh  a  way  that  it  is  imposiiUs  to  imfrova  it* 
It  ii  divided  by  lot  every  two  yean.  Sapposing 
it  of  three  sorts,  good,  middling,  and  bad,  a  man 
gets  a  ridge  of  middling,  and  a  ridge  of  bad,  in 
difbrent  parts  of  the  ilefi.  Are  those  ridges  peid 
by  the  landlord  or  by  the  people  themselves  f — Bj 
the  people  themselves ;  all  the  tenants  are  liable 
for  Uie  rent.  How  often  does  a  change  take  pUoe 
in  the  ooonpation  f — Every  two  years,  owing  to 
their  aiode  of  tillage,  whioh  is  very  singular;  they 
grow  their  erope  on  very  wide  ridses,  which  are 
formed  into  inclined  planes,  one  side  of  the  ridge 
being  two  or  three  feet  higher  than  the  other ;  the 
seed  is  spread  upon  the  ridge,  and  it  is  covered 
from  a  furrow  always  dug  from  the  high  side,  so 
that  every  year  the  mould  of  the  field  is  moved,  by 
the  breadth  of  a  furrow,  from  one  side  of  the  field 
to  the  other—hence  the  necessity  for  a  change 
every  two  years.  What  crops  do  they  take  off  ue 
land  ? — Potatoes  the  first  year,  and  oats  or  bariey 
the  next,  and  then  return  to  potatoes  again ;  they 
do  not  pkragli,  and  they  seldom  di||  the  land  for 
potatoes,  but  they  take  ei^^iteen  mchet  off  the 
idgh  side  of  the  ridge,  and  throw  it  over  to  cover 
the  seed.'' 

Now,  in  ihis  state  of  things  was  the  econo- 
mical difficulty  with  whidi  he  would  meet 
the  difficulty  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord. 
The  noble  Lord  had  asked,  supposing  out- 
door relief  to  the  able-bodied  abandoned* 
what  do  you  propose — ^how  do  you  propoae 
to  meet  tiie  £fficulty  ?  But  he  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  seriously,  did  he  expect 
that  his  system  of  out-door  rdief  could  be 
applicable  to  such  a  state  of  things  aa  he 
had  presented  in  the  county  of  Mayo.  Why 
this  morning's  paper  afforded  a  commen- 
tarr  upon  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
had  seen  in  the  Timei  an  extract  from  a 
Mayo  newspaper,  in  which  it  was  staled 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  labourera  who 
are  inclined  to  do  an  honest  day's  work^- 
one  of  the  consequences' of  bemg  supported 
for  so  long  a  time  on  unproductive  puUie 
works.  The  noble  Lord  was  aapported  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo.  jSe  weidd 
like  to  see  him  try  his  aystem;  first,  bj 
way  of  experiment,  aa  to  the  efficacy  of 
his  own  plan^  removing  the  eoonomieal 
difficulty  in  the  county  of  Mayo.  Wbr, 
no  one  could  doubt  that  the  noble  Lora^a 
system  would  break  down  before  six  m<miha 
were  passed.  Instead  of  introdadnff  gteal 
measures  for  absorbmg  rarabis.  laooinu- 
instead  of  cherishing  tb  spmt  of  im^nrra* 
ment,  and  promoting  indnatiy  and  de^Bkp- 
ing  die  reeooreea  m  a  coni^  like  May«H 
aiSl  throwing  l]|^t  into*  and  Tinfying  and 
stimulating  the  energiea  of  thai  maaa  et 


popiilatioa»  and  takmg  adTaatega  «f  the 
to  bnak  «p  Aa  kal 


and  indcdenee  of  agea,  yea  are  goiaff  to 
praetise  a  emel  delnaiim  imonihe  tema. 
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not  the  means  of  affording  them ;  and  if 
an  attempt  should  be  made  to  afford  it, 
begin  with  tho  Westport  union.  That 
union  would  be  bankrupt  in  six  months. 
The  pauperism  of  the  Westport  union 
would  then  extend  itself  to  the  whole 
county  of  Mayo.  It  would  not  be  difficult 
to  reduce  Mayo  to  the  same  condition. 
The  adjoining  county  of  Roscommon  was 
not  much  removed  in  its  condition  from  the 
state  of  Mayo.  Lcitrim  would  soon  share 
the  same  fate ;  and  he  firmly  believed  that 
the  effect  would  be  what  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dublin  had  so  well  de- 
scribed, that  in  the  end  Ireland  would  be 
one  pauperised  union,  and  the  Minister  of 
the  Crown  the  relieving  officer. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNELL  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last, 
that  he  should  much  prefer  seeing  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  meeting  the  present 
emergency  by  some  temporary  measures, 
however  strong.  The  noble  Lord  in  the 
early  part  of  his  speech  repeated  the  mea- 
sures which  had  been  suggested  to  the 
Government  for  meeting  the  distress,  and 
all  of  which  had  met  with  refusal;  and  the 
noble  Lord  was  clicered  by  the  Ilouse 
when  ho  included  in  this  list  the  proposal 
for  employing  the  people  in  the  cultivation 
of  the  soil.  At  that  time,  a  fortnight  ago, 
the  accounts  of  the  delay  in  the  cidtivation 
of  the  land  were  alarming;  and  since  then 
they  had  not  boon  mitigated  but  fearfully 
aggravated.  He  had  received  a  great 
number  of  letters  upon  this  subject,  short 
extracts  from  which  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  read.  In  the  letter  accompanying  the 
petition  which  he  presented  on  Friday, 
from  the  Catholic  clergy  of  the  deanery 
of  Swinford,  diocese  of  Aohonry,  there 
occurred  tlie  following  sentence  : — 

"  IfGoverninoiit  do  not  ;rivc  a  Hupply  of  spring 
iieecU,  the  land  will  not  be  rroppod  ;  and  the  oou- 
Hequen(*e  niiiHt  }><>  a  more  dreadtul  famine  next 
yviiv  than  even  that  of  the  present  year.  The  al- 
li';;ation  of  an  or^ranized  combination  among  the 
]M>aRantry  n(»t  to  till  the  land  is  most  unfounded." 

This  was  from  the  west  of  Ireland.  The 
accounts  from  the  south  were  to  the  same 
effect.  The  following  was  from  the  columns 
<)f  the  Tipperary  Vindicator: — 

•*  It  nhould  be  jM-rfeetly,  jdainly,  and  explicitly 
understo(Ml  by  Governnu'iit  that,  in  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  caws,  the  smaller  farmers 
can  do  nothing  ;  that  their  horneM — such  of  them 
as  have  not  gone  to  the  tan-yarda — are  inea|Kible 
of  fli'ld  work  :  and  that  they  theniHelves  cannot 
atlonl  to  b»se  i\u\  day'w  j)ay  whi<'h  the  public 
\\(»rkM  contribute.  We  imprcshcd  upon  the  (ro- 
vcrnment  the  imi>erative  necensity  (»f  help  where 
huccour  ii*  so  much  needed,  and  not  throw  a  re- 


spoDBibility  upon  the  landloH,  wko  bbj  ] 
he  struck  to  the  earth  by  penny ;  or  wWo^         _ 
morally  resposible  for  the  condition  oC  hli  ta- 
antry,  is  not  now  within  reoeh  to 
gloomiest  forebodings  from  beiii|^  sp 
izcd.      We  were  anxious  that  the  tme 
affiiirs  should  be  placed  in  its  re¥oltiii|f  ] 
ness  before  all  parties  interested  in  tho  i 
of  Ireland,  from  horrors  that  have  neva 
entered  the  imagination.    It  is  n  time  i 
nothing  should  be  concealed — in  wlueh 
should  be  postponed  that  could  be  ^ok« 
felt  this.    We  feel  now  under  the  mbm 
influence." 

He  had  also  received  letters  from  DabE^ 
statmg  the  condition  of  things  in  the  liAir 
and  more  settled  province  of  LeiiiBter.  ■ 
one  of  which  it  was  said — 

"  The  small  holder  and  the  poor  man  viftk  Hi 
acres  are  not  making  any  attempt  to  till  the  land; 
nor  are  they  able.  Mj  business  bein^  the  e«m 
trade,  brings  me  into  communication  with  aefwel 
counties  in  Lcinster,  where  I  learn  thnm  ie  mm 
fiign  of  the  class  abore-named  being  able  to  eew. 
Some  foar  the  landlord  would  take  the  erop^  baft 
the  bulk  arc  utterly  unable.  They  are 
If  instant  measures  be  not  taken,  the 
be  disastrous,  and  this  truly  awful  jreou*  is  1 
harbinger  of  another  of  such  increaaed 
that  the  present  destruction  of  life  will  < 
bo  looked  upon  as  nothing  to  the  fiightihl « 
stances  of  1848." 

Letters  from  other  places  corrobomlel 
these  alarming  accounts.  He  feared,  thero* 
fore,  the  nohle  Lord  at  the  head  of  tha 
Government  would  see  cause  before  antnma 
approached  to  regret  the  strength  of  Us 
decision,  in  refusing  to  furnish  aeed  at  a 
period  when  private  efforts  were  certaiidj 
not  made,  but  when  the  interferenca  of 
Government  could  scarcely  be  said  to  pia- 
vent  private  etforts  being  made,  and  wmi 
the  time  was  passing  so  rapidly  in  which  tha 
ordinary  operations  of  spring  must  be 
dcrtaken.  He  thought,  he  said,  the 
Lord  would  regret  his  decision  in  refuabig 
to  supply  seed,  when  he  found  there  woul 
be  a  certainty  of  more  universal  deatitutioa 
than  was  at  present  prevailing.  Thara 
was  one  statement  in  the  speech  of  tha 
noble  Lord  which  he  could  not  have  pat^ 
fectly  understood,  or  that  the  constnictaoA 
he  put  upon  it  could  not  be  the  true  one.  Ha 
understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that  as 
the  2Uth  March  no  less  than  20  per  eeai 
of  the  labourers  employed  upon  the  pahBa 
works  would  be  dismissed.  It  appeared  ta 
him  that  the  noble  Lord  spoke  not  of  tha 
temporary  relief  afforded  by  the  sonp-hiteh- 
ens  ;  but  that  it  was  his  intention  to  have 
the  dismissal  etfected  in  districts  where 
the  new  temporary  relief  measures  had  not 
come  into  operation.  If  this  were  the  ui» 
teutiou  of  the   noble   Lord,  he  (Mr.   J. 
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0*Connell)  must  declare  his  strong  convic- 
tion that  anything  more  perilous,  or  more 
certain  to  produce  the  most  frightful  cala- 
mities in  Ireland,  had  neyer  heen  resolved 
upon  hy  any  Government.  The  resolution 
would  create  a  violent  insurrection  in  those 
counties  where  it  was  put  into  execution, 
for  the  people  had  absolutely  nothing  to 
fall  hack  upon.  If  the  object  was  to  com- 
pel a  supply  of  labour  for  the  farmers,  it 
might  1)0  attained  by  a  regulation  to  the 
effect  that  those  parties  only  who  refused 
to  leave  the  public  works  when  they  could 
have  farm  labour,  should  be  dismissed;  but 
if,  by  one  act,  20  per  cent  of  the  whole 
number  now  employed  were  discharged,  he 
feared  "it  would  be  impossible  for  private 
means  of  employment  to  absorb  them;  and 
if  the  gratuitous  relief  arrangements  were 
not  ready,  the  resolution  would  be  found 
one  of  the  most  dangerous  that  could  be 
conceived.  The  consequences  must  be  de- 
plorable ;  and  if  ho  were  right  in  the  con- 
struction he  put  upon  the  noble  Lord's 
language,  he  implored  a  reconsideration  of 
the  decision  of  the  Government  in  this 
respect.  One  word  as  to  the  Vagprancy 
Act  which  was  announced.  The  extent 
to  which  it  would  go,  and  the  details  of  the 
measure,  were  left  for  future  consideration; 
hut  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  in 
the  opinion  of  those  who  knew  Ireland 
best,  anything  like  a  strong  effort  to  check 
vagrancy  and  medicancy  would  not  only 
be  fruitless,  but  would  be  the  cause  of  an 
enormous  amount  of  outrage,  violence  and 
crime.  The  noble  Lord  had  been  urged 
that  small  occupiers  of  land  should  not  be 
allowed  to  receive  relief.  lie  begged  the 
noble  Lord  to  be  cautious  how  he  adopted 
this  advice,  for  the  consequence  of  soeh 
an  enactment  would  be  that  the  small 
farmers  would  throw  up  their  farms,  £dl 
into  the  class  of  the  utterly  destitute,  and 
hy  additions  to  that  class  it  would  be  per- 
fectly impossible  to  supply  the  requisite 
amount  of  employment.  At  to  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  he  had  already  said 
that  he  must  vote  for  it,  not  for  the  reason 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  assigned  for  it, 
and  certainly  not  for  those  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Sir 
B.  Hall)  had  chosen  to  put  into  hb  moutfa, 
namely,  pressure  from  without.  He  was 
perfectly  conscious  that  anything  Govem- 
ment  had  yet  done,  or  what  they  meant  to 
do,  would  be  insufficient  to  meet  adequatdy 
this  great  calamity  ;  and  he  was  rMdy  to 
snatch  at  the  poor  law  aa  a  meana  of 
saving  even  a  few  lives.     It  would  ulti* 


mately  work  evil,  though  it  might  tempo- 
rarily be  of  benefit  in  ihe  way  of  rehef. 
He  supported  the  Bill,  in  the  present 
distracted  condition  of  Ireland,  as  a 
forlorn  and  desperate  hope,  and  not 
from  believing  it  could  ever  be  suocess- 
ful,  or  otherwise  than  ruinous,  if  it  re- 
muned  upon  the  country.  But  he  thought 
that  such  Irish  Members  who  suppoiied 
the  poor  law  would  have  a  right  to  call 
upon  the  noble  Lord  not  to  raise  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  the  satisfactory  working  of 
the  measure.  He  greatly  feared  there 
was  some  intention  of  domg  so,  whilst  the 
inevitable  obstacles  in  its  way  were  quite 
sufficient  already.  What,  for  example, 
was  the  ease  in  England?  In  En|^d 
there  were  1,400,000  paupers,  who  were 
supported  at  a  cost  of  5,000,0001.  It  must 
be  recollected  that  in  Ireland  they  set  up 
a  poor  law  with  a  pauper  population  of  be- 
tween 3,000,000  and  4,000,000.  Now,  if 
in  England  it  took  so  lurge  a  sum  of  money 
as  5,000,000{.  to  support  1,400,000  pau- 
pers,  what  an  enormous  amount  must  be 
absorbed  from  the  impoverished  pn^^^rtgr 
of  Ireland  to  support  between  3,()00,000 
and  4,000,000  paupers !  In  the  next  place, 
this  Bill  must  produce  anotiier  inevitable 
injury — ^it  must  crush  down  the  smaD  rate- 
payers. This  had  always  been  his  objeo* 
tion  to  a  system  of  poor  law,  especially  in 
Ireland.  If  yon  could  but  hit  those  among 
the  owners  of  property  who  were  not  dis- 
charging tiieir  duties  properiy » there  would 
be  no  objection;  but  that  principle  was  not 
attempted  to  be  introducea  mto  legislation. 
But  if  you  struck  at  the  owners  of  propertj, 
whether  resident  or  absentee,  you  must  hit 
the  class  of  small  ratepayers  —  a  very 
lai^  body,  who  would  add  enormoudy  to 
the  existing  mass  of  pauperism.  Already, 
in  numerous  districts  throughout  Ireland, 
ihe  rates  eould  not  be  coDected  from  the 
poorer  zmtepayers.  If,  therefore,  the  oot- 
door  system  were  extended  to  tbemj  with 
its  Imt^  demands,  he  oonfidentiy  pre- 
dicted ihey  would  be  cut  down,  aiA  that 
iii^tea4  of  aidbg  to  siqy»ort  panpers,  they 
would  themselTes  become  paupers,  and  thoe 
increase  the  burden  upon  property.  In 
addition  to  this  dtflloulty,  he  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  reeoOeet  the  fine  pradietiooa 
made  in  that  House  iriien  the  original  poor 
law  was  hrousjiht  in.  The  premetions  of 
Mr.  Kiehois  with  zeneot  to  this  mearare^ 
had  been  entirely  fiOstted  by  th*  molt. 
No  person  eoold  sat  befiote  the  praasnt 
ftamM  eame— efsn  before  1845— 4ha(  in 
any  part  pt  Ireland  there  wii  jsny  pssesp- 
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tible  diminution  of  pauperism,  or  that  any 
perceptible  good  had  been  done  by  the  pre- 
sent poor  law.  To  the  other  difficulties  of 
the  subject,  the  noble  Lord  had  added  one 
of  his  own;  namely,  the  enormous  addition 
he  proposed  of  ex-officio  guardians.  On 
this  subject  he  had  received  a  number  of 
letters,  several  from  clergymen  in  various 
parts  of  the  country.  The  letter  of  the 
right  rev.  Dr.  Cantwell  had  already  ap- 
peared, and  it  was  entitled  to  great  atten- 
tion. In  the  very  county  where  the  power 
of  these  ex-officio  guardians  was  greatest, 
the  right  rev.  prelate  said,  that  a  noble 
Lord  and  an  hon.  Baronet  had  been  ex- 
cluded from  among  the  number  returned 
by  the  magistrates  upon  account  of  their 
politics;  and  he  (Mr.  J.  0*Connell)  must 
now  mention  that  one  was  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Home 
Department  (Sir  W.  Somerville),  and  the 
other  was  the  Marquess  of  Headfort.  The 
letters  he  received  from  every  part  of  the 
country  upon  this  subject  depicted  the 
worst  results  from  the  contemplated  in- 
crease of  eX'Officio  guardians.  lie  would 
read  a  few  extracts  from  one  or  two.  One 
letter  said — 

"  Every  opposition  ought  to  be  pivcn  to  that 
mo»t  iniquitous  clause  propo»«jd  by  Lord  John 
Hussoll,  tM]nalisinjr  tho  number  of  ex-ofieio  and 
elected  guardians  on  the  boanls.  It  is  the  para- 
mount tluty  of  every  Irish  Member,  at  least,  to 
exert  his  utmost  to  prevent  tlie  insertion  of  that 
clause  into  the  Amendment  Hill.  Such  a  clause 
will  furnish  additional  evidence  of  the  incapacity 
of  a  British  Parliament  attempting  Irish  legisla- 
tion." 

Another  writer  said — 

"  1  implore  of  you  to  offer  every  opi>osition  in 
your  power  to  tins  increase  of  the  number  of  tx- 
ojji^:io  guardians,  as  tho  very  worst  and  most  ca- 
lamitous measure  that  could  he  adopted.  It  will 
h<'  alik(>  disastrous  to  the  temiH»ral  and  s]»iritual 
welfare  of  the  unhappy  paiijjers  ....  The 
fx-ofii'io  puariliaiiH  are  that  class  to  whom  the 
]MM)pIe  are.  indebted  for  their  privations  ;  and  in- 
steatl  of  controlling  them  in  their  misdeeds,  new 
j)owers  are  boiuL'  ^'ranted,  that  ad<litional  misery 
may  be  inflicted." 

Anotlior  gentleman  thus  wrote — 

"  If  the  claus4'  iiicrea'sini^  the  number  of  ^'r- 
ofirio  guardians  hi-  introduced,  it  will  render  the 
whole  system  of  piM»r  laws  inoiH*rative." 

Ill  addition  to  niul  in  illustration  of  these 
h»tt(TS,  he  had  received  reports  of  a  great 
number  of  rases,  where  thii  miseries  of  dis- 
sensions upon  reli<;i(uis  subjects  had  b< 
revived  and  seenuMl  likely  toboi 
by  disjmtes  between  the  ex-c 
elected  jnruardianH.    Now,  if  an 
to  he  avoided,  it  was  these 
ferences;    but  instead  of  < 


there  had  been  many  and  maaj  cmm  rf 
interference  by  ex-qficio  gnardiaiw  wiik 
Catholic  paupers,  with  the  edueatiaa  tf 
Catholic  children,  and  irith  the 
treatment  of  Catholic  chAplains;  of  y 
when  the  House  came  to  that  part  ef  i 
Bill  in  Committee,  he  should  be  ptcfiaiei 
to  bring  forward  several  ybtj  Btrikiag  m- 
stanees.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  retim. 
showing  the  constituency  from  which  Iha 
ex-officio  guardians  were  taken.  It  was 
not  an  ofHcial  document,  bat  it  had  haaa 
prepared  from  competent  sources;  and  il 
contained  the  numbers  of  Catholic  and  F^ 
testant  magistrates  in  Ireland.  Fran  dyb 
paper  it  appeared,  that  in  every  countj  Iha 
Catholic  magistrates  were  a  very  aoMl 
minority  ;  and  that  in  three-  rnnntki. 
Donegal,  Fermanagh,  and  Tyrone,  then 
was  not  a  single  Catholic  magistrate  !  The 
total  number  of  Protestant  magistrates  y 
4,623,  of  Catholics  419 — a  marrdlom  ] 
portion.  He  knew  it  appeared  in 
to  allude  to  these  subjects;  bnt  he  eos- 
tended  it  was  the  duty  of  Irish  Me^ 
hers  to  give  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  i 
protection  in  their  power,  bj  showing 
that  House  that  they  had  not  the  mn— 
of  admitting  an  adequate  numher  of  ei^ 
officio  guardians  of  their  own  faith  to  waiek 
over  the  Catholic  paupers  in  the  wotk* 
houses.  He  did  not  advocate  any  priTilage 
or  advantage  either  for  Catholic  gnardisM^ 
Catholic  ehildren,  or  Catholic  paupers;  he 
only  wanted  perfect  equality  and 
non-interference.  He  had  put  an  . 
ment  on  the  Pai>er,  which  he  should  i 
in  Committee,  to  obviate  entirely  all  eli 
of  collision  upon  religious  subjects,  which 
was  inevitable  unless  the  Bill  gave  secmitT 
to  prevent  it.  On  every  ground,  upon  the 
ground  of  safety  to  the  religion  of  dw 
]>aupers,  of  safety  to  the  education  of  poor 
]  tan  per  children,  and  of  enabling  the  law 
to  work  so  as  to  give  relief  to  the  poor*  he 
prayed  the  House  not  to  add  to  the  numher 
of  cc-officio  guardians.  These  men  uighl 
bo  the  best  men  that  could  be  found — stfll 
they  were  but  men.  They  had  to  taK 
themselves,  and  it  was  human  nature  net 
to  burden  themselves  too  heavily.  At  §M. 
events,  hero  was  a  Hill  brought  in  to  niaha 
up  for  what  was  considered  a  dereliction  of 
duty  OB  t^*  part  of  owners  of  | 
It        I  -4Ch  strange  ino 

't  out  was 
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question,  as  to  what  the  Irish  party  would 
adviso  in  place  of  poor  laws,  not  being  of 
them,  yet  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  he 
should  in  the  first  instance  have  adopted 
some  strong  temporary  measure,  instead 
of  forcing  the  present  doubtful  Bill  upon 
Ireland,  without  there  being  time  for  a 
proper  consideration  of  it.  The  loan  which 
the  Government  had  granted,  ought,  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  say,  to  have  been  increased 
three  or  four  fold.  That  should  hare  been 
one  of  the  first  measures  of  the  noble  Lord, 
for  the  present  loan  would  be  entirely  in- 
adequate for  the  support  of  the  people.  If 
Irish  Members  were  to  be  taunted  by  Eng- 
lish Members  about  a  loan,  again  he  replied 
to  them  that  it  was  no  more  than  the 
money  of  Ireland,  of  which  it  had  been  de- 
prived under  the  operation  of  an  Act  car- 
ried against  its  will,  which  Act  had  itself 
been  violated  to  the  prejudice  of  Ireland. 
The  provisions  of  that  Act,  which  gate 
some  chance  that  some  of  the  money  of 
Ireland  might  have  been  spared  to  her,  had 
been  grossly  violated.  He  denied  the  as- 
sertion which  he  had  often  heard  repeated, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  had  been  unduly 
relieved  from  taxation;  and  now,  when  he 
brought  forward  the  suggestion  that  the 
proper  measure  at  this  crisis  would  hare 
been  a  large  loan  for  Ireland,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  state  the  reasons  why  he  regarded 
it  as  a  measure  of  simple  justice.  It  was 
declared  at  the  Union  that  it  would  be  mani- 
festly unjust  to  put  the  debt  of  England 
then  existing  upon  Ireland.  There  was 
then  an  excess  of  16  milUons  of  annual 
debt  charge  paid  by  England,  oyer  and 
above  the  amount  paid  by  Ireland.  That 
amount  of  excess  was  of  course  to  be  paid 
by  England  separately;  and  the  respective 
payments  to  the  common  expenses  were 
iixed  to  bo  in  the  proportion  of  two  parts 
by  Ireland  to  fifteen  parts  by  England. 
In  1816  it  was  declared  that  the  proportion 
was  unjustly  heavy  towards  Irelimd.  The 
Act  of  Union  had  provided  forihe  revision 
of  the  proportions  at  the  end  of  twenty 
years,  and  especially  provided  that  Irdand 
should  not  be  subjected  to  the  liability  of 
the  English  debt,  unless  it  should  be  found 
that  Ireland  had  so  improved  in  her  cir- 
cumstances as  to  justify  a  proposition  for 
equalising  the  amounts.  The  Consolidation 
Act  was  brought  in  and  passed  in  thai 
year,  subjecting  Ireland  to  those  equal  lia- 
bilities, although  at  the  same  time  it  was 
&tinctly  confessed  that  Ireland,  so  ftr 
^xm  being  so  improved  in  her  conditiim  M 
«ftUe  her  to  bear  that  tax>  liad  beesne 


poorer  and  still  more  in  debt.  He,  as- 
serted, thai,  that  the  United  Failiament, 
in  1816,  ^  that  which,  according  to  the 
terms  of  the  Act  of  Union,  it  was  noteom« 
potent  to  do.  It  violated  the  terms  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  by  which  that  United  Par- 
liament sat,  and  it  did  an  illegal,  unjust, 
and  unoonstitutbnal  act  in  subjecting  Ire^ 
land  to  the  debt  of  England.  But  for  the 
Consolidation  Aet,  England  would  have 
borne  that  16  millions  debt  herself  by  se- 
parate taxation,  instead  of  having  made 
any  portion  of  it  ehargeable  upon  Ireland, 
wluch  she  did  even  now,  as  the  Bnriish 
separate  taxes  were  only  12  millions,  and  be* 
fore  the  income  tax  they  were  but  seven.  If 
then,  instead  of  a  loan,  it  were  an  absolute 
grant,  it  would  have  been  but  justice.  But 
it  was  only  a  loan.  Thev  were  taking  the 
security  of  the  lands  of  Ireland  for  one 
half  of  the  amount,  and  the  other  half  came 
out,  not  of  the  taxation  of  England  alone, 
but  of  Irdand  also,  unduly  swoUen  as  it 
was  by  the  English  debt  charge  which  had 
been  unjustly  thrown  upon  the  common 
taxation  of  the  two  countries.  Therefore, 
when  the  noble  Lord  said,  **  Is  England 
niggardly  now  V*  he  said,  that  as  repre- 
sented by  private  Individuals  she  was  most 
munificently  liberal  and  generous,  but  when 
represented  by  acts  of  that  House  she  was 
neither  one  nor  the  other.  If  the  Oovem- . 
ment  had  made  a  luge  loan  at  onee,  in 
order  to  construct  Govenmient  railways,  as 
in  France  and  Belgium,  or  in  order  to  ex- 
tend the  plan  for  ue  ledamation  of  waste 
land,  much  good  would  have  been  done; 
but  the  present  measures  were  ftur  too 
small  to  fill  the  vacuum  ooeadoned  by  the 
destruetion  of  the  potato,  of  seed,  of  the 
stock  on  the  land,  and  <^  manure.  The 
noUe  Lord  ought  to  have  eome  forward 
with  a  proposition  to  tax  the  absentees. 
No  fidrer  tax  than  that  could  be  fanposed$ 
and  thourii  it  inight  be  ealled  a  strong 
measure,  ne  reminded  the  House  that  tbe 
emeigency  of  the  times  required  strong 
measures.  They  ought,  he  said,  to  do 
their  duty  fearieislj,  as  against  the  rieh 
absentee,  Instead  of  ealling  upon  the  poor 
ratojpayer,  whom  they  wwe  now  UEJosihr 
beanng  down,  whilst  thej  aOowed  the  rfaa 
absentee  to  go  scaAetais.  Seme  hen. 
Oentlemen  haid  been  taunting  the  Xristi 
Members,  and  aaUnff  them  what  iBbtff 
would  do  if  ihagr  bad  the  repeal  of  Ae 
Union  f  Now,  ne  nrast  say,  vbaievetf 
nugfat  have  been  tbe  findla  oif  Hieir  own 
nnreonmod  Paraamsitt,  it  wowd  wtve  WMn 
JmpeseOfcfcrMy  bgiiletiahrftiwlrawtt 


1375 


Poor  Belief 


{COMMONS} 


(/reZand)  Sitt. 


137S 


to  have  reduced  their  country  to  a  worse 
condition  than  the  United  Parliament  had 
brought  it.  Had  thej  possessed  a  Parlia- 
ment of  their  own,  they  would  have  pre- 
vented their  country  sinking  so  low  as  she 
now  was.  Their  own  Parliament,  acting 
upon  the  influence  of  the  popular  mind,  would 
have  taken  care  of  the  people  and  improved 
the  condition  of  the  country;  but  the  po- 
pular mind  of  Ireland  had  no  influence  in 
that  House;  and  hence  the  course  of  per- 
nicious legislation  which  had  been  pursued 
with  regard  to  that  country.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bath  had 
threatened  them  with  a  restoration  of  their 
own  Parliament,  and  had  tauntingly  asked 
what  they  would  do  if  they  were  told  to 
shift  for  themselves?  He  (Mr.  J.  0*Con- 
nell)  would  readily  accept  the  offer,  for  he 
knew  there  were  resources  enough  in  that 
country,  if  they  only  had  their  own  Parlia- 
ment to  develop  them.  To  show  how  im- 
perfectly developed  the  resources  of  Ire- 
land were,  let  him  refer  to  three  taxes 
which  were  equally  imposed  on  England 
and  Ireland — he  meant  the  customs,  the 
post-oitice,  and  stamps.  These  taxes  pro- 
duced in  England  between  twenty-seven 
and  twenty-eight  millions;  whilst  in  Ire- 
land they  only  produced  three  millions, 
instead  of  twelve  millions,  which  they 
ought  to  have  produced,  in  the  proportion 
of  the  poj)ulations  as  eight  to  eighteen, 
had  the  condition  of  the  people  been  pro- 
perly improved.  He  had  heard  it  said  in 
that  House  now  more  than  once,  that  they 
ought  to  increase  the  taxation  of  Ireland, 
and  that  this  poor-law  taxation  which  they 
were  going  to  impose  was  just  and  equit- 
able, because  there  should  be  an  equality 
between  the  two  countries.  But  how  did 
they  begin  that  equalisation  ?  They  began 
with  the  burdcMis,  instead  of  with  the  rights 
and  political  privileges  which  should  be 
ecjual  between  the  two  countries.  Before 
going  into  Conunitte(\  he  wished  to  press 
upon  tlie  mind  of  the  Government,  that 
they  were  sowing  the  seed  of  fruitful  dis- 
content and  of  religious  dissension,  by  the 
introduction  into  this  liill  of  the  e.r-offii'io 
clause.  It  hud  been  advocated  in  that 
House  as  the  means  of  giving  peace  and 
tranquillity  to  Ireland;  hut  he  warned  them 
that  the  contrary  would  bo  t  fact,  and 
he  told  them  that  if  his  pre '  'ttt  re- 

lief wuuhl  b(?  inij)e(le«l  b-  the 

number  of  cc-offich  guar  t 

be  fulfilled,  it  would  onlv 
i)e(q)le,  exasperated  and  • 
bring  the  pressure  '  " 


bear  upon  the  ex^jficio  guardians,   ani 
would  frighten  them  into  giyiDg  relief. 

Lord  COURTENAT,  as  one  connected 
with  Ireland,  although  not  resident  theieb 
and  therefore,  ho  supposed,  coming  nndcr 
the  designation  of  absentee,  was  anzions  ta 
state  that  he  should  give  his  sincere  so^ 
port  to  the  Bill  now  Wore  the  Honae.    u. 
as  some  had  done,  he  could  look  at  tlia 
Bill  as  one  framed  to  meet  a  temporaiy 
emergency  only,  he  should  feel  bound  ta 
oppose  it,  as  cntaihng  absolute  min  on  Ire- 
land in  the  circumstances  in  which  ahe  was 
now  placed.     Or,  if  he  could  look  at  it  as 
a  measure  separate  from  those  wliich  bad 
already  been  placed  on   the    Table,  and 
those  others  which  he  soon  hoped  to  sea 
introduced,  then  he  should  also  feel  that  it 
would  be  calculated  to  do  mischief.     Biit» 
regarding  it,  as  he  did,  as  the  most  impor* 
taut  of  that  set  of  measures  which  had  been 
introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  whiA 
were  intended  to  operate  concurrently  and 
contemporaneously,  he  felt  justified  in  reck- 
oning on  it  as  a  most  important  instnuneBt 
in  the  moral  and  social  regeneration  of  lie- 
land.     After  listening  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken  belbra 
in  the  course  of  the  evening,  with  reapeet 
to  the  county  of  Mayo,  he  would  say  that  if 
they  depended  an  the  Poor  Law  BiU  alone^ 
not  only  Mayo,  but  all  Ireland,  would  be 
ruined.     He  wished  that  he  could  impiesa 
on  hon.   Members,  whether  representing 
Mayo  or  any  other  county,  that  it  rested  on 
I  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  avert  the   im- 
!  pending  ruin  of  Ireland,  by  availing  them* 
I  selves  of  the   resources  which  were  now 
j  alforded  them  for  giving  increased  employ- 
ment to  the  ])eople.     Not  only,  howerer* 
must  they  now  exert  themselves  to  arert 
,  the  impending  ruin,   but    they  must   also 
ultimately   bear   their  judt   share   in    the 
exertion  that  was  necessary  towarda  the 
general  improvement   of  the  community. 
He  believed  that  this  extended  Poor  Lav 
,  would  not  only  be  a  necessary  stimulant  to 
the  landlords,  but  that  it  would  also  ulti- 
;  niately  etfeet  a  most  beneficial  change  in 
the  habits  of  the  ])eople.     One  quostiont 
•  howeviT,  did  not  seem  to  him  to  have  been 
.  answered — it  was,  what  was  to  1)c  done 
i  with  *       '^sting  state  of  things  in  Irelandt 
I  Tl  'Ord,  in  his  speech  the  other 

I;  -^  which  left  au  imprcsiop  ^^ 

"-tild  not  easily  be  e<"  "^ 

»  quest!' 
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Courtcnay^s)  mind  had  yet  been  given  in 
the  course  of  the  debate.  No  answer  had 
been  given;  but  the  fact  remained,  that 
there  were  two  or  three  millions  of  people 
in  Ireland,  who  if  not  employed  or  relieyed 
must  starve.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  would  defend,  in  every  point  of  view, 
the  working  of  the  Labour-rate  Act  of  the 
last  Session.  That  measure  had  been 
spoken  of  as  a  gigantic  system  of  out-door 
relief;  and,  no  doubt,  it  did  establish  a 
system  of  out-door  relief  without  the  safe- 
guards provided  by  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  He  had  always  thought  that  the 
Labour-rate  Act  would  have  worked  better 
if  the  Government  had  gone  a  step  further, 
and  had  taken  the  smaller  divisions  for  the 
purposes  of  taxation.  But,  though  he 
differed  in  opinion  from  the  Government 
on  that  point,  yet,  having  had  practical 
experience  of  the  operation  of  the  Labour- 
rate  Act,  in  an  important  district  of  Ire- 
land, he  thought  it  right  to  say,  that  thai 
Act  had  been  the  means  of  saving  the  lives 
of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  in  that 
country ;  and,  considering  the  crisis  the 
Government  had  to  meet,  he  thought  it 
was  unjust  and  unfair  to  deem  that  mea- 
sure— as  some  hon.  Gentlemen  had  de- 
clared it — a  complete  failure.  But  in  the 
out-door  relief  contemplated  by  the  BiU 
now  before  the  House,  he  saw  safeguards 
and  provisions  which  were  not  contained 
in  the  Labour-rate  Act.  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  imagine  that  imme- 
diately on  the  passing  of  this  Bill  the 
2,000,000  or  3,000,000  of  destitute  per- 
sons in  Ireland  were  at  once  to  be  placed 
upon  the  books  of  the  unions,  and  to  re- 
ceive out-door  relief.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  if  those  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
carefully  study  the  first  two  clauses  of  this 
Bill,  they  would  see  that  the  principle  upon 
which  it  was  sought  to  legalize  out-door 
relief,  and  the  conditions  by  which  it  was 
to  be  restricted,  would  guard  as  far  as  pos- 
sible against  abuse,  and  allow  the  adminis- 
tration of  such  relief  only  in  those  cases 
to  which  he  considered  justice,  policy,  and 
humanity  required  that  it  should  be  extend- 
ed. This  Bill,  as  he  understood  it,  ad- 
mitted that  right  to  relief  of  all  destitute 
persons,  not  being  able-bodied,  either  within 
or  without  the  House,  at  the  discretion  of 
the  guardians.  The  Bill  also  recognised 
the  right  to  relief  of  those  destitute  per- 
sons who  were  able-bodied;  but  thai  relief 
was  subject  to  such  conditions  and  tests  ai 
the  Commissioners  and  the  guardians  might 
ihbk  fit  to  impose.  The  Bill  admiited 
t  VOL.XC.    ^£2} 


out-door  relief  only  in  these  two 
first,  in  case  of  there  being  want  of  room 
in  the  workhouse;  and  secondly,  of  tiie 
workhouse  b^g  unfit,  by  reason  of  fever 
or  other  infections  disease,  for  the  recep- 
tion of  inmates. .  He  xnusi  saj .  tiiai  ne 
thought  the  most  wise  and  pm^t  course 
for  the  guardians  io  take,  rather  than  com- 
mence a  system  of  oat-door  relief  to  the 
able-bodied,  was,  if  they  saw  reason  io  be- 
lieve that  the  workhouses  would  be  folly 
to  give  out-door  relief  to  tiie  aged  and  im- 
potent, and  io  make  room  for  the  able- 
bo^ed  in  the  workhouses.  He  considered 
thai  the  Legislature  ou^^i  io  take  care  that 
no  destitute  person  in  £eland  should  starve, 
but  thai,  by  the  law  of  the  country,  everj 
destitute  person  should  have  a  ri^  to 
relief.  If  they  stopped  short  of  this  they 
would,  in  his  opinion,  fail  to  produce  that 
respect  for  property,  and  thai  moral  im- 
provement, which  he  beliered  mi|^i  be 
expeeted  to  result  from  the  measure  now 
before  the  House ;  they  would  fail  iJso  to 
give  thai  stimulus  io  employment  io  which 
he  looked  as  a  collateral  result  of  tiiia  BiU; 
and  ih^^  would  deprive  themselves  of  the 
right  of  imposing  a  law  of  vagrancy,  whidi 
would  be  one  of  its  le^timaie  conseoueiieet. 
He  supported  this  Bui,  because  heDNdieved 
it  to  be  essential  to  the  welfisre  of  Ireland; 
and  because  he  thought  it  would  unpose  a 
most  fair  and  equable  absentee  tax;  for 
under  such  a  tax  as  would  be  the  oonse- 
quenceof  the  poor  law,  absentees  wouM  ba 
subjected  to  an  equal  burden  with  those 
who  resided  in  the  eouniry,  and  this  mifffat 
induce  them  to  endMvoor  io  mitigate  mt 
burden  J^  providing  employinent  for  tbe 
poor.  Without  oommiiimg  hunsdf  io  aU 
the  detdls  of  the  measure,  he  would  oor- 
dially  support  the  geneiml  prinoiple  of  tiie 

Bai. 

Sm  D.  NOBBEYS  said,  ii  was  his  in- 
tention to  support  that  pari  of  the  BiE 
which  referrea  io  the  giving  of  oni-door 
relief.  He  beHeved  the  present  emeifgeneT 
was  but  temporary,  and  thoii|^i  it  mnen 
better  io  enaUe  the  board  of  gnaidiana  io 
meet  thai  emergency  bj  sonpljing  out- 
door relief,  than  by  goinfio  the  ezpenie  of  0 
erecting  workhoosea,  which  the  pennaneni 
eondiiion  of  the  eooniij  would  not  reqmre. 
He  thought  theobjeotion  made  1^  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  io  the  dis|mqK»^ 
tionaidjr  small  nimiber  of  Boman  Caiho- 
lic  magistrates  aa  eomyared  inth  Froiesi- 
ani,  might  be  in  some  measnre  noMived 
bj  conatiioting  aU  macistraiea  4»-<ffUo  • 
gnaidians.  Tb»  hon.  IfomlMr  for  Iwyie- 
2T 
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bone  had  made  an  impression  the  other 
night  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  Irish  gen- 
try, when  he  referred  to  an  act  of  liber- 
ality on  the  part  of  a  servant  of  Colonel 
Gardiner  exceeding  that  of  many  of  the 
landlords.  It  was  stated  that  Colonel 
Gardiner's  servant  had  subscribed  ol.  to- 
wards the  relief  of  the  poor  of  Mallow;  but 
he  had  since  ascertained  that  the  servant 
had  saved  that  sum  owing  to  his  having  be- 
come a  member  of  the  Temperance  Society, 
and  that  he  sent  the  money  to  his  father 
and  mother,  and  not  to  the  poor  generally. 
That  was  a  very  excellent  trait  in  his  cha- 
racter; but  it  was  a  very  common  one 
amongst  the  Irish,  and  should  not  be 
quoted  for  the  purpose  of  contrasting  the 
benevolence  of  the  lower  classes  with  that 
of  tlie  landlords.  He  thought,  however, 
that  under  existing  circumstances  every 
man  in  Ireland  was  bound  to  diminish  all 
unnecessary  expenditure.  The  man  who 
kept  hunting  or  racing  horses  was  eijually 
culpable  with  the  man  who  kept  hounds; 
when  so  many  of  our  fellow-creatures  were 
in  such  great  distn?ss,  champagne  shijuld 
be  dispensed  with,  and  every  article  of  lux- 
ury abandoned.  This  was  the  duty  (»f 
Irish  landlords;  but,  at  the  same  time. 
Englishmen  should  recollect  that  since  the 
conquest  of  Ireland  by  Henry  II.,  that 
country  had  not  been  in  a  prosperous  ccm- 
dition.  The  Englishmen  since  that  time 
had  their  own  governors  in  Ireland,  and 
only  such  laws  were  enacted  as  pleased 
themselves.  Yet  that  country  was  now  in 
Buch  a  state  that  it  was  a  disgrace  and  op- 
probrium to  England.  Now,  however, 
when  the  thing  touched  the  breeches 
])0cket.  Englishmen  b(?gan  to  look  at  the 
state  of  Ireland;  but  instead  of  asking, 
**  Have  we  mismanaged  this  C(amtry,  or 
how  is  it  that,  while  we  have  progressed 
in  ]>ros]MTity  and  happiness,  these  j>eoplo. 
whom  w(i  call  our  brctlirrn,  and  a  part  of 
thf  Tnitrd  Fiinjiire,  should  be  in  tin*  nii>rr- 
ablr  state  do^cribcd  by  the  hon.  MenilxT 
for  Marylc])on«'?" — instead  ofaskin;;,  "An- 
we  not  answrniblr  for  the  condition  of  the>e 
p('<»plr?"  you  (said  the  hou.  Member) 
make  the  Irish  landlords  the  scapegoat  to 
bear  the  bunh'n  nf  vtiur  transgressions. 
You  say,  *'  Here  are  the  men  who  cau>ed 
all  this  misery."  Uut  hav«^  nnt  the  Irish 
landlnnls  ])een  your  ti»(»ls?  l>id  we  not 
concjuer  Ireland  for  ynu  ^  Hid  not  we 
maintain  it  rt)r  ynu  i  What  i-=;  it  that  ha> 
\)\\i  us  in  the  po^-ition  in  which  we  now 
standi  There  are  few  landlnnls  in  Ireland 
wlio  are  not  i'rotcatants,  and  who  arc  not 


looked  upon  with  some  degree  of  _ 
by  the  people  of  Ireland.  Wbmt  vTiht 
cause  of  that?  Is  it  not  because  we  bare 
been  doing  jour  dirtj  work  in  Ireland? 
Have  we  not  been  carrying  oat  joor  owa 
views  in  that  countiy  ?  Was  it  not  for  jonr 
sakes  that  we  kept  down  the  Cath<mes! 
Did  you  not  make  the  Protestant  landlordi 
your  instruments  in  keeping  down  the  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  ?  How  many  Tears  did 
you  keep  us  in  this  position  ?  You  knew 
right  well  you  were  making  us  act  as  task- 
masters over  serfs,  and  the  natural  conse- 
quence has  been  that  we  have  been  abhor- 
red by  those  serfs.  You  used  us  as  long 
as  you  could  for  your  own  purposes,  and 
now  that  you  do  not  want  ua  yon  tvn 
round  upon  us,  and  accuse  us  of  being  the 
cause  of  all  the  evils  by  which  we  are  sur- 
rounded. Recollect,  the  English  hindbrds 
inherit  their  estates  subject  to  poor  rates, 
and  they  have  altered  the  poor  laws  to  di- 
minish the  expense  of  maintaining  the  poor. 
We  in  Ireland  inherit  our  properties  with 
a  wretched  mass  of  pauperism  around  ns. 
We  did  not  create  that  pauperism.  We 
received  it  from  our  forefathers,  to  whom 
it  was  transmitted  bj'  their  predecessors. 
A  tax  (continued  the  hon.  llcmbcr)  was 
now  going  to  be  imposed  on  the  Irish  land- 
lords for  the  relief  of  the  poor  of  Ireland, 
and  the  landlords  were  not  disposed  to 
oifer  any  resistance  to  a  measure  which 
bid  fair  to  remedy  some  of  the  erils  of 
that  country.  He  hoped  that  the  Engiiik 
Members  would,  before  they  voted  upoa 
this  question,  fully  inform  thcmselres  of 
the  present  condition  of  property  in  Ire^ 
lan«l.  They  would  tind  on  inquiry  that  by 
the  present  system  the  poor  of  the  countij 
were  driven  into  the  towns,  and  that  the 
owners  of  hous«^s  and  property  in  the  towns 
were  unju."5tly  obliged  to  support  them. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  electoral  divi* 
siun  >ysteni  of  rating  would  inflict  great 
injustice  on  the  uwners  of  property.  After 
the  pro]»rietors  of  land  in  the  country  had 
eleand  their  estates  of  paupers,  and  Jrirea 
tlu  in  into  tlu'  towns,  they  calloii  upon  the 
|in»prietors  in  towns  to  support  them. 
Now,  as  the  proprieti»rs  in  towns  were  but 
very  inetHiiently  represented,  he  hoped 
that  the  Kngli^h  Members  would  act  jnetlj 
in  reference  to  this  I»ill,  by  duly  acquaint- 
ing themselves  with  the  facts  uf  the  case 
before  they  voted  upon  it.  This  Bill  would 
intliet  a  great  injustice  unless  it  were  made 
to  operate  retrospectively,  and  extend  to 
the  last  four  or  five  years,  so  as  to  make 
landlords  liable  for  the  support  of  the  poor 
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whom  they  had  ejected  from  their  estates  that  he  waain  that  conntiy,  inttead  of  wit* 
within  that  period,  and  thrown  upon  the  nessing  any  disposiUon  on  the  part  of  the 
towns  for  roHof.  IIo  was  afraid  that  he  guardians  to  keep  open  the  present  work- 
should  not  he  ahlo  to  he  present  when  this  nouses  for  the  raiet  of  the  poor,  he  saw 
Bill  was  in  Committee;  hut  he  earnestly  on  all  sides  a  most  unanimous  desire  oi^ 
appealed  to  the  justice  of  the  English  their  part  to  extend  the  aceommodatioa 
Members  to  take  care  that  a  clause  was  of  the  workhouses,  aqd  to  contribate,  aK 
inserted  which  would  compel  the  owners  far  as  they  possihly  could,  to  the  «fxg^ 
of  those  cleared  estates  to  take  their  just  port  of  aU  those  who  were  considered 
share  of  the  burden  of  supporting  the  poor  proper  objects  of  relief.  Now,  with  regard 
of  Ireland.  He  would  support  the  Bill  if  to  tne  next  charge,  vix.,  that  of  ibeir  not 
such  a  clause  as  he  had  suggested  were  having  employed  the  people,  and  theovby 
inserted.  thrown  them  upon  the  publio  works,  ha 
Mr.  VESEY  admitted  that  the  charges  could  only  say  toat  the  Irish  landlords  had 
which  had  been  preferred  against  the  Irish  employea  the  poor  of  Ireland  during  the 
landlords  the  other  night  by  the  hon.  present  crisis  to  a  t^  larsre  eztent»  in 
Member  for  Marylebone,  and  by  other  draining  their  lands.  Me  had.  seen  in  all 
English  Members,  were  well  founded  as  parts  of  the  country  the  greatest  dmosi- 
rcgarded  a  few  persons;  but  ho  denied  that  tion  and  anxiety  amongst  the  landlords  to 
they  were  just  as  regarded  the  Irish  land-  employ  the  poor  people  on  their  lands,  '  I( 
lords  generally.  For  every  one  of  the  in-  would  he  found  oy  the  blue  book  on  the 
dividual  charges  which  the  hon.  Member  Table  of  the  House,  that  as  soon  as  the  re- 
for  ]\{arylebone  had  brought  against  indi-  oeij^t  of  Mr.  Labouchere*s  letter,  works  of 
vidual  Irish  landlords,  he  could  bring  ten,  dramage  were  commenced  throughout  the 
aye,  twenty,  landlords  who  had  exerted  country  to  a  very  eonsiderable  extent;  thai 
themselves  to  the  utmost  in  behalf  of  the  at  every  presentment  session  wl^ch  ifas 
poor  of  Ireland,  who  had  spent  their  money  thereafter  neld,  large  sums  ttf  money  wei^. 
and  their  fortune,  who  had  devoted  their  voted  for  the  drunage  of  the  lands  of  tibfi 
time  and  exerted  their  best  energies  to  en-  landed  proprietors.  He  would  q^ote  to  tiie 
dcavour  to  stave  off  the  evils  with  which  House  an  instance  or  two  in  whioh  sneli 
Ireland  was  at  present  afSicted.  The  chief  had  taken  place;  in  Cork,  between  Sep* 
charges  that  had  been  made  against  the  tember  and  January,  presentment  aeasione 
Irish  landlords  were,  first,  that  in  their  were  held,  at  wluch  8,4002.  were  T0te4  for 
public  capacity  of  guardians  of  the  poor,  publio  works,  whilst  85,00Q{.  if^re  voted 
there  had  been  a  great  dereliction  of  duty,  for  drainage.  At  Donegal,  4,7001.  w«f 
The  next  charge  was,  that  they  had  not  voted  for  puUio  wor)^,  wbili^  16»000I. 
given  a  sufficient  employment  to  the  peo-  was  voted  for  drainage;  and  in  Qi|^en'a 
pie,  and  thereby  produced,  in  a  great  mea-  Countv,  9,000{.  waa  voted  for  pddioworka, 
sure,  the  pauperism  with  which  Ireland  and  2l,00(){.  for  driMnage.  With  resneet 
was  afflicted;  and  the  last  and  mostim-  to  the  charge  that  the  $ah  lan^kcdajM 
portaiit  charge  was,  that  they  had  not  con-  not  contributed  sufficiently  towaida  tlif^  Vfrr 
tributed  sufficiently  to  the  wants  of  the  lief  of  the  peq^,  he  haddooMnente  shoirr 
people  of  Ireland  during  the  present  crisis,  ingihat  1  ; '  ar  tliorc  hud  li^m  ulmve 
With  regard  to  the  first  charge,  he  would  1W,000I.  subBt- riljcd  by  local  i:{>mmitteuA 
refer  the  House  for  an  answer  to  the  blue  for  the  relief  of  the  poor;  atid  ])»  mij^ht 
books  which  had  been  laid  before  them  with  say,  in  eovi^ef^ucDco  of  infonnalitm  denTtnl 
respect  to  the  present  condition  of  the  firom  oorrespondence  and  other  privutc 
workhouses  in  Ireland.  It  would  be  found  sonrees,  that  the  euins  subscribed  goino* 
that  in  one  workhouse  that  was  built  for  rally  throughmit  the  couutry  doubled  or 
the  accommodation  of  658  individuals  only,  treolea  that  amoimt.  If,  then,  aa  he  ho^i 
there  were  at  present  located  therein  950  he  had  sbowu,  there  had  been  no  remi^snes^ 
recipients  of  relief;  in  another,  which  was  on  the  part  of  the  landed  proprietors  in 
built  for  the  accommodation  cKf  only  950,  coniriliiitiri^  to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  why, 
there  were  1,001;  in  that  at  Clonmel,  he  woold  usk,  should  the  Ilouiie  Impose 
built  for  the  accommodation  of  only  660,  iqiOB  them  the  da ng<>roud  experiment  con- 
there  were  at  present  805;  and  a  similar  tmnplated  by  thl»  Bill  ?  They  had  the 
state  of  things  at  present  existed  with  re-  eridinioe  of  Mr,  Twisletr^j,  the  M*:^  i>{ 
gard  to  the  whole  of  the  workhouses  m  the  Ghyvarnmtint  In  Ireland,  that  tlie  pro- 
Ireland.  He  was  himself  a  gntfdian  ct  poaed  latoi^i^  test  would  opt^ruto  prtrlu- 
the  poor  in  Ireland,  and  during  the  tune  dieUEtr  to  t^^g^mu|^j^y^f^J|||||jy 
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EngliBh  Members  had  said,  "  ^Miy  fihould 
not  Ireland  be  taxed  for  the  support  of  her 
poor  as  heavily  as  England  was  for  the 
support  of  her  poor  ?  "  But  they  appeared 
to  forget  that  the  same  principle  which  ex- 
isted in  England  could  not  with  justice  be 
extended  to  Ireland,  on  account  of  the 
difFercncc  in  tlie  rental  of  the  two  coun- 
tries. He  was  firmly  persuaded  that,  if 
they  insisted  on  carrying  into  effect  the 
proposed  out-door  relief  test  for  the  able- 
bodied  pfKjr,  they  would  impoverish  the 
landed  proprietors  of  Ireland;  they  would 
considerably  increase  the  pauperism  of  that 
country;  and  they  would  soon  see  Glasgow, 
Liverpool,  and  Bristol  inundated  with  the 
poor  population  of  Ireland;  and  that  coun- 
try, instead  of  being  the  right  arm  of  Eng- 
Lind,  would  then  become  an  everlasting 
burden  and  incubus  upon  the  best  energies 
of  England. 

Majoii  la  yard  fully  agreed  with  the 
hon.   Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House,  that  it  would  have  been  hap- 
pier for  the  House  and  for  the  country,  if, 
instead  of  attacking  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land, a  closer  attention  had  been  paid  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  calamity  with  which 
they  had  now  to  deal  in  Ireland.  He  thought 
the  noble    Lord   the   Member  for    South 
Devon    (Viscount   Courtenay)   had   taken 
a  yary  fair  view  of  the  subject.    The  noble 
Lord  had  declared,  that,   though  he  felt 
some  a])prehcnsions  as  to  the  poor  law,  he 
ni'vertheless  approved  of  thoso  other  mea- 
sures which   Her   Majesty's   Government 
had  introduce<l  for  the  alleviation  and  im- 
provement of  the  social  condition  of  Ire- 
land ;    and  that,   though   connected  with 
proj»erty  in  that  country,  he  would  on  that 
occasion  give  to  the  Government  his  sup- 
])ort.    J[c  (Major  Layard)  was  one  of  those 
who,   ever  since  he  had  known    Ireland, 
now  fiftei'u  years,  iiad  been  convinced  that 
no  good  would  (!ver  be  dun(^   then:  without 
a  poor  law.     He  had  prophesied,  when  the 
j>oor  law  which  now  ('xisted  was  passoJ, 
the  necessity  would  very  shortly  arise  for 
the  a<loption  of  a  measure  of  a  wider  cha- . 
meter   and    a    more   extensive    operation.  I 
\\i\  for  one,  was  an  advocate,  of  a  systi'in  . 
of  out-door  relief.      If  such  a  system  were  : 
not  nr)W  brought  forward,  how  could  they  j 
<?xpeet  any  law,   situated  a.i   Ireland  now  ] 
was,  to  1m?  beneficial  to  the  ]»eoplr  i     The  \ 
workhouses    could    nc^t    now    receive   one-  ■ 
twentieth  of  the  ajiplieants  for  relief;  and 
many   thousands  wouM  inevitably  perlMJi,  ' 
if  they   wore  compelled   to  wait  while  the  | 
poorhouses  were  being  built.     Ho  od«n; 


ted  that  many  renr  great 
rounded  this  question.  He 
that  from  the  position  in  wluch  dwr 
placed,  many  of  the  landed  pn^riefton  «f 
Ireland  could  not  but  grudge  takmf  Aift 
part  which  they  were  eallea  upon  to  flij 
in  coming  to  the  aid  of  their  coimtijBeB; 
but  the  majority  of  the  people  ahoold  be 
the  consideration  for  that  Honae  to 
upon;  and  though  it  might  be  prored 
some  few  would  soffer,  still  the  good  of  Ae 
many  must  prevail.  It  was  not  the  Curil 
of  the  people  that  they  needed  the  charitj 
of  the  House.  There  were  indnstziow 
men  who  had  no  opportunity  of  earning  a 
livelihood  by  the  sweat  of  their  brow;  aai 
there  were  the  wretched  and  the  pauper- 
ized, who  by  no  exertion  of  their  own 
could  rise  from  the  state  to  which  thcj 
had  been  reduced.  The  Government  de- 
ser>'cd  great  credit  for  proposing  the  I  (Ml 
Clause  of  the  Bill,  by  which  it  would  be 
enacted,  that  after  2$.  6d.  in  the  pound 
had  been  paid  out  of  the  borough  rate,  the 
expenditure  would  then  come  on  the  dce- 
toral  district.  The  towns  would  the&  be 
reheved  of  an  enormous  burden  of  Tagramy 
and  mendicancy,  and  the  tax  would  lie 
equably  divided  over  the  land.  He  had 
heard  hon.  Members  threaten  to  hring  for- 
ward a  Bill  to  impose  an  absentee  tax;  hat 
their  object  would  cffectuaUT  be  attained 
by  the  measure  now  before  the  Honae.  A 
poor  law  was  the  best  absentee  tax.  When 
a  poor  law  was  carried  for  Ireland,  it  would 
be  the  interest  of  many  proprietors  to  re- 
main resident  on  their  own  estates,  in  order 
that,  by  extra  care  and  carefulness,  they 
might  compensate  themselves  for  that  loas 
to  which  they  would  be  exposed  when  they 
had  to  maintain  the  poverty  of  the  coun- 
try. Their  only  alternative  would  be,  to 
furnish  employment  to  those  dependent  on 
them;  and  in  this  way  the  great  capalnli- 
ties  of  the  country  would  be  fully  dere* 
lopeil.  They  would  not  be  able  to  cany 
an  absentee  tax  for  Ireland,  without  im- 
])osing  one  alr^o  upon  Ireland.  Hitherto^ 
the  poor  had  supported  the  pauper;  the 
rich  had  not  contributed  in  proportion;  i 
as  the  great  mass  of  the  people  were  i 
equally  destitute,  the  time  was  come  to  pot 
the  saddle  on  the  right  horse,  and  to  insist 
that  the  property  should  support  the  po- 
verty of  Ireland.  He  did  not  bclieTo  that 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  and  noble  Lords  who 
had  protested  against  the  principle  of  out- 
doc  »r  relief,  repn^sented  the  real  sentiments 
of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  people.  Upoa 
.his  poor-law  measure  "-       aecesiarily  db* 
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pend  the  successful  working  of  every  other 
measure  introduced  with  the  view  of  bring- 
ing about  a  change.  Their  primary  object 
was  to  find  employment  for  the  thousands 
of  labourers  who  now.  were  idle ;  and  that 
would  never  be  effected  until  they  made  it 
the  interest  of  the  landed  proprietor  to  give 
employment  and  to  improve  his  estate  to 
the  utmost  extent.  He  felt  some  diffidence 
in  speaking  on  this  point.  Ho  himself 
possessed  but  a  small  property  in  Ireland, 
and  it  might  therefore  be  said  of  him,  that 
he  could  afford  to  approve  of  the  measure, 
inasmuch  as  it  would  but  slightly  affect 
him.  Such,  however,  was  not  the  feeling, 
ho  could  assure  the  House,  which  actuated 
him.  The  burden  on  him  would  be  heavy 
in  proportion  to  his  income;  and  it  did  not 
matter  whether  a  man's  property  were 
small  or  large,  so  only  that  he  proved 
himself  willing  to  pay  according  to  his 
means.  He  had  always  been  anxious  for 
such  a  law  as  this.  He  thanked  the  Go- 
vernment for  having  introduced  it.  No 
other  Ministry  had  ever  attempted  so  much; 
and  they  might  rest  satisfied  that,  in  pro- 
ceeding thus  boldly,  they  had  earned  the 
blessings  of  the  poor  of  Ireland.  The  no- 
ble Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  had  ex- 
pressed a  hope,  when  speaking  on  the  Rail- 
way Bill,  that,  if  it  were  passed,  it  would 
be  the  means  of  feeding  the  hungry  with 
good  things.  He  (Major  Layard)  trusted 
that  this  measure,  in  conjunction  with  other 
measures,  would  tend  to  the  same  end, 
aud  that  the  rich  would  not  turn  the  hun- 
gry away  empty-handed. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  said,  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  who  commenced 
tlic  debate  had  introduced  the  subject-mat- 
ter of  it  with  a  brief  sketch  of  the  other 
measures  which  the  Government  had  pro- 
posed, or  were  about  to  propose,  not  only 
for  the  temporary  relief  of  the  present  des- 
titution in  Ireland,  but  also  for  the  perma- 
nent amelioration  of  the  condition  of  that 
country.  He  trusted,  therefore,  he  might 
be  excused  if  he  prefaced  the  very  few  ob- 
servations he  intended  to  make  on  the  Bill 
before  the  House  by  some  remarks  on  those 
other  measures — ^measures,  indeed,  which 
were  intimately  and  practicallv  blended 
with  the  consideration  of  the  BID  more  im- 
mediately under  their  notice.  He  affreed 
most  entirely  in  the  opening  remarks  of 
the  very  able  pamphlet  of  Mr.  Godlej^  on 
the  subject  of  the  Irish  poor  law.  Mr. 
Godley  said,  that  neither  this  nor  anj  other 
poor  law  could  ever  be  of  arul  mdesegreftt 
and  comprehensive  measures  were  esnied 


into  effect  for  the  absorption  of  that  great 
mass  of  unemployed  labour  which  the  social 
revolution  in  Irdand  would  drive  out  of  the 
customary  channels  of  labour.  Herein 
consisted  his  (Lord  J.  Manners')  Assent 
from  the  doctrines  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck), 
and  that  school  of  exact  philosophers  who 
seemed  to  think,  so  at  least  he  gathered 
from  their  speeches,  that  when  uieyhad 
enacted  a  generous  poor  law  for  Ireland, 
and  declared  the  absolute  right  of  every 
poor  and  destitute  person  to  relief,  thej 
nad  accomplished  everything.  He,  on  the 
contraiy,  believed  that  unless  they,  at  the 
same  time,  did  a  gre^t  deal  more,  they 
might  as  well  do  noUiing.  In  his  opinion, 
the  number  of  poor  persons  who  were  to  be 
dependent  for  a  permanent  subsistence  on 
the  Door  law  was  so  great  as  to  absorb  and 
crush  an  the  means  and  machinenr  by- 
which  that  poor  law,  when  alone,  could  be 
carried  oitt.  It  seemed  to  lum  to  be  » 
mockery  to  ihe  Irish  people  to  say,  that 
by  this  measure  alone  they  nroposed  to 
ameliorate  their  condition.  No  one,  for 
instance,  in  his  senses,  would  say  ^lAi  now» 
at  this  present  moment,  this  or  any  otiier 
poor  law  could  support  that  enormous  mass 
of  people  at  present  dependent  on  the  State 
provision  for  the  means  of  obtaining  food. 
It  consequently  became  thdr  duty,  in  con- 
sidering the  poor  law,  to  weij^  and  calcn* 
late  and  foresee  how  the  cireumstancei  of 
Ireland  could  be  made  to  accommodate 
themselves  to  the  permanent  existence  of  a 
system  of  poor-law  relief.  He  would  inro- 
ceed  to  ask  what  were  the  measures  wfiieh 
the  Government  had  pro|K)sed  for  ihe  irar- 
poseof  meeting  tliat  state  of  ih^Digs  wnieh 
now  stared  them  in  the  fiMse  f  They  knew 
what  ihe  peat  faets  of  the,  ease  were. 
They  had  it  on  die  authority  of  Hie  Poor 
Law  CoQimissi oners,  th{it  n  pt>pulation  <}f 
I,200,(XK)  nble-bodied  men  ^orc  in  the 
habit  of  procuring  a  subaiatence  from  a  fiya- 
tem  of  potato  cuUi ration,  whWc  a.  popiUa' 
tion  of  only ''^ 00, 000  ^ould  find  tbo  nieans 
of  8ubsistcni(*c  from  wlmt  he  might  call  & 
com  system  iti  England.  It  waa  admittf^l 
that  ims  potato  f^y.^tem  had  come  to  tin  end, 
and  that  it  sbould  not,  even  if  it  could,  be 
restored*  Huppoaing,  then,  the  calcula- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  CummiaBionorH  to  be 
eotrect,  ihty  had  it  as  a  fact  that,  (or  the 
future,  900,000  heads  of  familios  wore  de- 
prived of  ill o  ordinary  and  horetoforc-ac- 
SiL'aTiFt  of  employnicni  and  aub^ 
ill  Ireland.     Nuvv,  admitting  that 
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there  was  exaggeration  in  this  statement; 
admitting,  as  he  was  prepared  to  admit, 
that  the  land  of  England  might  beneficially 
employ  a  far  greater  proportion  of  labour- 
ers than  it  at  present  employed;  admitting, 
as  a  eonsef|ueiicc,  that  the  land  of  Ireland 
may  beneficially  employ  a  far  greater  num- 
ber of  labourers  than  this  estimate  would 
allow ;  admitting  all  these  things,  and 
making  every  deduction,  still,  he  main- 
taiiH^d,  we  could  not,  taking  the  most  fa- 
vourable viow  of  the  case,  arrive  at  any 
other  conclusion  than  that  at  least  000,000 
heads  of  families  would,  for  the  future,  be 
deprived  of  their  usual  means  of  support. 
Then,  did  any  person  mean  to  say,  that  as 
XX  pennanent  item  in  the  Irish  social  eco- 
nomy, 000,000  heads  of  families  could  be 
maintained  by  a  system  of  poor-law  relief? 
He  biilieved  that  no  one  would  be  sufli- 
ciently  bold  to  hazard  such  an  assertion. 
And  he  now  came  to  consider  those  moa- 
Bun's  which  II (T  Majesty's  Government 
had  <roncurrently  brought  forward  to  en- 
able this  systcMii  to  work  at  all  in  Ireland. 
Ue  granted,  and  he  was  hapjiy  in  doing  so, 
most  unreserv(Mlly,  that  these  measures, 
in  his  humble  opinion,  were  good,  llis 
only  (M)mplaint  against  them  was  that  they 
were  most  inadequate.  The  \\i\\)\v.  Lord, 
tlu^  Prime  Minister,  in  his  first  grout  speech 
this  Session,  in  di'vel()j)ing  those  measures 
which  he  dremed  r:ilculat«Ml  to  beneiit  Ire- 
land, laid  considerable  stress  on  a  sj-lienic 
for  the  cultivation  an<l  reclamation  of  waste 
lands  in  that  c<nnitry.  In  his  speech  the 
other  night,  however,  the  words  **  waste 
lands'*  were  nev(»r  uttered;  not  the  nu»st 
distant  allusion  w^s  made  to  that  proposal, 
lie  did  not  know  if  they  were  to  conclude 
from  this  ominous  silence  that  the  scli(»me 
had  been  abandoned.  He  woidd  fain  hoj)e 
and  believe  that  sueh  was  not  the  ease;  but 
sup[M)sing  that  it  would  be  ptM'severed  iii, 
and  admitting  iliat  it  wiMild  bt»  crowned 
with  all  that  success  which  had  been  anti- 
eij>aied  by  the  ncdde  Lord  -  yet,  even 
taking  the  imlde  Lord's  own  linjuri*-. 
they  e(»nld  not  delude  theni>ehe>  into 
the  conviction  that  it  would  elfivt  any 
considerable  inllwenee  on  that  innnen.ie 
amount  ol"  unemployed  labour  of  wliieh 
lie  had  spoken,  an^l  which  wa>  to  be  a 
permanent  feature  in  lri>h  -^ocietv.  Tlie 
Ui'ble  Lord  propHsed  to  »'\j.end  :i  million  of 
niiiM-'V  in  ciiltivalin^  iIk-  waste  1&f»«1»  nf 
Ireland;  th'»  h»\v»^-t  e-t:iii:ift'  at 
^Lt>rd  .' .  Man!\.'r^'  iMlii'v.-d  sr 
oniild  I'O  earned  <iut  wnuld  ln»  10/ 
a:i  I  th'-j  w  .uM  enable   the  uubl 
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cultivate  about  125,000  acres.  The  nohh 
Lord  proposed  that  thirty  acres  should  he 
the  average  size  of  the  farms — and  that 
would  create  a  class  of  pGasant-farmexs 
amounting  to  5.000  souls.  Thej  had. 
therefore,  5,000  heads  of  families  snh- 
tracted  from  that  number,  which  he  pot 
very  lowly  at  600,000.  His  nohle  Friend 
the  Member  for  Lynn,  whose  accuacy  in 
such  matters  no  one  in  that  House  would 
attempt  to  dispute,  made  the  calculation 
still  lower— at  3,500;  but  he  (Lord  J. 
Manners)  was  anxious  to  give  the  noUe 
Lord  the  benefit  of  every  doubt;  and  he 
would  take  so  high  a  number  as  5,000. 
But  after  the  manner  in  which  that  propo- 
sition had  been  received — after  the  con- 
temptuous allusion  to  it  of  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Wycombe — after  the  still  more  omi- 
nous ridicide  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tarn  worth — he  could  not  be  sanguine  that 
it  would  ever  be  carried  into  effect;  still 
he  would  admit  that  5,000  heads  of 
families  were  to  be  provided  for  bj  thb 
scheme  of  waste  lands,  and  he  would 
now  come  to  consider  what  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  by  any  schemo  of  colo- 
nization. The  noble  Lord  informed  them 
on  the  first  night  of  the  Session  that  he 
did  not  propos(»  to  extend  very  largdj 
the  syst(Mii  of  (lovernment  aid  for  emigra- 
tion. He  believed  they  were  to  have  an 
increased  cfrant  for  that  purpose;  but  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  said  how  many  heads 
of  famiru's  would  be  provided  for  by  that 
vote.  Ill'  believed  he  would  make  a  lar^ 
all<>wanee,  however,  if  he  set  the  number 
down  at  10,001).  Then  they  were  to  have 
extended  fisheries  and  employment  on  pub- 
lic works,  and  the  expectation  was  odd 
out  thnt  the  Irish  landlords  would  employ 
more  labourers  than  hithei-to  they  had  done, 
owing  to  the  loans  which  they  were  to  re- 
ceive from  <iovernment;  but  here  he  must 
remark,  that  when  they  considered  that  the 
Irish  hmdlnrds  had  been  receiving  for  the 
last  two  year>  a  very  small  amount  of 
their  ae.n>tonied  rents,  perhaps  it  might 
bi»  f.m-.id  that  the  loiins  would  merely  rein- 
state them  in  the  position  they  were  in 
three  years  agt».  A<lmitting,  however. 
tltat  it  >>iiu!«l  enable  them  to  employ  an 
a  Miti.'n.il  a:;iount  <»f  labour  —  admittin"^ 
that  (be  i-niployment  nn  (he  fisheries  and 
-^-«'  would  take  up  aconsider- 
3 — taking  the  GoTcm- 
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favouraLlc  than  that  100,000  heads  of  fa- 
milies would  be  oiiiployed.  Then,  what 
was  to  beconio  of  the  r>00,000  heads  of  fa- 
milies still  left,  embracing  a  population  of 
2,r>00,000  ?  His  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber fur  Jjvnn  had  proposed  a  scheme  that 
would  have  employed  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  tended  more  to  promote  national  works 
and  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  in  that  coun- 
try than  all  the  j)roj)osition3  of  the  noble 
Lord  j)ut  together;  but,  in  order  to  save  a 
Government  which  his  noble  Friend  did  not 
wish  to  endanger,  the  House  thought  it 
ri«;ht  to  cast  out  that  proposition.  On 
this  point  he  would  not  at  present  say 
more,  as  he  believed,  that  after  Easter 
an  lion.  Gentleman  (the  hon.  Member  for 
AVycombe),  whose  opinion,  like  his  own, 
had  been  more  and  more  strengthened 
by  retlection  as  to  the  necessity  of  that 
great  measure,  would  bring  that  subject 
again  before  the  House.  In  the  meantime, 
they  had  still,  after  all  the  deductions  which 
hail  been  made,  500,000  heads  of  families 
to  provide  for.  The  noble  Lord  and  his 
Colleagues  had  laid,  on  all  occasions,  great 
stress  on  th(^  indirect  efforts  which  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  might  be  expected  to 
make  to  provide  for  these  people.  Uc 
agreed  with  all  that  they  had  said  <m  that 
subject;  they  had  a  riglit  to  expect  in- 
creased exertions  from  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land, ami  they  might  fairly  expect  from  the 
increased  cultivation  of  the  soil  an  increas- 
ed attention  to  the  employment  of  the  peo- 
ple. 15 lit  it  was  because  he  agreed  with 
tli^'  noble  jjord's  language  and  advice  on 
this  subject,  that  he  was  bound  to  dissent 
from  an  imi)ortant  part  of  the  Bill  now  on 
the  Table  ot'  the  House.  If,  however,  they 
were  to  rely  gn»atly  on  the  exertions  of  the 
Irish  landlords  for  the  employment  of  this 
enormous  array  of  dislocated  labour,  they 
were  bound  to  take  every  precaution  that 
the  system  of  poor  laws  which  they  were 
extending  to  Ireland  was  such  as  should 
encourage  and  stimulate,  not  depress  and 
prevent,  the  exertions  and  industry  of  all 
classes  of  Irishmen.  More  especially  did 
he  think  it  important  that  they  shoidd 
guard  against  anything  in  the  Bill  that 
would  th.'press  the  energies  of  the  Irish 
landlords.  Now,  in  approaching  this  ques- 
tion of  a  poor  law  for  Ireland,  ho  felt  that 
it  was  the  most  important  question,  perhaps, 
they  could  be  called  upon  to  decide.  This 
was  no  temporary  measure,  but  a  measure 
which,  if  its  provisions  were  calculated 
to  call  out  and  stimulate  the  energies  of 
the  IrLih  people,  might  at  no  distant  period 


enable  Irishmen  of  every  grado  to  look 
back  rather  with  feelings  of  consolation, 
than  of  sorrow  and  despair,  to  the  great 
calamity  that  had  fallen  on  their  country; 
but,  on  the  other  band,  if  it  w^as  a  measure 
the  provisions  of  which  were  calculated  to 
depress  and  keep  down  tlic  exertions  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  though  every  one  of  its 
clauses  might  appear  advantageous  on  ab- 
stract principle,  they  would  yield  but  little 
consolation  to  any  one  who  assisted  in  pass- 
ing them  when  it  was  known  that  they  led 
to  the  ruin  and  depression  of  that  unfortu- 
nate country.  Now,  the  operation  of  this 
Bill  did  tend  in  the  most  direct  manner  to 
repress  the  exertions  of  the  Irish  landlords. 
He  agreed  with  the  view  so  happily  main- 
tained by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire (Mr.  A.  S.  O'Brien)  the  other 
night,  when  he  objected  to  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  put  the  good  and  bad  landlord  on 
the  same  footing,  that  made  no  discrimina- 
tion between  the  landlord  who  improved  his 
estates  and  attended  to  the  wants  of  his 
territorial  dependants,  and  the  landlord 
who  squandered  all  the  income  of  his  es- 
tates at  Bath  or  Naples,  wholly  unmindful 
of  the  welfare  of  those  whose  happiness  it 
was  his  duty  to  promote.  It  was  impos- 
sible that  they  could  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
public  facts  now  exhibited  before  them. 
They  saw  on  every  hand  the  lamentable  re- 
sults of  a  system  of  out-door  labours  pur- 
sued by  the  Government;  and  they  invited 
every  English  Member  to  resist  the  impo- 
sition on  his  Irish  brethren  of  a  burden 
which  he  himself  did  not  bear;  they  called 
upon  hhn  to  resist  the  imposition  of  a  bur- 
den which,  if  put  on  the  Irish  landlord, 
must  also  come  to  fall  upon  him,  and  thus 
put  an  end  at  last  to  that  ancient  territorial 
and  parochial  system  with  which  so  much  of 
the  glory  and  grandeur  of  England  had  been 
from  ancient  times  bound  up.  The  effect  of 
the  proposed  system  would  be,  that  when  a 
man  had  doncodl  he  could  do,  and  bad  placed 
his  property  on  a  comfortable  and  satisfac- 
tory footing,  he  would  be  compelled  to  bear 
that  sliare  of  the  burdens  which  should  fall 
on  his  avaricious  or  careless  neighbours. 
Just  let  the  House  conceive  the  feelings  of 
such  a  man,  who,  after  raising  the  condi- 
tion of  the  peasantry  around  bim  to  that  of 
a  cheerful  and  contented  tenantry,  after  bar- 
ing forborne  to  place  tbem  as  a  burden  on 
bis  country,  was  waited  upon  bj  the  tax- 
gatherer,  who  admitted  that  he  had  done 
all  this  well,  and  that  be  bad  acted  a  pat- 
riotic part  towards  bis  country;  and  Uien 
pointing  to  tbe  broad  acres  of  bis  neigb- 
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bours,  or  of  some  one,  perhaps,  beyond  the 
adjoining  mountains,  who  had  won,  it  might 
be,  the  last  steeple-chase  at  Paris  or  on  the 
Campagna,  and  whose  tenants  only  knew 
of  his  existence  by  the  visitations  of  his 
agents,  told  him  that  because  that  man 
had  burdened  his  country  with  unprovided 
poor,  therefore  he,  who  had  discharged  his 
duties  aright,  must  share  with  him  the 
penalty  of  his  neglect.  He  could  not  sup- 
port a  system  of  poor  law  that  would  lead 
to  conclusions  like  this.  He  did  support, 
with  the  noble  Lord,  the  principle  of  out- 
door relief  in  Ireland,  guarded  as  it  was  by 
the  Bill.  Ho  did  not  think  any  poor  law 
would  be  efficient  without  it;  but  he  ob- 
jected to  the  system  of  making  a  man  who 
did  his  duty  pay  for  the  man  who  did  not. 
Unless  the  House  would  show  on  this  sub- 
ject more  wisdom  than  had  hitherto  been 
shown  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
make  the  property  of  Ireland  answerable 
for  its  poverty,  in  such  a  manner  so  as 
not  to  depress  and  annihilate  that  pro- 
perty, on  which  its  prosperity  must  depend, 
they  would  be  inflicting  a  curse  rather  than 
conferring  a  boon  on  Ireland.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  in 
the  hope  that  the  old  feuds  and  old  jealou- 
sies of  bygone  years  would  be  extinguished 
in  Ireland.  He  hoped  that  in  this  great 
affliction  that  had  fallen  on  the  nation,  those 
old  jealousies  would  be  buried  in  oblivion; 
and  that  the  future  historian,  after  record- 
ing the  sad  struggles  between  the  two 
rival  communions  and  the  two  hostile 
races;  and  after  painting  the  horrors  of 
this  eventful  winter,  would  bo  able  in  a 
new  chapter  to  say — 
*•  Henceforth  all  discord  ends. 
One  common  woo  hath  mado  two  rivals  friends." 

But  if  (said  the  nohlo  Lord  in  oonchi- 
sion)  by  insisting  upon  the  larnjc  area  of 
taxation,  you  reduce  the  gooil  and  bud 
landlords  of  Ireland  to  tho  same  Icvol,  and 
simply  confiscate  its  property  in  the  vain 
hope  of  supporting  its  poverty — if  you  re- 
sist the  advice  of  those  host  ncquniiittMl 
with  tho  condition  of  Ireland—  be  not  Hur- 
prised  if,  as  year  after  year  Irish  misery 
and  Irish  discontent  '  to  supply  a 

never-failing  theme  of  •   in   Par- 

liament,  wo  answer  Bishop 

J5(Tkeley  asked  100  Whose 

fault  is  it  if  poor  1  ii 

poor?'*  by  u  sad  and  .  i 

roferenoo  to  the  (Jovv 
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the  present  instance  as  mvoh  mb 
to  the  questions  involved  in  the  i 
cipleof  the  measure  now  before  them.'  Ht 
would  not,  therefore,  follow  the  noUe  Iiorf 
who  had  just  sat  down  into  the  qnestioBtf 
whether  the  poor-law  rating  should  he 
placed  in  imions  or  electoral  district!;  av 
should  he  advert  to  the  obseirationB  made 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  proposal  to  ia- 
crease  the  number  of  ex^fficio  gnardiaai^ 
because,  instead  of  mixing  up  all  then 
subjects  in  one  discassion,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  wiser  course  to  consider  T 
in  detail  in  Committee,  when  the 
clauses  were  brought  forward;  and 
they  should  on  the  present  occasioii  em- 
fine  themselves  to  the  mun  principle  of  tta 
measure.  That  principle  was  one  of  a 
most  important  character.  It  was,  aimpb; 
whether  the  right  to  out-door  relief  ■hoiJl 
be,  however  qualifiedly,  extended  to  At 
able-bodied  poor  in  Ireland.  He  rnnfossoi 
he  should  be  perfectly  willing  to  rest  Ae 
justification  of  the  measore  proposed  Ij 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  npnncboi 
that  had  been  made  in  vindication  of  that 
principle,  by  Gentlemen  connected  with  Ire- 
land who  had  addressed  the  House.  He 
alluded  particularly  to  the  speeches  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  tor  SoiA 
Devonshire  (Viscount  Courtenaj).  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  eonntj  of 
Waterford  (Mr.  V .  Stuart),  and  bj  the  hoa. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  finr 
Londonderry  (Captain  Jones).  Those 
Gentlemen,  as  they  were  well  entitled  to 
do  by  their  experience  as  Irish  landlords^ 
and  their  acquaintance  with  the 
concerns  of  Ireland,  as  well  as  the  1 
anxiety  they  had  always  shown  in 
respective  localities  to  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  around  them^-theae 
I  Gentlemen,  so  well  entitled  to  exprssa 
I  opinions  that  should  have  weight  with  the 
House  on  this  occasion,  had  come  forward 
and  expressed  their  views.  And 
were  these  Gentlemen  ?  They 
theorists — nut  Gentlemen  animated  by  » 
(li^poAition  that  some  had  attributed  to 
Members,  to  pursue  this  sabjeet 
i  r  '^  reckless   of    Irish 

"M  it  that  they  had 
'  neccssarv  in  present  < 
^d  ?     They  all  *- 
k.  ^b  House  shool/ 
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ment  had  considered  this  as  no  light 
question.  The  great  calamity  which  had 
afflicted  Ireland  had  totally  changed  the 
condition  of  the  destitute  people  of  that 
country.  Relief  by  almsgiving  was  at  an 
end;  the  potato  was  at  an  end;  and  the 
great  body  of  the  labouring  poor  of  IreUnd 
must  starve  unless  they  were  able  to  earn 
wages,  and  support  themselves  by  their 
labour.  It  was  impossible  that  the  sup- 
port of  this  great  body  could  be  left  to 
chance;  something  must  be  done  by  the 
Legislature  for  the  support  of  these  per- 
sons; and  he  must  observe  that,  although 
the  House  had  arrived,  he  hoped,  nearly  at 
the  end  of  this  discussion,  they  had  heard 
no  satisfactory  answer  to  the  frequent 
question  put  by  his  noble  Friend  to  the 
House,  and  especially  to  that  portion  of  it 
who  objected  to  the  measure,  namely,  what 
was  to  be  done;  what  was  proposed  to  be 
substituted  for  this  Bill?  No  one  had 
said  that  the  destitute  people  of  Ireland 
were  to  have  a  permanent  right  to  be  sup- 
ported at  the  expense  of  the  Imperial 
Treasury;  on  the  contrary,  all  had  ad« 
mitted  that  whatever  future  assistance 
might  be  required  by  the  destitute  in  Ire- 
land, it  should  fall  upon  Ireland;  that  the 
destitute  people  of  Ireland  should  be  sup- 
ported by  the  property  and  the  soil  of  Ire- 
land; and  that  was  the  principle  of  thb 
Bill  which  the  House  was  askea  to  affinn; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  House  would, 
by  an  immense  majority,  of  Irish  aa  weQ 
as  English  Members,  affirm  that  principle. 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down, 
had  based  his  objections,  not  so  much 
upon  the  measure  itself,  as  upon  the  ground 
that  it  was  not  accompanied  by  other  mea- 
sures of  a  large  and  comprehensive  descrip- 
tion, which,  he  said,  should  have  been  in- 
troduced at  the  same  time.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  so  far  in  his  Tiew8» 
that  this  measure  should  be  considered  aa 
part  of  a  general  scheme  for  the  ameliora- 
tion of  Ireland;  but  he  could  not  he^  ins- 
pecting that  the  noble  Lord  alluded  to  one 
particular  measure  (which  was  a  great  fa- 
vourite with  him),  namely,  the  railway 
scheme  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn;  and  that  the  loss  of  that  measure 
was  the  chief  foundation  of  his  opposition 
to  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Bill.  He  should 
not  be  tempted  upon  the  present  occasion 
into  a  discussion  of  that  measure.  He  dif- 
fered from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn  in  respect  to  the  value  of  that  mea- 
sure.    He  did  not  undervalue  the  adTaiH 

t  iages  that  would  accrue  to  Ireland  firem  the 


making  of  railroads  there;  but  he  could 
not  persuade  himself  that  the  adoption  of 
the  noble  Lord's  measure  would  am»rd  the 
relief  to  Ireland  which  he  expected.  The 
right  hen.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Shaw),  in  his 
objections  to  the  measure,  had  pointed  to 
the  condition  of  c«tain  parts  of  Ireland^ 
and  especially  to  Mayo,  and  had  asked,  if 
the  distress  there  was  so  great,  whether, 
under  the  poor  law,  the  proprietors  and 
property  would  not  break  down  altogether! 
f  tilie  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  put  the  ones- 
tion  to  hum  (Mr.  Labouchere)  no  wouM  put 
the  case  thus :  if  such  were  the  present 
condition  of  Mayo,  when  there  was  no  poor 
law  at  all,  and  supposing  its  condition  re- 
mained the  same,  ix  he  Mked  whether  that 
county  could  support  its  population,  he 
should  say  it  was  impossible,  and  he  should 
despair  oz  Ireland;  but  with  his  knowledge 
of  irishmen  and  Irish  energy,  it  was  his 
belief  that  the  poor  law  would  prove  a 
stimulus,  and,  instead  of  crushing,  would 
rouse  and  invigorate  them,  .  With  respect 
to  Irish  landlcnrds,  he  had  never  jmned  in 
the  sweeping  invectiTes  wUch  had  been 
uttered  in  that  House  ajninst  the  conduct 
of  the  landlords  of  Irdand  as  a  dass* 
He  agreed  with  many  of  the  Irish  Members 
that  great  injustice  had  been  done  to  them 
in  the  House,  and  that  it  was  most  unfiur, 
in  conndering  thdr  conduct,  to  put  out  of 
view  their  great  and  pecuUar  £fficulties. 
His  belief  was,  that  if'^as  much  pains  had 
been  taken  to  bring  to  light  the  conduct 
of  those  Irish  landloras,  wto,  under  curcum- 
stances  of  great  ^scouragement,  had  ex- 
erted Aemraves  to  improve  the  condiAm 
and  save  the  lives  of  uose  around  them, 
as  there  had  been  to  hdd  up  to  oUoqi^ 
those  who  had  neglected  thrir  duty,  a  tot 
different  impression  would  hare  been  made 
upon  the  mmds  of  the  public.  He  had 
been  partieulaily  struck  with  the  conduct 
of  persons  of  sDudl  property  in  this  respect; 
and  he  would  venture  to  sarif  Aeeondiiei 
of  an  the  clergy  of  Irdaad  wwe  known— 
if  the  House  could  but  see  how  manT  of 
Iheee  miobtrunve  deny  had  yiven  up  weir 
incomes— how  sold  Smr  bodu— how  la- 
boured day  and  ni^t  for  the  noor  and' 
howihejand  Aeir  fiumfiea  haabeenen^ 
ployed  asBistmg  ihem»  and  managing  and 
mamtaining  soop-kHdienB,  and  1^  nnsh 
of  this  unpietendiDg  ezertioB  had  taktwt 
plae&--4hi^ '^voU  ftel  what  deep'lidl^^ 
had  been  done  them*  In  many  ioBtaiieaa 
the  geuiiy  had  not  supported  tne  Gofeni* 
mmt  aa  eneqplMalllj  aa  fhej  nd|^  hism 
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done,  nor  flccondcrd  the  oxcrtions  of  the  '  tain  0*Bricn  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Walker, 
P!xr'outivc  with  aa  much  tf^arnostness  as  |  the  Secretarr  of  the  Board  of  Works,  de- 
mi^ht   fairly    have    hecri    expected   from  \  scriptive  of  his  exertions  on  bdialf  of  the 


poor  in  his  neighhourhood : — 

"  Sir  Robert  booth's  esute  U  lArjre,  aad  iki 
supplif>4  hv  Ln^  {•rocurcd  would  keep  tho»  of  bii 
own  well  cnouzli.  wer«>  he  not  pressed  mlio  t* 
fiiid  Lis  HHL'hliours'  tenants.  At  his  own  piaee, 
Lissadnlc,  he  ha«  eftablubed  two  soap  boilcn^ 
whi>;:i  niakf.'  each  140  gallons  of  sonp  ;  and  I  cil- 
L-ulatrd  the  t-o-t  ot'  iht*  soap  in  each  boiler  to  to 
ahou:  .12.'.  OJ.     IIo  pivcs,  gratuxtondlj,  2S0 


?0  gal- 
fl.    He 


thern;     hut    it    frequonily    happcncil    that 

tho-jfr  who  wore  liahle  to  this  chart^e  were 

excr:r-din<rly  active  in   their  own  particular 

locality,   and   amongst   their   own   neigh- 

hourH.     The  Govemmont   had  prrrhaps   a 

riglit  to  complain  of  tliem  as  puUic  men, 

doinf^  public  duties;  but  tho  cuuf-c  of  this 

d^f'rction  was,  that  in  I rchmd  those  public  ,         _ 

dutif. H  were  for  various  reasons  exceedingly  j  ^^^"'  ^-'^.^^^'J  '''""Y  P^-^.'^^^'  '^/^-"Ir^?  ^»«"^y«-  ^ 
I  1     y-ai     \.     c  1-  1  r     •^•*'-  *'-^  '»'>^*  »n  the  week,  150  loares  per  dir, 

arduous  and  difficult  of  accomplishment.  .  ^..^^i^  ,^i„^  ,Vj^,  ^,„„^  Ij^,^^  j,^  ^j^^  I^J^^ 

whereas  the  works  of  unobtrusive  charity    lonf  soM  in  ^Ilco,  and  sold  by  him  at  2d.  per  '""^ 

and  benevolence  were  congenial  to  their  .  He  aUo  ^elIa  yo  torn  of  Indian  com  per  week^tt 

nature-,  and  did  not  rfubjrct  them  to  trials  ,»  r^duc^J  price,  and -ivcs  a  portion  of  Indian  eofw 

e  L  X  ur  *x  i  to  30  wT'i'ins  dailr.     In  this  manner  he  has  iim- 

of  a  very  severe  character.     Hence  it  was,      .,  ,  *,  ^ ,.  '  ~"  • "  ^"i"    ^  Jw    u  -^         »^ 

,  I  . I      I        i>  M    1  •      1  1  Tidr»il  for  the  poor,  and  sold,  tnrourh  the  accMT 

that  while  they  failed  in  tlie  one  case,  they  j  of  hi*  chapbin.  Mr.  Tiflcote.  since  the  9^  sf 
acquitted  thernselveK  tiiost  commcndahly  in  ;  Aucu5t — Indian  meal,  303  tons ;  barrel  ttmr^  7^ 
the  other.  lie  was  very  much  aver.«e  to  :  i^"*:  whol**  vl.rat  flour,  4Utons:  biscuit.  9  tons; 
the  practice  of  mentioning  individual  names  j  f ''*'^'  ^•l?"'^  J**"' ;  oatmeal  12  tons ;  totaU  sn 
/       ^'     1     •  •        •    1-  •  111        r    A  ^'^n^-     ■l'^  1^^  °tm  a  ?ood  deal  in  hand,  and  hs 

and  particularising  individual  henefactors  1  j^,  „^^^^  ^.„  bi,  own  acconm.  in  addicin— !». 
in  iii-stances  of  this  kind;  but  so  frequently  '  ,iian  com,  S.ST'*  tons;  new  seed  oau.  81  tona; 
had  the  name-s  of  gentlemen  connected  '  hog^hvads  of  tbx«o*-d,  10  tons.  lie  has  now  aft 
with   Scothind  ber;n  quoted,  and  so  often  ^  ^bi^  m.-mont  in  (;rc.-n«  ek.  roadr  to  be  shipped, 

ha<l  their  names  been  mentionc-d  with  com- '  ^^"^  J'^"  '%  *"  ^'Jlr^'-V^PTi"  "i  ^'t^iTT^ 

quart«*rs  of  iiat«<,  23  quarters  of  barley,  200  I 


of  bean«,  1h  tuns  of  iK>a9,  100  barrels  of  floor,  189 
harri'lrt  of  wheat,  V<'J  tons  of  oats,  25  tons  of  barley 
moal.  Much  gooil  would  l>e  done,  if  thu  GoTera- 
rricnt  could  ax««ist  Sir  Ko^MTt  I>K)th  in  having  this 
larL'o  quantity  of  foud  tran^p<jrted  into  SUgo. 
What  he  )ias  done  for  th^  part  of  the  country  in 
which  hu  n.*>idt'9  has  been  bo  well  done,  thai  ifc 
woulii  pru\c  a  real  hlcnsiiig  to  enaidc  him  to  do 
more  " 


mendfition,  and  mo.^t  d^'^ervi'dly  so,  in  that 
House,  that  he  f<'lt  it  du'*  to  the  gentlemen 
of  Irrdand,  tliat  he  sliould  particulari-se  at 
least  one  of  their  cIjiks — a  gentleman  of 
whom  he  did  not  hesitate  to  assert  that 
his  e.xertions  in  the  cause  of  suffering  hu- 
manity would  bear  a  favourable  comparison 
witli  tlios*'  of  a  .y  man,  not  only  in  Scot- 
land, but  in  !iny  other  portion  of  the  Uritish  i  The  Government,  he  was  happy  to  aaj, 
JMiipin*.  ilo  was  confidently  assured  that  !  had  hem  enabb'il  to  afford  some  facilitiei 
this  benevolent  gentleman  did  not  stand  |  to  Sir  Ilobert  Himih,  by  placing  steam- 
al(»ne;  on  i\\v.  contrary,  he  was  convinced  [boats  at  his  dispo>al  for  conveying  the  pro- 
thai  he  was  only  one  of  a  numerous  class  ]  viaions  which  he  purchased  on  so  munifi- 
cent a  .«5eale,  for  the  benefit  of  the  perish- 
ing peoj>le.  It  should  be  remembered,  that 
all  tlii.-)  hud  been  done  by  Sir  Uohcrt  Booth 


whose  deeds  w(;re  equally  calculated  to 
challen«^(^  admiration.  He  knew  nothing 
of  tlu!  gentleman  whose  name,  he  was  about 
to  introduetf,  until  h<;  rereived  the  letter 
which  he,  was  now  about  to  submit  t«»  the 
consitlerjition  of  the  House.  That  letter 
was  written  by  a  (lovernment  oflicer,  who 
felt  it  to  br  his  duty  to  take  notice  of  the 
extraordinary  etlorts  whieh  a  single,  pro- 
prietor was  making  in  the  county  of  Sligo 
-  -a  «Iistriet  where  the  pressure  of  distress 
was  felt  mnst  severely  to  mitigate  the 
sutlering.-*  of  his  f^•ll(^^v-e^^'ature^4.  He  re- 
pealed, that  of  the  ;:;entleinau  himsrlf  he 
knew  nothing  personally,  nor  shouM  ho 
have  bern  made  a<'quainted  even  with  hi.s 
nann",  were  it  not  that  his  exertions  in  the 
cau<ie  of  humanity  attraeted  the  notice,  ami 
of  Ciiii".se  the  admiration,  of  a  (lovernment 
other.  Tht^  gentleman  in  "uestion  w,- 
»Sir  liobcrt  Booth,  rosj *•"',     *Hom  Cn 


without  ostentation  or  parade.  lie  nerer 
took  measures  to  have  his  actions  made 
known  thntugh  the  medium  uf  the  news- 
papers,  nor  did  he  permit  his  name  to  bo 
bniught  ostentatiou-ily  befi»re  the  pul^ic  ; 
and  yet  without  meaning  the  :>lightest  dis- 
respect, or  the  loa>t  disparagement  to  ony 
gentleman  in  Scotland,  he  would  take  the 
lilM-rty  to  ^.ly  that  Sir  Unbert  Booth's 
e.xertions  deserved  to  be  mentioned  as  quite 
as  meritoriiMi>  as  those  uf  any  ime  in  tltat 
country.  He  did  nut  believe  this  to  be  a 
solitary  instance.  In  all  parts  of  Indond 
it  was  to  be  recorded,  to  the  credit  of  that 
country,  that  per-^jnis  were  to  be  found  who 
''^•'«'*'^ted  their  rc-ource?.  r™"  **»«*ir  very 
••«•«,  tu  the  gi-nermis  relier- 

'     iblo  dcbtiiutio'  •  flky 
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wen'  siiiToiintlcd.  This  admission  be  was 
deligliteJ  to  l»c  enabled  to  make;  but  it 
was  (Mjually  true  (and  it  was  right  that  the 
wh()le  truth  shoukl  be  known)  that  while 
there  were  many  proprietors  in  Ireland 
wlio  nobly  discharged  the  duties  which 
were  attached  to  the  possession  of  pro- 
perty in  this  season  of  unexampled  cala- 
mity, there  were  others  who  had  not  done 
so;  others  who,  though  they  derived  great 
incomes  from  the  country,  were  absent 
from  it  in  foreign  lands,  when  their  pre- 
sence at  home  was  imj>eratively  required, 
and  who  were  totally  neglectful  of  the  duty 
they  owed  to  themselves  and  their  native 
country.  But  it  was  not  the  least  valuable 
of  the  recinnmondations  of  the  Bill  now 
under  consideration,  that  it  would  force 
j)roj)rietors  of  that  class  to  contribute  in 
I)urs(^  to  the  relief  of  Irish  distress;  and 
that  it  would  give  them  a  selfish  interest, 
at  all  events,  in  keeping  down  destitution 
by  affording  employment  to  the  poor  on 
their  estates.  If  they  neglected  doing  so, 
they  would  know  that  they  would  have  tho 
shame  and  sorrow  of  supp()rting  those  poor 
pe(>j)le  out  of  their  own  pockets.  This  he 
coiisidore<l  a  most  valuable  provision,  and 
he  was  sure  that  it  would  be  so  regarded 
out  of  doors;  for  howrver  willing  the  people 
of  this  country  might  be  to  contribute  to 
th(5  relief  of  distress  hi  Ireland  on  particu- 
lar occasions,  the  general  feeling  was,  that 
they  oui;ht  not  to  be  called  upon  to  do  so 
until  they  saw  that  Irish  property  contri- 
buted its  fair  share  to  the  burdens  of  the 
country.  Thest;  were  the  general  reasons 
which  induced  him  to  assent  to  the  princi- 
l»les  of  this  Hill.  The  details  could  be  dis- 
cuss(mI  in  Committee,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  receive  the  mature  deliberation  their 
importance  deserved.  On  those  details  he 
would  not  upon  the  present  occasion  enter; 
but  in  a  general  manner  he  had  endeavour- 
ed to  convey  to  the  House  the  considera- 
tions which  induced  him  to  give  his  cordial 
support  to  the  proposition  of  going  into 
Committee  on  a  measure,  whoso  great  and 
vital  princijde  was  this,  that  it  made  Irish 
property  chargeable  with  the  support  of 
Irish  destitution. 

Mn.  SMITH  O'BRIEN  admitted  that 
it  was  inipo>si1>l(»  to  exaggerate  the  muni- 
tircnce  of  individuals  in  England  towards 
Ireland  ;  but  he  would  not  hesitate  to  de- 
clare his  Conviction  that  the  Government, 
having  at  their  ommand,  as  they  had,  the 
ro<(jurces  of  the  richest  country  in  the 
universe,  might  have  dono  much  more  on 
belialf  of  the  Irish  people.     He  could  not 


resist  tho  conclusion  that  if  they  had  from 
the  first  pursued  a  policy  sufficiently  liberal 
and  enlightened,  Ireland  might  have  been 
guaranteed  against  the  calamity  of  deatli 
by  starvation.  If  the  ^yc  millions  which 
had  been  spent  on  unproductive  works  had 
been  advanced  by  way  of  loan  for  railways 
or  other  great  national  enterprises,  Ireland 
would  be  in  a  very  much  better  condition 
than  she  at  present  occupied.  They  could 
not  have  adopted  a  wiser  course  than  to 
have  undertaken  to  advance,  for  works  of 
great  national  importance,  a  sum  commen- 
surate with  what  might  have  been  raised 
by  private  capitalists ;  but  they  were  now 
in  the  sixth  month  of  the  famine,  and  no 
reproductive  works  worth  talking  of  had  as 
yet  been  undertaken.  Evening  after  even- 
ing was  wasted  in  making  attacks  on  tho 
Irish  landlords.  He  was  not  there  to  de- 
fend them ;  but  he  would  say  that  if  indi- 
vidual instances  of  their  neglect  of  duty 
were  made  the  groundwork  of  a  general 
onslaught  on  them,  it  was  not  by  any 
means  just  that  private  instances  of  a 
faithful  discharge  of  duty  should  have  been 
wholly  disregarded.  He  maintained  that 
instances,  like  the  one  alluded  to  by  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  should  be  received  as  indicating 
the  spirit  of  the  class.  He  could  mention 
many  similar  cases ;  and  amongst  others 
that  of  the  late  lamented  Mr.  Saunders, 
one  of  the  most  accomplished  and  most 
highly  cultivated  gentlemen  in  the  south 
of  Ireland,  who  fell  a  victim  to  his  eflforts 
to  relieve  the  distress.  The  **  Irish  party," 
to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong,  had 
also  been  attacked  in  that  House ;  but  he 
was  sorry  to  find  that  it  should  be  imputed 
to  them  as  a  reproach,  that  instead  of  up- 
braiding one  another  across  the  floor  of 
that  House,  as  was  too  often  their  habit^ 
they  united  together  in  a  season  of  cala- 
mity to  consider  how  they  might  protect 
their  country.  Ho  feared  that  owing  to 
the  influence  of  English  party  considera- 
tions, the  **  Irish  party"  might  not  bo  of 
as  much  service  as  they  might  otherwise 
be ;  for  such  considerations  too  often  ener- 
vated the  patriotic  purpose  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers, as  was  evidenced  in  the  discussion  on 
the  Railway  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  tho 
Member  for  Lynn,  when  a  threat  of  resig- 
nation from  the  Minister  induced  some  of 
them  to  forget  their  country  and  remember 
their  party.  He  wished  it  to  be  understood 
that  he  did  not  commit  himself  unreservedly 
to  all  the  movements  of  the  "  Irish  party," 
and  he  did  not  concur  in  their  resolutions 
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respecting  tlic  Bill  now  under  discussion. 
He  was  in  favour  of  out-door  relief  under 
certain  regulations.  With  reference  to 
tbe  able-bodied  poor,  be  was  not  for  afford- 
ing tbem  eleemosynary  support.  It  was 
employment,  not  alms,  tbey  wanted;  but 
this  principle  ought  to  be  observed.  The 
poor  should  be  secured  a  livelihood  in  the 
land  in  which  they  were  bom ;  and  Ireland 
had  no  right  to  call  on  England  to  support 
her  people.  Unless,  however,  there  was 
some  concomitant  subsidiary  measure,  he 
feared  that  the  present  Bill  would  amount 
to  actual  confiscation  of  the  property  of  the 
landowners.  lie  did  not  approve  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  ex-ojficio  poor-law 
guardians,  and  thought  the  reasons  as- 
signed for  the  proceeding  inadequate.  The 
proposal  to  levy  a  rate  upon  each  estate 
separately  would  hold  out  a  premium  to 
landlords  to  clear  the  people  from  their 
properties  ;  besides  which,  it  would  operate 
very  unequally,  amounting  to  confiscation 
in  some  instances,  and  in  others  imposing 
merely  a  nominal  charge.  At  the  same 
time,  it  would  be  impossible  to  maintain 
the  present  mode  of  rating,  which  was  im- 
just  in  its  operation.  The  Government 
would  find  it  necessary  to  revise  the  exist- 
ing system  of  rating  by  electoral  districts, 
and  to  apportion  populaticm  more  fairly  in 
the  several  electoral  divisions.  If  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  attempt  to  effect  that 
object,  he  would,  in  Committee,  propose 
clauses  upon  the  subject.  As  regarded 
the  main  (jucstion,  the  support  of  the 
pojnilation  of  Ireland,  he  was  prepared,  as 
an  Irish  reprcsentjitiv(?,  to  suj)port  a  pro- 
]>osition  which  he  believed  to  be  just,  and 
to  abide  bv  tin;  consequences. 

Mk.  R()Kr»rC'K  said,  that  the  House 
would  iM'rhaps  jmrdon  iiini  if  be  endea- 
voured tr)  viiidieato  tin'  opinions  which  he 
had  taken  the  liberty  to  exj)ress  (m  pre- 
vious oecjisions.  The  riirht  lion.  Member 
for  tln'  I'uiversity  of  hublin  had  ehal- 
leni^ed  bini  to  take  this  course,  for  the 
ri^^lit  bon.  (ientleman  said  he  bad  disco- 
verer! tbe  motive  for  his  conduct.  The 
rii^ht  h(m.  <ientleman's  inii:enuity  or  cha- 
rity had  suix«j:eHte(l  that  he  was  by  only 
f»ne  motive,  namely,  spite.  Spite!  Against 
wlioni?  Ai^ainst  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  pleased  to  call  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  Xow,  he  had  taken  special  pains 
during  th(^  whole  of  these  diBc«'""''-*  to 
say,  that  he  did  not  know  wh' 
lords  i>f  Irela''''  >r**  He  h»' 
abb'  to  mak*     —  e»' 

his  part,  he  *■  - 
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of  Ireland  were  the  tax-gatherer  and  tka 
mortgagee.  Xow,  he  had  never  expreued 
any  opinion  against  the  tax-gatherer  or  the 
mortgagee.  He  had,  indeed,  said  that 
gentlemen  who  professed  to  he  the  pro- 
prietors of  land — who  called  and  fmnj^^ 
themselves  the  possessors  of  lar^  pro- 
perties, and  who  had  not  the  means  of  fid- 
filling  the  duties  of  those  properties,  had 
much  better  be  removed  from  the  very  ua- 
pleasant  and  false  position  in  whieh  cir- 
cumstances had  placed  them — that  they 
should  cease  to  be  the  nominal  proprietois 
of  land — that  Ireland  should  get  rid  of  the 
encumbrance  of  those  who  were  reallj  a 
dead  weight  upon  its  resources — and  that 
the  real  proprietors  of  the  soil  should,  at 
once,  be  called  into  active  exertion  to  sup- 
port the  interest  which  thej  possessed  la 
that  country.  Why  did  the  House  panae 
in  its  proceedings,  and  how  was  it  that  the 
question  before  it  appeared  to  be  smv 
rounded  with  so  much  difficulty  ?  Beeausep 
he  ventured  to  say,  there  were,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  two  very  different  thmgs 
before  them.  Two  very  different  things 
were  aimed  at  by  the  Gentlemen  who  spoka 
upon  the  question,  and  who,  whilst  aiming 
at  one,  pretended  to  be  endeayouring  to 
discover  the  other.  Gentlemen  said  that 
they  were  agi-eed  upon  cveiy  point  except- 
ing that  of  out-door  relief,  and  yet,  one 
after  the  other,  they  proceeded  to  make 
speeches  against  any  poor  law  whatever. 
If  the  House  would  permit  him,  he  would, 
in  a  few  moments,  run  over  the  points  of  co» 
incidence,  and  then  he  could  get  at  the  real 
thing  in  dispute.  But  before  doing  that  it 
was  necessary  to  understand  whom  the 
House  was  endeavouring  to  relieve,  and 
the  mode  by  which  it  sought  to  effect  its 
object.  At  tbe  present  moment  there  hap- 
])ened  to  be  in  Ireland  this  rcniarkahle 
condition  of  the  people.  A  large  portion 
()f  those  who  were  called  her  lahouring 
])opu1ation  did  not  subsist  by  labour,  hnt 
their  very  lives  depended  upon  the  produce 
of  small  portions  of  land:  the  parties  to 
whom  that  land  belonged  were  connected, 
indeed,  with  Ireland  by  birth,  but  living 
for  tho  most  part  in  tliis  country,  between 
whom,  therefurc,  and  the  people,  there 
existed  no  sort  of  tie  or  connexion.  If 
anything  like  what  had  happened  last  year 
in  that  country  should  occur  again ,  the 
same  circumstar'*'^*  ^ould  continue,  and 
the  same  rc8"l-  fol  »w,  namely,  a 

laqce  i  would  be  de- 

ls of  land,  IB- 
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maintain  a  large  number  of  individuals; 
and  if  tlierc  should  be  a  failure  in  that 
produce,  it  would  not  be  only  the  failure 
of  one,  but  the  failure  of  all:  the  calamity 
would  be  general,  and  universal  distress 
would  prevail.  That  condition  of  things 
had  been  brought  about  by  a  system  of 
dividing  the  land.  There  was  this  pecu- 
liarity belonging  to  this  minute  division  of 
the  land — all  the  disturbances  which  agi- 
tated that  country  arose  from  agrarian 
disputes,  and  not  from  national  or  religious 
dittV'roucos.  It  was  not  because  one  part 
of  the  population  was  Catholic,  or  another 
])ortion  of  the  population  was  Celtic,  that 
agricultural  disturbances  had  taken  place; 
but  it  was  because  the  population  had  al- 
ways felt  and  distinctly  understood  that 
their  holding  a  portion  of  land  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  their  very  existence.  They  felt 
that  the  law  had  not  been  their  protector  ; 
therefore  was  it  that  they  had  had  recourse 
to  that  system  of  self-protection  to  which 
they  had  been  driven  by  dire  necessity: 
the  exigencies  of  their  situation  had  driven 
them  to  assassination.  A  man  holding 
one  or  two  acres  of  land  in  Ireland  from 
an  imperious  landlord  did  not  find,  as  in 
England,  that  in  the  hour  of  distress  the 
poor  law  would  sustain  him,  and  the  work- 
house afford  liim  shelter,  but  starvation 
and  famine  stared  him  in  the  face.  That 
poor  man,  liaving  to  determine  what  to  do 
for  self-preservation,  resorted,  with  his  fel- 
lows in  su tiering,  to  a  system  of  secret 
conspiracy  to  avenge  themselves  of  the 
law  which  crushed  them.  It  was  well 
known — for  it  had  often  been  proved — that 
all  the  conspiracies  concocted  by  the  peo- 
ple in  Ireland,  had  been  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  their  holdings  against  the  do- 
mination of  their  landlords.  From  one 
end  of  Ireland  to  the  other,  those  conspira- 
cies extended — they  reached  from  shore  to 
shore;  and  to  carry  out  that  w^ild  spirit 
of  justice  to  which  their  sufferings  had 
goaded  them,  aid  was  brought  from  the 
north  and  from  the  south,  through  the 
agency  of  this  widely-spread  secret  con- 
s])ir;iey.  And  what  was  all  this  work  to 
accomplish  ?  Why,  to  maintain  the  poor 
man  in  his  wretched  holding;  to  maintain 
him  in  that  miserable  condition  which  was 
the  lot  of  a  very  large  portion  of  the  po- 
pulation of  Ireland.  But  a  great  calamity 
liad  befallen  that  country;  and  England, 
brought  by  her  own  wants  and  suffering 
condition  to  look  narrowly  into  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland,  had  at  length 
discovered  the  real  cause  of  all  the  evils 


that  afflicted  that  country.  "It  is  under- 
stood now,"  she  said,  "  what  is  going  on 
there;  to  prevent,  therefore,  this  dire  con- 
dition of  the  people,  and  stay  men  from 
appealing  to  that  wild  spirit  of  justice, 
that  unhappy  and  unchristian  mode  of 
merely  maintaining  their  existence,  we  will 
introduce  into  that  country  the  mild  spirit 
of  the  English  law,  and  make  it  the  means 
of  producing  in  the  people  a  disposition  of 
submission  and  obedience  to  the  constituted 
authorities,  and  a  readiness  to  act  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  law  of  the  land."  This 
was  the  will  of  England,  and  in  a  spirit  of 
mildness  and  gentleness  she  sought  to  in- 
culcate public  morality  among  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Who  were  the  opponents  of 
this  righteous  proposal  ?  The  landlords  of 
Ireland.  On  the  one  hand  there  were  men 
who,  putting  aside  all  considerations  of 
self,  of  party  ambition,  of  personal  ag- 
grandizement, forgetting  that  they  were 
apart  from  this  calamity,  devoted  them- 
selves, to  the  best  of  their  ability,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  promoting  the  happiness 
of  their  fellow-subjects,  to  devise  a  well- 
digested  scheme  of  legislative  relief.  On 
the  other  hand,  even  while  they  were  de- 
bating, there  was  to  be  seen  a  body  of  men, 
who  were  rich,  banded  together  for  the 
most  selfish  purposes  against  the  poor, 
and  bringing  to  bear  all  the  power  which 
their  station  and  intellect  could  command, 
to  rcsbt  that  which  to  a  generous  mind 
should  be  an  imperious  duty.  Might  he 
not  ask  the  House  to  look  upon  this  pic- 
ture and  upon  that  ?  They  were  the  coun- 
terfeit presentment  of  two  brothers ;« very 
different  indeed  in  all  the  lineaments  he 
had  traced;  for  by  the  words  he  had  used 
he  had  faithfully  described  the  gentlemen 
of  England  and  the  gentlemen  of  Ireland. 
It  was  said,  indeed,  that  the  law  of  Eng- 
land was  not  applicable  to  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland ;  but  he  would  defy 
those  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  maintained  that  argument,  after  all 
their  virtuous  talk,  to  prove  to  hun  that 
there  was  aught  in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
which  would  make  what  was  a  beneficent 
act  of  legislation  for  England,  an  unfit 
measure  for  Ireland.  Bat  that  was  an  ar- 
gument which  had  been  very  strongly  pat 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Shaw). 
Ireland,  said  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
was  ruined.  He  should  like  to  know  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  by  Ire- 
land. Did  he  mean  the  millions  of  her 
workmg  popolation,  or  the  Darrow-minded 
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sects,  of  one  of  which  ho  hfid  been  a 
favourite  born  child—sects  that  instilled 
feelings  of  the  bitterest  hostility  against 
the  English  into  the  mind  of  the  Irish 
people?  By  the  way,  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  upon  himself  the  other 
day  to  act  a  pai-t  which  would  make  him 
feel  himself  to  be  in  a  most  painful  situa- 
tion were  he  ever  to  come  under  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  judicial  capacity. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  acted  both 
as  judge  and  jury;  and  when  he  made  a 
statement  upon  the  authority  of  parties 
whose  names  he  had  given,  that  Irish 
landlords  kept  packs  of  hounds  in  high 
condition,  while  human  beings  were  perish- 
ing from  want  at  their  own  gates,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  first  of  all  saying 
that  he  knew  nothing  of  the  parties,  de- 
clared that  he  had  such  confidence  in  the 
character  of  an  Irish  gentleman  that  he 
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exhibition  was  made  by  those  who  were 
fighting  this  question,  a&  it  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  an  hon.  Member  on  the  opposite 
side,  against  time,  so  that  the  poor  should 
bo  put  off,  and  the  benefit  be  confeired 
upon  them  at  as  distant  a  period  as  possi- 
ble,  by  their  continuous  efforts  of  taUEing. 
He  would  repeat,  the  exhibition  was  not 
by  those  who  were  determined,  howerer 
persevering  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
he,  to  bring  within  the  pale  of  a  poor  law, 
founded  on  English  feeling  and  common 
sense,  the  destitute  people  of  Ireland. 
[A  cry  of  **  Divide  !^']  Divide  !  then 
would  be  no  division;  there  would  be  much 
talk,  but  no  man  hod  pretended  that  this 
question  would  go  to  a  division.  Now,  he 
would  ask  what  it  was  those  Gentlemen 
were  really  fighting  for  ?  The  Gentlemen 
of  Ireland,  who  now  represented  in  that 
House  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  said  thej 


was  sure  the  statement  could  not  be  true,  j  were  willing  to  have  a  poor  law  for  Ire- 
But  what  happened?  Up  got  the  hon.  ]  land.  Now,  a  poor  law  meant  that  there 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  D.  Callaghan),  and  j  should  be  a  right  on  the  part  of  the  desti- 


from  his  own  personal  knowledge  verified 
the  whole  statement.  That  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  that  the  gentleman  in  question, 
who  kept  seventy  dogs  in  such  excellent 
condition,  lived  twenty  miles  from  the 
starving  population,  and  that  he  had  a 
capital  sot  of  dogs,  and  that  they  were 
kept  in  capital  order;  that  it  was  a  capital 
country,  and  that  the  dogs  were  in  ad- 
mirable condition,  and  all  fit  for  a  good 
fallow  coursing  country.  Did  the  English 
gentleman  who  might  be  living  in  York- 
shire measure  thc^  number  of  miles  that  he 
might  be  living  from  the  destitution  of  Ire- 
land, and  find  his  benevolence  diminish  in 
a  geometrical  proportion;  hut  did  he  not 
also  fool  that  he  owed  a  duty  to  his  neigh- 
bour as  well  as  to  others  ?  The  right 
hon.  (Jentleman  the  Ueeorder  of  Dublin, 
said  that  he  knew  \n\  (Mr.  Uoebuok)  was 
wrong,  and,  nrtinLC  in  the  character  of  judge 
and  jnry,  condemned  him  in  ])refernng  his 
own  high  estimation  of  the  character  of  an 
Irish  genthnnan  to  the  facts  stated  in  evi- 
d«'nce,  and  yt^t  afterwards  eanio  forward  a 
seli-eonvieting  witness,  and  proved  the  case 
a«j:ainst  liiniself,  an«l  the  truth  of  everv 
word  that  he  (Mr.  Koehuck)  had  ut- 
teri'd.  \  Lau(/hfer\.  However  they  might 
laugh,  this 
ti(»n     to    ho 


tute  poor  to  receive  relief.  A  right  !- 
right  to  receive  relief  somewhere  and  in 
some  fashion.  That  involved  a  law  of  set- 
tlement— that  involved  a  law  of  rcmoTal — 
that  involved  the  whole  administrative  por- 
tion of  the  poor  law  as  wo  had  it  in  this 
country;  so  that  there  was  now  no  quarrel 
in  respect  to  the  administration  of  the 
poor  law,  in  respect  to  settlement  or 
to  removal,  or  to  the  maintenance  of 
such  of  the  pour  as  might  bo  disabled 
from  working  by  actual  incapacity,  whe- 
ther arising  from  old  age  or  sickness; 
80  far  they  were  all  agreed.  Therefore 
they  had  got  all  the  machinerj*  of  a  poor 
law;  they  had  got  the  houses — they  had 
got  the  settlement  and  the  removal,  and 
what  they  were  disputing  about  was  sim- 
ply out-door  relief.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
.1.  Kussell)  had  explained  the  other  night 
— and  indeed  he  had  on  several  occasiona 
explained  that  on  this  point  what  he  was 
about  to  introduce  into  Ireland  was  prettj 
much  the  law  which  we  liad  in  England* 
namely,  that  there  should  be  sonu*  means 
tlevised  of  determining  whetlier  a  man  who 
applied  for  relief  was  really  in  want  or  not; 
hut  he  und«'rsti»od  the  noble  Lord  to  state 


at  the  same  time  that  there  .should  W  no 
was  a  lamentable  exhibi-  |  thru>ting  of  flie  jmor  into  the  workhouse 
made  l)ef«)re  the  whole  <>f  indiscriminately  witln»ut  Funic  moana  being 
the  great  FiUroi)ean  and  ('ivilized  world;  I  ad»»pted  of  ascertaining  what  were  the  rcu 
hut  that  hinnntable  exhibition  was  nc»t  i  «-ireumstances  of  laeh  ca>e;  and  he  (Mr. 
made  hy  those  independent  Knglibh  gen- 
tlemen who  were  insisting  <»n  measures 
for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  Irish,  but  that 


Uoebuck)  Would  theref(»re  put  this  consi- 
deration to  the  gentlemen  from  Ireland  : 
— iSuppo-^e  u  pauper  was*  idle  and  would 
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not  work,  what  was  to  bo  done  with  him; 
Avas  he  to  ho  fed  at  all  events  ?  No,  he 
(Mr.  Uoobuck)  said,  tliey  ought  to  have 
sonio  tost — something  to  show  that  the 
mail  was  really  in  want,  previous  to  his 
obtaining  relief;  and  that  there  were  pe- 
I'liliar  cirrum*^tancos  which  furnished  the 
grounds  on  which  that  man  wanted  some 
assistance.  He  thought  they  ought  not  to 
thrust  any  man  at  once  into  the  workhouse 
without  inquiry.  An  incjuiry  ought  to  he 
instituted  in  every  such  ease;  and  if,  after 
that  inquiry,  a  suspicion  existed  that  the 
man  was  not  a  deserving  person,  then 
tln\v  ought  to  put  the  question  to  him, 
*'  Will  you  come  into  the  workhouse,  and 
work  there,  since,  as  you  say,  you  cannot 
iiiid  work  elsewhere  ?"  He  had  put  that 
<'ase  to  Dr.  Collins,  who  was  a  highly  re- 
spoctabb»  enlightened  person,  and  his  reply 
wa>^,  '*  ])Ut  suppose  the  workhouse  is  full, 
and  that  we  cannot  there  maintain  the 
p(M)r,  who  are  r(»ally  and  substantially  in 
want,  and  calling  on  us  to  maintain  their 
existence  ^"  His  (Mr.  Roebuck's)  answer 
was,  tliat  the  law  of  England,  and  that 
which  ought  to  be  the  law  of  Ireland,  was, 
that  they  should  not  turn  round  upon  the 
])eoplo  and  say,  **  The  workhouse  is  full, 
and  tliorofore  you  cannot  have  relief/* 
At  this  moment  they  were  paying  for  out- 
do(»r  relief  to  the  poor  to  a  pretty  large  cx- 
t<Mit,  with  very  little  test  of  the  necessity 
of  the  cas(^  in  each  individual  instance; 
tluTo  wore  now  nearly  700,000  persons  re- 
ceiving that  species  of  relief.  But  there 
never  had  been  hoard  a  murmur  against 
this  out-door  nTiof,  so  long  as  the  Irish 
landlords  wore  not  called  upon  to  pay  the 
expense,  and  there  never  woidd  have  been. 
That  was  the  whole  question.  Ireland  in 
tbes(!  (iontUmeirs  mouths  meant  them- 
selves and  their  purses,  and  when  they 
talki'd  oT  Ireland  being  ruined  by  out-door 
relief,  they  m(»ant  their  own  estates  being 
ruineil.  r»ut  when  th(i  landlord  of  Ireland 
wa^  t(»ltl  tiwit  he  would  be  obliged  to  do 
tliat  which  bis  property  entailed  upon  him 
as  a  primary  duty  an<l  a  serious  and  solemn 
obligation,  lie  could  not  think  that  could  be 
the  ruin  of  any  country,  much  less  of  such 
a  country  as  Ireland.  lie  thought  that 
Ireland  was  just  in  the  position  at  this  mo- 
ment to  advance  in  the  progress  of  civiliza- 
tion and  improvement,  as  the  right  bon. 
Mi'inber  for  the?  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Shaw)  had  ox|)rossod  it.  He  had  seen 
soino  little  symptoms  with  respect  to  Ire- 
land which  he  thought  were  far  more  im- 
portant as  indicating  progress  ia  those  re- 
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spects  than  anything  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  mentioned. 
He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had  lately  seen  large 
importations  into  Liverpool  from  Ireland 
of  a  very  different  breed  of  pigs  and  cattle 
than  he  used  to  see  them  twenty  years  ago 
— a  far  more  significant  symptom  of  the 
real  state  of  the  country  than  was  contain- 
ed in  any  of  the  lachrymose  statements  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  fact  was, 
in  his  opinion,  that  the  country  had  im- 
proved more  in  the  last  twenty  years  than 
any  other  country  in  Europe  in  the  same 
time.  What  was  all  this  crying  out  tho}' 
had  heard  so  long  from  that  country? 
Why,  that  very  outcry  was  a  symptom  of 
national  advancement.  It  was  not  those 
men  who  were  in  the  lowest  state  of  degra- 
dation that  complained,  but  those  who  were 
in  an  improving  condition,  and  saw  scenes 
of  better  prospects  opening  out  before 
them,  which  they  wanted  to  reach,  that 
were  wont  to  complain.  That  was  the 
reason  of  this  continued  outcry.  **  But," 
said  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien),  "give  us  a  national  Par- 
liament, and  all  will  be  well.**  Now,  per- 
haps he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  could  conceive  the 
hon.  Gentleman  all  at  once  endued  with 
the  great  qualities  of  an  Irish  representa- 
tive, marching  up  the  streets  of  Dubhn, 
to  take  his  place  in  the  national  Parha- 
ment;  but  reverse  the  picture,  and  sec  him 
when  he  was  called  on  to  open  his  own  na- 
tion's purse  for  the  good  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  The  other  hon.  Member  for  tlio 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamil- 
ton) had  told  them  of  the  number  of  pre- 
sentments that  had  been  made  somewhere 
in  Ireland,  to  the  extent  of  86,000^.  But 
that  sum  was  all  paid  out  of  the  English 
Exchequer;  and  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  86,000?.  as  being  2«.  in  the  It. 
on  the  estates  of  the  landlords  of  the  dis« 
trict — a  most  Irish  way  of  making  out  an 
account  truly.  But  then  it  was  said  the 
landlords  were  to  repay  it.  He  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) never  trusted  to  that  repayment. 
There  was  nothing  like  the  utter  careless- 
ness of  a  broken-down  man  as  to  what  he 
promised  to  repay.  A  shilling  in  hand 
was  worth  208,  in  promise.  Some  one 
reminded  him  that  the  country  was  not 
broken  down.  True,  but  the  landlords 
were.  If  not,  why  did  they  refuse  their 
assent  to  this  measure  ?  He  must  have 
them  on  one  of  the  horns  of  that  dilemma. 
If  they  were  not  ruined,  they  ought  to  pay 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor ;  and  if  there  were  an 
honest  co-operation  of  all  parties  in  Ireland 
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for  clearly  benevolent  purposes,  he  should 
be  the  last  man  to  offer  any  strictures  on 
the  conduct  of  the  landlords  of  that  coun- 
try; but  the  fact  was,  the  only  agreement 
that  took  place  among  the  parties  into 
which  that  unhappy  people  were  divided, 
took  place  when  they  came  to  England  to 
get  something  from  England's  purse.  The 
moment  that  Irish  questions  arose  amongst 
them,  the  different  parties  flew  off  from 
their  alliance,  like  some  antagonist  forces 
driving  in  opposite  directions.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Smith  O'Brien) 
darted  across  Palace-yard,  declaring  he 
would  not  be  a  party  to  this  measure ; 
Lord  Monteagle  went  across  to  the  Trea- 
sury, assuring  them  he  would  be  no  party 
to  that  measure;  other  Gentlemen  went  off 
on  various  other  measures ;  and  at  last 
there  were  found  assembled  in  Palace-yard 
only  two  Gentlemen,  who  called  themselves 
**tho  national  party  of  Ireland.'*  The 
unity  of  these  parties  was  that  unity  which 
subsisted  between  persons  who  were  leagued 
together  to  attack  another  man's  purse. 
Such  illustrations  were  not  wanting  in 
other  times  of  the  history  of  Ireland.  If, 
however,  he  could  see  the  right  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  University  lying  down  like 
a  kid  with  the  lion,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  O'Connell);  if  he 
could  see  those  Gentlemen  humanely  con- 
ferring together,  and  engaged  in  gentle 
schemes  of  a  really  benevolent  intention, 
he  should  feci  some  reliance  on  the  truth 
and  sincerity  of  the  reconciliation  of  Irish 
parties ;  but  when  he  saw  the  fire  of  in- 
tensely burning  bigotry  still  as  strong  in 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  University  as  it  was  ten  years  ago, 
when  he  spoke  in  that  House  on  the  sub- 
ject of  a  Coercion  Dill  for  Ireland,  and 
when  h(j  rtH-cjllccted  how  lately  the  nght 
hon.  Mombor's  zral  had  blazed  up,  he  was 
ptTsuaded  that  those  embers  had  at  pre- 
sent the  curfew  cover  ])ut  over  them  only 
to  be  lighted  on  the  morning  when  the 
b(»ll  rang.  The  fire  there  was  smothered 
ftir  the  present  only,  in  order  to  blaze  out 
by  and  by  as  fiercely  as  (iver.  That  was 
proved  the  other  day.  When  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kinsale  brought  for- 
ward his  proposition  to  rend  *waj  the  laat 
wretehed   rag    of   bigotr  '^^t  spirit 

was  the    measure  reai*  *f,  wert 

not  these  significant  s*  ^^n 
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the  safeguard  of  tb' 
found  in  the  good  se^ 
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on  this  side  of  the  Channel ;  and  lie  ^ 
the  Irish  Members  to  beware,  lest  ikmpf 
stretched  the  tie  too  tight  by  which  tfaef 
were  allied  to  England.  He  felt  that  eraj 
hour  in  which  he  acted  as  a  repreaentativB 
of  this  country,  the  pressure  firmn  withoat 
was  coming  upon  him;  he  foond  that  fnm 
every  part  of  the  country  it  waa  aakiedp 
how  it  was  that  in  an  assembly  like  that, 
representing  the  hardworking  milljonii  of 
this  country,  they  were  asked  to  throv 
their  shield  before  that  part  of  the  Irish 
people  who  refused,  in  the  language  of  the 
noble  Lord,  to  do  their  duty  in  the  situadoa 
in  which  they  were  placed?  The  right 
hon.  ^fember  for  the  University  of  Dubln, 
in  casting  about  for  the  motives  which  hon. 
Members  could  have  for  supporting  *!■■« 
Bill,  had  thought  ho  had  found  one  ia 
popularity-hunting;  he  had  insinuated  that 
it  was  to  gain  the  goodwill  of  the  people  of 
England  that  they  were  attempting  to  pan 
a  poor  law  for  Ireland.  Now,  what  did 
this  mean  ?  It  meant,  the  attempt  of  good 
men  to  obtain  good  will  for  good  deedk 
When  he  wanted  his  countrymen's  appro- 
bation, he  tried  to  do  justice.  WeU,  he 
did  seek  his  countrymen  *b  approbatioo, 
and  he  believed  he  would  obtain  it  hj 
doing  justice  to  Ireland.  He  believed  he 
did  justice  by  imposing  upon  Ireland  a 
fair  and  stringent  poor  law,  which  *linwl^ 
make  the  landlords  of  Ireland  understand 
their  own  interests,  and  provide  for  the  real 
destitution  of  the  people.  If  any  hoo. 
Gentleman  felt  this  to  be  an  imputation  oa 
him,  he  only  asked  that  hon.  Gentleman  te 
meet  his  fellow-countrymen,  as  he  waa 
ready  to  meet  his,  in  any  part  of  EngUnd; 
and  he  felt  quite  sure  that  if  in  any  tutm^fj^ 
bly  of  his  countrymen  the  question  waa 
put,  whether  the  landlords  of  Ireland  shoold 
have  a  poor  law  imposed  upon  them,  and 
whether  there  should  be  equal  tazatioB 
laid  upon  Ireland  as  upon  England,  not  a 
man  would  dare  to  hold  up  his  hand  a^g^Sntt 
it.  One  of  these  propositions  had,  nerer* 
theless,  been  negatived  in  that  Ilouae;  bol 
it  was  only  deferred ;  for,  as  sure  as  the 
sun  would  rise  to-morrow — and  he  had 
little  doubt  of  that  event — he  felt  that 
coT"*^****  taxation  for  the  Irish  landlords 
IF.  '-'place,  both  as  respected  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Limerick.  He  felt  that 
it  was  due  from  England,  which  had  long 
done  this  wrong ;  and  as  the  wrong  had 
been  done  by  her,  he  saw  that  in  her  alone 
lay  hope  for  the  people  of  Ireland ;  and  as 
he  did  hope  that  it  would  be  a  real  benefit 
to  Ireland  to  have  an  effective  poor  law,  he 
meant  to  support  to  the  utmost  of  his 
power  the  proposition  which  had  been  made 
to  the  House.  The  time  would  come  when 
he  should  have  to  criticise  that  measure 
from  beginning  to  end,  and  to  show  how 
inadequate  at  present,  and  yet  how  fruitful 
of  future  benefit,  was  the  proposition  of 
the  noble  Lord,  which  he  now  most  cor- 
dially supported. 

Sir  W.  VERNER  remarked,  that  the 
£111  professed  to  provide  for  the  destitution 
of  Ireland.  It  seemed  to  him,  however, 
that  it  was  better  calculated  to  create 
destitution  than  to  provide  for  it.  He 
could  not  from  any  data  existing  estimate 
the  number  of  persons  who  might  apply 
for  relief  under  the  Bill ;  but  he  felt  certain 
that  the  poor  farmers  occupying  from  ^y^ 
to  ten  and  fifteen  acres  would  be  irrecover- 
ably borne  down  by  the  pressure  of  the 
heavy  rates  upon  them.  He  considered 
the  proposition  to  be  unjust,  because  it  was 
unequal.  It  threw  an  oppressive  burden 
on  the  proprietors  and  occupiers  of  land, 
and  let  the  moneyed  man  go  free.  Now, 
he  maintained  that  it  was  only  fair  and 
proper  that  the  persons  holding  official 
situations  should  take  their  share  of  the 
tax  as  well  as  the  farmers  and  labourers, 
who  worked  with  their  hands  for  the  sup- 
port of  their  families ;  and  not  only  them, 
but  he  felt  that  the  fundholder,  who  pos- 
sessed perhaps  thousands  upon  thousands, 
should  also  be  obliged  to  contribute  his 
share.  It  had  boon  said  that  they  ought 
to  support  the  Rill  because  no  person  had 
suggested  a  better.  This  did  not  appear 
to  him  a  good  argument.  He  had  wished 
to  see  a  measure  to  whioh  he  could  cor- 
dially assent — he  had  desired  to  see  a 
measure  upon  which  all  the  talent  and 
wisdom  and  experience  of  the  Government 
were  combined ;  but  he  regretted  to  say 
he  had  not  yet  seen  such  a  Bill.  Ho  did 
not  say  that  such  a  Bill  would  not  prove 
beneficial  to  Ireland;  but  he  wished  to 
hear  the  sentiments  of  persons  on  all  sides 
of  the  House  expressed  on  it;  and  he  hoped 
that  before  it  passed  it  would  be  made  as 
fair  as  possible,  and  such  as  Irish  Members 
could  cordially  agree  to,  which  he  feared 
tbey  could  not  do  at  present. 
Ma.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL,  in  reference 
VOL.XC.    {SiS} 


to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  said,  that  what  he  com* 
plained  of  was,  not  the  fact  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men in  this  country  supporting  a  poor  law 
for  Ireland;  bat  that,  in  the  coarse  they 
thought  it  consistent  with  their  duty 
to  take  in  so  supporting  that  principle, 
they  should  introdnoe  matter  into  these 
discussions  unfortunately  too  popular  with 
a  section  of  the  people  of  tnis  conntry, 
namely,  indiscriminate  attacks  iipon  the 
landlords  of  Ireland.  For  his  own  part  he 
was  as  ready  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  give  his  support  to  this  measure; 
but  he  was  not  willing  to  join  in  attacks 
upon  Gentlemen  who,  though  thej  might 
sit  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  had 
thought  it  their  duty  not  to  support  this 
proposition.  With  respect  to  the  attack 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
or  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  of 
Dublin,  he  considered  he  had  done  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  great  injustice;  and 
when  he  accused  him  of  bigotry,  he  would 
put  it  to  the  House — ^he  would  appeal  to 
all  who  heard  him — whether  there  was 
any  man  among  them  who,  in  the  discus- 
sion of  Irish  questions,  had  shown  a  greater 
forgetfulness  of  past  party  and  political 
differences  than  had  tnat  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  voted  agunst  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn 
for  an  advance  of  public  money  in  promo- 
tion of  Irish  railways,  and  had  supported 
the  Government  on  that  occasion,  for  a 
practical  reason;  and  now  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  said,  that,  though 
that  might  be  the  case,  still  he  Toted 
against  uie  measure  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Eansale  (Mr.  Watson)  fmr  ihe  repeal 
of  the  penal  statutes  against  ihe  Boman 
Catholics.  He  certainly  could  not  hut  re- 
gret that  vote  on  the  part  of  the  right  h<m. 
and  learned  Gentleman;  but  it  would  not 
be  fair  or  just  to  accuse  him  of  bigotry  in 
having  so  voted,  as  it  was  known  that  he 
had  only  voted  consistently  with  his  prin- 
ciples and  former  votes,  and  in  aeoordance 
with  what  he  considei^  the  honest  and 
conscientious  discharge  of  his  duty.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  also  attacked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limmck  (Mr.  S. 
O'Brien),  for  that  he  and  other  Iiidi  Mem- 
hen  spoke  against  time  on  these  Irish 
questions;  hut  he  thought  that  that  was 
hardly  fSsir  when  ihe  hon.  Member  ha  had 
attacked,  was  gmng  to  vote  on  the  tame 
ude  as  Umself  (Mr.  S.  O'Brien).  With 
reference  to  the  Bill  itself,  and  tiie  quet* 
2Z 
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tion  of  whether  the  rating  should  ho  taken 
over  the  union,  or  the  electoral  divisions, 
he  should,  when  the  10th  Clause  of  the 
Bill  came  hefore  the  House,  give  his  vote 
in  favour  of  an  union  rate,  although  he 
was  ready  to  vote  for  the  other  principle, 
provided  that  its  advocates  could  show 
him,  what  ho  had  not  discovered  from  any 
of  the  arguments  used  in  support  of  it, 
that  it  could  he  carried  out  without  a  con- 
fiscation of  property.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  hon.  Mcmhcrs  who  opposed  the  clause 
for  giving  out-door  relief,  had  fallen  into 
a  very  extraordinary  mistake.  The  first 
clause  in  the  Bill  enacted  that  out-door  re- 
lief should  he  given  to  the  helpless  poor  at 
tho  absolute  discretion  of  the  hoards  of 
guardians;  and  the  second  clause  provided 
that  out-door  relief  should  be  given  to  the 
able-bodied  poor  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  for  a  period  of  only 
two  months  at  a  time.  Now,  in  his  opin- 
ion, it  was  tho  first  and  not  tho  second 
clause  that  was  most  calculated  to  excite 
well-founded  alarm  in  tho  minds  of  Irish 
proprietors;  and  yet  it  was  against  the  se- 
cond clause  that  all  the  attacks  of  the  op- 
ponents of  the  measure  had  been  directed. 
For  his  part,  ho  hoped  that  the  principle 
of  tho  first  clause  would  be  very  cautiously 
carried  into  effect,  for  he  believed  that  it 
might  otherwise  not  only  impose  a  grievous 
burden  on  property,  but  might  lead  to  tho 
demoralisation  of  the  poorer  classes  in  Ire- 
land. There  was,  however,  not  much  in 
out- door  relief  to  give  alann  to  his  coun- 
try; and  he  believed  that  the  Irish  party — 
or  tho  **  happy  family,"  as  they  were  called 
— had  come  to  the  conclusion  at  which 
they  had  arrived  on  that  question  in  the 
most  honest  s]>irit;  but  ho  regretted  that 
they  had  come  to  that  conclusion.  lie 
wished  to  see  the  first  clause  rendered 
more  strintj^ent,  but  ho  would  support  the 
second  as  it  stood.  With  respect  to  tbe 
other  details  of  tho  measure,  he  would  not 
go  into  tliem  on  that  occasion;  but  before 
he  sat  down,  he  wished  to  express  a  hope 
that  though  the  Irish  Members  did  ditler 
upon  the  question  of  tbe  ])Oor  law,  they 
Uiight  be  found,  in  the  discussion  of  these 
mensuri's,  tt>  sliow  some  forbi^aranee  to 
each  other,  and  an  honest  forget  fulness  of 
party  ditlerenees.  TIk^  hon.  and  learned 
.Member  for  Bath  talkt'd  of  lamentable  ex- 
hibitions. This  Session  hjul  certainly  been 
witness  of  many  lamentable  exhibitions; 
but  of  none,  in  his  opinion,  more  lament- 
able than  that  in  which,  at  a  time  when 
Ireland  was  suffering  under  so  grievoua  r 
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calamity,  and  tho  good  and  geneiom  if 
England  and  Scotland  were  doing  all  tiMj 
could  to  assist  her;  honourable,  elogneat, 
and  able  Gentlemen — ^he  knew  not  lor  wlnl 
motive — made  use  of  Buch  an  ooeanon  to 
rake  up  past  party  and  politieal  Aspntfli 
and  differences;  to  throw  the  apple  c^  fa- 
content  among  them;  and  to  awaken  te 
national  antagonism  of  the  Bngliah  aad 
the  Scotch  against  the  Irish  people.  The 
speeches  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath,  he  would  only  add  in  oondiuionp 
might  amuse  as  mere  eloquent  diaplaja; 
but,  for  his  own  part,  he  conaidered  tbej 
would  be  very  dangerous  modela  for  l^ia- 
lation. 

Mr.  CALLA6HAN  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  tho  House  to  two  pointa  in  the 
])oor-law  system  the  noble  Lord  wa 
to  introduce  into  Ireland.  The  first ' 
the  giving  relief  to  certain  classes  ont  of 
the  workhouse;  the  other,  the  alteration  in 
the  construction  of  the  boards  of  ^ardians. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  were  oppooei 
to  giving  relief  to  the  poor  in  the  sane 
form  as  in  England;  and  though,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  Ireland,  tlwa 
might  amount  to  a  virtual  confiscation  of 
property  in  Ireland,  yet,  as  such  a  measure 
was  become  necessary,  he  was  willing  to 
bear  his  share  of  that  odium.  What  he 
objected  to  in  the  Government  proposition 
was  the  other  point,  the  allowing  relief  to 
be  given  to  the  poor,  without  the  control  of 
the  ratepayers,  by  irresponsible  maffiatratea 
acting  as  ex-officio  guardians.  He  could 
understand  why  there  should  be  ex-o^EetO 
guanlians;  but  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
no  reason  why  tho  number  should  be  so 
greatly  increased,  and  he  was  decidedlj  op- 
posed to  it.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord 
was  not  right  in  introducing  measures  onlj 
adapted  to  the  present  moment;  for  if  tne 
present  state  of  things  should  continue  for 
another  year,  they  would  find  thej  had 
been  making  Acts  of  Parliament  for  no- 
thing*. In  the  town  he  represented,  the 
]M)orhouse  was  built  for  2,CHX)  paupers; 
but  there  were  now  within  it  5,bi>0,  and 
1.-1)0  more  nweived  relief  out  of  doors. 
Moreover,  in  t»ne  street  of  tho  same  town. 
two- thirds  of  the  shopkeepers  had  become 
insolvent,  lie  en  treat  (h1  the  noble  Lonl 
not  to  listen  to  this  ]>arty  or  that,  but  to 
give  the  country  an  ethcient  poor  law;  and 
to  take  cure  that  the  ratepayers  had  efB» 
cient  control  in  deciding  what  tho  rale 
should  be,  and  in  administering  it. 

vSiu  A.  HROOKE  approved  of  oat-door 
"^Vof  ii'ith  certain  mo^*4catioiis;  but  he 
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thought  at  the  present  time,  when  700, CMX) 
or  800,000  were  receiving  uut-tloor  relief 
on  the  public  works,  a  measure  like  the 
present  would  be  most  fatal  unddaagcnnia 
to  the  interests  of  the  comitrj  and  tlie 
moral  character  of  the  people,  They 
might  rest  assured  that  thoic  upon  the 
public  works  would  not  be  satiaiic'd  to  re- 
turn to  their  former  position  in  tho  eutm- 
try :  they  would  expect  to  receive  out-door 
relief,  and  would  naturally  eom<*  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  measure  was  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  Lord  to  afford  them 
the  means  of  living  without  tiuy  adequate 
return  on  their  parts.  Another  ground  on 
which  he  objected  to  the  measui-e  ^aa* 
that  he  sa>Y  no  security  whato^vr  that  the 
poor  should  derive  their  maiatenance  from 
the  property  on  which  they  were  reiL^red; 
and  he  thought  it  was  not  ju=t  or  fAxr  to- 
wards gentlemen  who  did  all  they  could 
for  the  interests  of  the  pooi ,  to  saddle 
them  with  the  poor  of  the  ahsonteo  pro- 
prietors, or  those  who  habitually  neglected 
them.  He  would  postpone  any  observa- 
tions on  the  details  of  the  meaauro  until  it 
should  be  in  Committee.  He  could  not, 
however,  sit  down  without  ciproriElng  his 
strong  disapprobation  of  the  language  held 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
which  was  scarcely  what  he  should  have 
expected  from  any  Eni^lishmau,  whose 
characteristic  it  was  never  to  Htriko  a  man 
when  he  was  down.  How  diifercnt  was 
the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  actuated  by  all  the  fine 
and  manly  feeling  of  an  Eugli^ihman, 
There  was  one  point  on  which  the  noble 


Lord  appeared  to  have  been  TnbLnformod, 

namelyt  with  respect  to  the  liberality  of 
Iriah  Uudlords,  whe^c  contributions  he  had 
set  down  lit  from  100^  to  300?,  The  no- 
ble Lord  would  finJ,  if  he  would  iuquire 
into  the  matter,  that  a  very  large  propor- 
tion of  the  Irish  landlord  a  had  contributed 
aa  many  thoujiands;  and  although,  in  many 
infitaneed,  there  exitited  reason's  for  not 
putting  their  names  forward  before  the 
public,  he  knew  many  instances  of  such 
liberality.  He  knew  one  instance,  in  which 
a  gentleman  lost  one  or  two  vesaeU  which 
were  coming  home  laden  with  com,  for  the 
relief  of  the  people. 

Loud  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  frtjm  Lord  Monteagle,  call* 
ing  his  attention  to  an  omission  in  hia 
speech,  as  to  what  took  pWe  when  the 
<lcputation  of  which  the  [loble  Lord  formed 
one,  waited  upon  him  some  short  time 
Mnce,  He  had  ontitted  to  state  that  ooe 
of  the  deputation,  on  being  aaked  what 
renicdy  was  proposed  besides  pj'ivatc  cha- 
rity, said,  thftt  the  landed  gentry  of  Ire^ 
land  were  willing  to  submit  to  any  charge 
on  their  property  for  providing  in-door  re- 
lief ^  and  the  extension  of  workhouaeiJ.  The 
e^presiiion  certainly  did  not  make  much 
impreflsiou  on  him  at  the  time^  or  he  cer- 
tainly would  have  adverted  to  it  for  the 
purpotio  of  showing  how  impracticable  pueU 
a  scheme  would  be.  It  was,  however, 
only  justice  to  Lord  Wonteagle  to  say, 
that  hia  statement,  in  this  respect,  waa 
perfectly  correct. 

House  went  into  Committeej  proforfnd^ 
and  resumed.     Bill  to  he  re-conimitted. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o^elock* 
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Clancarty,  Earl  of 
Medical  Relief  (Ireland),  624 


Claxricarde,  Marquess  of, 
Labouring  Poor  (Ireland),  Com.  826 
Lands  of  the    London    Companies  (Ireland), 

600 
Railways  (Ireland),  670 
Wynne,  Captain,  499 

Clare,  Earl  of 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  1232 

Clarendon,  Earl  of, 
Banking  (Scotland),  Correspondence  moved  for, 

622 
Brewing  from  Sugar,  2R.  19,  20,   21  ;  Com. 

212,  221,  224 
Exports,  Returns  moved  for,  1134 
Railways — The  Currency,  Returns  moved  for, 

210 
Trade  and  Navigation,  824,  826 
Wynne,  Captain,  498 

Clay,  Sir  W.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  1346 

Clements,  Viscount,  Leitrim 
Ejectments  in  Mayo,  37 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  Suspension  of,  33,  309 

Clerk,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Stamford 
Drainage  of  Land,  Com.  cl.  6,  1123 

Collett,  Mr.  J.,  Athlone 
Bishops,  The  New,  406 
Drainage  of  Land,  Com.  cl.  6,  1124 

Collett,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Lincoln 

Public  Works  (Ireland),  Suspension  of,  33 
Railways,  Expenditure  in  forming,  609 
Railways  (Ireland),  2R.  116,  119 
Relief  Works  (Ireland),  836,  830 
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r.   111.*   246;    2R.»  446;  Rep.»   601;  3R.» 
1106;  /.  IR.*  1132 

Commoiu  Indosure  Bill,  c.  IR.*  1336 
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Poor  Rates  (Ireland),  2R.  503 
Railways  (Ireland),  2R.  46 
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e.  1R.»627;  2R.»  603  ;  Rep.  827;  311.*  U IS; 
/.  1R.»  1132  ;  2R.»  1226  ;   Rcp.»  1326 

Convicts  in  the  Hulks  at  Woolwich,  Treat- 
ment  of, 
c.  Quewtion  (Mr,  T.  Duncombo),  4-19 

Corn,  Free  Trade  in, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  II.  J.  Baillie),  1241 

Court.  Ili^ht  Hon.  II.  T.  L.,  Tyrone 

avy  K»tiniatcs,  1000 
^i^yy,  State  of  the,  658 
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Courtexat,  Viscount,  Dewmihire,  8, 
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1131 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  1376 

Cracow^ 
c.  Res.  (Mr.  Hume),  861 ;  Qaertion  (Hon.  J. 
S.  Wortley),  1022;  A^j.  Debate,  1157 

Crawford,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Rockdale 
Arrest  for  Debt  (Ireland),  3R.  1109 
Destitution  (Ireland),  292 
Factories,  2R.  136 
Labouring  Poor  (Ireland),  8R.  448 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Com.  1064  ;  Bn. 

add.  cl.  1127 
Poor  Rates  (Ireland),  2R.  503,  504 
Provisions,  Conveyance  of,  in  VeMols  of  War» 

Address  moved,  644,  547 
Tenant  Rights,  Leave,  502 

Criminal  Law,  Adminiiiraiicn   oj 
venile  Ofenders, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  188 

Croum  Jewels,  The 
1.  Question  (Viscount  Strmngford),  1335 

Cultivation  of  the  Land  (Ireland), 

c.  Question  (Sir  D.  Norreys),  606  ;   E 
(Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  962  ;  (Hon.    CapUin 
ris),  1340 

Currency,  The — Railways, 
I.  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  AshbarUm),  S06 

Custody  of  Offenders  Bill, 
I.  IR.  694;  2R.  898 ;  Rcp.«  1004  ;  3R.  1138; 
c.  IR.*  1239 

DAiJkiEXY,  Lord,  Inverkeithing,,  ^. 

Cracow,  Res.  1173 

Dean,  Forest  of, 
c.  Question  (lion.  G.  Berkely),  346 

Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.   Ewart),   1079,  [A.  41,  N.  81. 

M.  40]  1098 

Deaths  by  Famine  (Ireland), 
r.    Returns  moved  for  (Mr.  W.    S.    O'BtmbIl 
1101:   (Ix^rd    (;.    lientinck),    1148;     MoT 
withdrawn,  1150 

Dexison,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Yorkshire,  TV,  JB. 

Drainage  of  I^ind,  Com.  rl.  6,  1125 

Denison,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Malton 

Poor  Removal  Act.  Papers  moved  lor,  731 

IMicf  Works  (Ireland),  834 

Denmax,  Lord 

Custody  of  Otfenders,  2R.  936 
Secondary  Punishment,  936 

Dexxibtoi'x,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow 
Factories,  2R.  136 
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Desart,  Earl  of 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  1S31 

Destitute  Persons  ( Ireland)  Bill^ 

I.  Rep.  178  ;  3R.  209,  387 :  Roj^nl  AtMUt,  506 

Destitution  (Irelmid), 

c.  Observations  (Mr.  R.  D.  Brown*),  361 

Devon,  Earl  of 

Emigration  (Ireland),  1334,  15 3S 
labouring  Poor  (IroUnJ),  Com,  837 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  lOUfi,  1220 

D'Eyncourt,  Right  Hon.  C.  T„  Lajnheth 

Registration  of  \'ot(?ra,  Loavp,  422 

Disraeli,  Mr.  B.,  Shr^^sbitrif 

Deaths   by   Famino    (IroUnd),   Return  moved 

for,  1166 
Explanation,  Personal,  35 
Railway  Expenditure,  Retumii  moTod  for,  730 
Railways  (Ireland  t,  211.  77 

Distilling  from  Sutjar  Bill, 

I.  2R.  19;  Com*  J44  ;  Rep.*  ibr,  3R.»  2&0 : 
Royal  Assent,  3f*T 

Distress  ( Scotlau  d ) , 
c.  Observations  (Mr,  E,  EUioe).  310 

Divisions,  List  of 

Brewing  from  Su^nr  Bill,  C^m,  Amend*  (Lord 

Stanley),  [o.   q.   Contents  35,  Noi-CoBtcntA 

27.  M.  8]  244 
Death    Punishment,    Re^Wnil    of,    Motion   (Mr. 

Ewart),  [A.  41,  N,  81,  M,  4<>J  1098 
Factories  Bill,  2R,  Aiij.  (Mr.  B,  Eacott),  [A.  T» 

N.  282,  M.   275]  175  ;  [o.  q.  A.  Ift6,  N.  8T, 
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[o.q.  A.  190,  N    100,  M.  flO]  &10 
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1065 
Railways  (Irelaml)  BjII,  3R.  (A.  118,  N,  332, 

M.  214] 128 
Registration  of  ^'fttpra  Bill,  Leavp,  [A,  38,  N, 

58,  M.  20]  430 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  3R,  [A.  102,  N. 

99,  M.  3]  490 

Donaghadee  and  Port  Patrtch  IfarhoHVs, 

I.  Question  (Mar'[U4?E>3  of  LondondiMTj),  50^5 
*■ 
Douglas,  Sir  II.  h  Lir^erpool 

Canteens  in  Barracks,  Acfdre^A  moTod,  060 

Na>'y  Estimates,  004,  ft97 

Ordnance  Estimnteci,  pyO 

Drainage, 

€.  Question  (Mr.  11.  J.  BailUi?),  404 

Drainage  of  Land  Bill, 
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Cay  ley),  1344 

Duncan,  ViscouiU,  Btith 
Castlebar  Union  { Irt^Jand),  949 
Destitution  ( Ireland j,  3^9 
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Explanation,  PGTBODal,  126 
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Oajcow,  KoH.  1301,  iaO(J 
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Rejfiatmtion  of  Voters,  l^eave,  406,  407 

Woolwich  Arseoal,  Papers  moved  for,  441,  444 

Dundab,  Rear  Admiral,  J,  W,  D,,  Green- 

Navy,  State  of  the,  555,  533 

EBRiNiJToy.  Viacount,  Pl^nmith 
Factories,  2R,  170 ;  Com,  798,  807 
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f.  QnoEition  (Mr.   Hindley),  603 1    L  PotiUou 
(Lord  Broughuni),  1326 

EouNOTOFN,  Earl  of 

Elankmg  (5^G0tland),  Convflpondenee  tnoTcd  for, 
530,  523  / 
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Portugal,  Civil  War  \i\,  li^7 
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l^*illwH-iy  Bills,  Rp»,  31>3,  401,  40:1  _ 
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c»  Uhflervatlon!!  (Hon.  T>  Vrsti^),  I3|l 

Emigration  from  Trcland^  

t.  Obsorrfttioas  (Mr,  Aidtun),  B7S( ;  L  rotttjon 
(Lord  Stanley),  1327 
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tion Jv^K  361 
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EscoTT,  Mr.  B.,  Winrh^xtft 
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An-PNifor  IfeH|fr<^landJ,  ;?R.  1112 
Budget,  Tbo,  373 
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EscoTT,  Mr.  B — continued 
Castlebar  Union,  050 
Cultivation  of  the  Land  (Ireland),  079 
Destitution  (Ireland),  284 
Drainage  of  Land,  Com.  cl.  1,  1119 
Factories,  2R.  A6j,  173,  207 ;  Com.  Amend. 

746 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Com.  1080 
Poor  Rates  (Ireland),  2R.  504 
Poor  RemoTal  Act,  Papers  moved  for,  725 
Registration  of  Voters,  Leave,  429 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  468 
Russian-Dutch  Loan,  1157 

EsTCOURT,  Mr.  T.  G.  B.,  Oxford  University 
Railway  Committees — Selection  of  Members, 
832 
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e.  Question  (Mr.  James),  1341 

Etwall  Mr.  R.,  Andover 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Leave,  298 

Evans,  Major  General  Sir  De  Lacy,  West- 
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Army  Estimates,  637,  654 
*   Cambridge,  Revising  Barrister  at,  538 

Canteens  in  Barracks,  Address  moved,  961 

Military  Honours,  650 

Military  Schools,  306 

Registration  of  Voters,  I^ave,  407,  419 

Westminster  Bridge,  806 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries 
Army  Estimates,  655 
Budget,  The,  379 

Death  Punishment,  Rei)eal  of,  1079,  1080 
Sites  for  Churches  (Scotland),  Com.  moved  for, 
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Exchequer,    Chancellor    of    the,    see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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Explanations,  Personal, 
c.  (Cluincellor  of  the  Exchequer),  33  ;  (Viscount 
Duncan),  126  ;  (Mr.  II.  J.  Baillie),  250 

Exports, 
I.  Kcturns  moved  for  (Karl  of  EUenborough), 
1134 

Factories  Bill, 

c.  211.  Adj.  I)<'bato.  127  :  Adj.  (Mr.  B.  Esoott), 
17.*i.  [A.  7,  N.  2.S2,  M.  275]  175;  \o.  q.  A. 
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nor,;  /.  iu.»  1132 

Fehmson,  Sir  R.  A.  Londonderry  Citit 
Am'ist  tor  Debt  (Ireland).  2U.  1112 


Ferrand,  Mr.  W.  B.,  KnOrubanmgi 
Factories,  2R.  140, 149,  296  ;  Caoi.  986 
Navigation  Acts,  Committee,  NomiaatioB  ff 

Members,  96 
Tenants  in  Tail,  S49 

Fielden,  Mr.  J.,  OlMam 
Factories,  Com.  745,  763 

Finch,  Mr.  G.,  BiUlandshire 
Agriculturml  Tenant  Right,  384 
Budget,  The,  382 
Navigation    Acts  Committee,    NominatioB  of 

Members,  26 
Poor  Removal  Act,  Papers  moTcd  for,  716 
Prussia,  Commercial  Relations  witli,  809 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  477 

Fire  Arms,  Sale  of  (Ireland), 

I,  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),  1327 

F1TZ6ERALD,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Tipperarw 

Cultivation  of  the  Land  (Ireland),  9n 
Destitution  (IreUnd),  280 

FiTZROY,  Hon.  H.,  Lewes 

Navy  Estimates,  587 

FiTzwiLLiAM,  Earl 
Castlebar  Union,  15 
Destitute  Persons  (Ireland),  8R.  809 
Emigration  (Ireland),  1832 
Inunigration  of  Irish  Paupers 
Labouring  Poor  (Ireland),  2R.  899 
Railways  (Ireland),  685 

Flaxseed,  Importation  of  (Ireland), 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Forster),  247 

FoRSTER,  Mr.  M.,  Berwick-on-Twe^ 
Drainage  of  Land,  Com.  cl,  2,  Amend.  1119 

Flaxseed,  Importation  of  (Ireland),  247 
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Free  Trade  in  Com, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  U.  J.  BaiUie),  1241 

French,  Mr.  Y ,^Boscommon 
Castlebar  Board  of  Giuirdians,  24 
Railways  (IreUind),  2R.  105,  118 

Gal  trail  Election,  The, 
c.  Res.  (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien),   1«70;  Re*,  am. 
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Gas  Works  Clauses  Bill, 
c.    1R.»  245:    2R.*  445;    Rep.  8U!  ;    8R.* 
1106;  /.  1R.»  1132 

General  Begister  House  (Edinburgh)  SilL 

c.  1R.«  1137:  2R.»  1336 

Gibson,  Right  Hon.  T.  M.,  Manckeeier 
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Hosiery  Man u tact  ure.  Cum.  Re«.  UOJI 
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G1B8ON,  Right  Hon.  T.  M,  —^ontinufnt. 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund.  1  n7 
Prussia,  Commercial  HclntiuiiB  with,  3lD 
Quarantine,  949 
llailway  Committees,  Selection  iif    Mfoibmi, 

832,  1337,  1338 

GisBORNE,  Mr.  T.,  Nottingham 
Registration  of  Voters,  ]Ai;ivi%  41 S 

Gordon,  Hon.  Captam  W.,  Aberdeenshire 
Drainage  of  I^and,    Com.  <■(.    0,    1121;    lUp, 
1325 

Gore,  Mr.  M.,  BanixtapU 

Destitution  (Ireland),  28^* 
Navy  Estimates,  691 

Goulbcrn,    Right    lion.    H.,    Oambridg& 
University 
Army  Estimates,  665 
Budget,  The,  304 

Canteens  in  Barracks <  Address  nii>vc?d  for,  050 
Distress  (Scotland)  Sl'i 
I^abouring  Poor  (Ireiajid)^  Com.  tf^  1,  2&3 
Navy  Estimates,  692 
Ordnance  Estimates,  090 
Railway  Expenditure,  Rt?turn<  mowd  for,  T3l^ 

740 
Roman  Catholic  Reli*>f,  JR,  4^;*,  400 

Government  Measureji^  The^ 
c.  Remarks  (Mr.  Roebuck),  1033 

Graham,  Right  Hon*  Sir  J.  B.  G.,  Dor- 
chester 
Drainage  of  Land,  Com.   cL   0,    1130,   1136; 

lUjp.  1325 
Factories,  Com.  772 

I  winded  Property  (Irolund),  Com.  023,  C30 
Marriage  (Scotland),  Li-avt',  .*J8ft 
Navy  Estimates,  688,  r^\\i\  luoa,  1004 
Poor  Removal  Act,  1'u|kth  mov(td  fotn  7lfl 
Sites  for  Churches  (ScutUnd),  Coiu.  uiovud  (be, 
091 

Grattan.  Mr.  H.,  Mrafh 
Destitution  (Ireland),  30^,  '2T2 

Gregory,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Dublin 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Cmn.  \iVd 
Vagrancy — Limitation  of  lUlitf  (T»vliHid)  124 J 

Grey,  Earl 

Brewing  from  Sugar,  9R.  31  :  Coio.  33A>,  S33 

Castlebar  Union,  10,  13,15 

Criminal  Law,  Admini^Lratiun  of — .Tuveiillf  Of* 

fenders,  203,  204 
Custody  of  Offenders,  2R.  808,  030,  041,  043 
Emigration  (Ireland),  1330,  1335 
Juvenile  Offenders,  1014 
Railways  (Ireland),  670 
Secondai7  Punishments,  $Oit,  036,  041 1  943 

Grey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G,,  Deronport 

Arrest  for  Debt  (Ireland),  3R.  1  Ul! 
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Dj-ninag«  of  Land,   4 OB  ;    Lfiav(?,  ttflO  ;    Com. 
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Emigration  from  Ireland,  678 
Fni:torie!i,  Ccan-  783 
Juvtjdlt  Offi^nders,  Leave,  437 
LabmiriDg  Poor  (Ireland),  ilR,  448 
I^nvastor,  Jt^sticov  r>f,  A7U 
J^^ndtd  Property  (Irdaod),  303;  Coto.  <?/-   4, 

10G8 
Mortmain,  Law  of,  Amcndnient,  LeaT^^  441 
Poor  Law  Auditors,  837 
Pour  Law  ComjiUf^Hton^  532 
Pw)v  Ratea  (Ireland),  3R.  604 
Poor  Removal  Ac?t,  Paperft  moved  for,  715,  739 
Registration  of  Votorn,  Leave,  434 
Sites  for  Churches  (SooLland),  Com,  movid  &r 
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Dostitution  (Ireland),  2t'^H 

Poor  Rolieftlnrhtnd),  Com.  1300 

Registration  ufVotrrA,  Li^avr,  431 

IIamjlto.s,  Lord  C-,  Tyrone 
Destitution  (Ireland),  280,  300 

IlAiiiLTOX,  Mr,  G.  A.,  Dublin  Vnivmity 
Cultivation  of  tUe  Land  (Ircbtid),  U7l^ 
Irnland,  SUt^J  of,  838 
I  ji  lu  I  r  d  Property  ( JrcUnd ),  Com  .it.  1 ,  A  m  r  ui  i , 

J\mr  LU^U<7r(  Irnland),  Cobi.  1356 

Harbour ir  0/  lUfupe, 
t,  Obwrritions  ^Hr,  E,  E,  Ele^),  OSO 

Haruis,   Hon.    Cflpt.    n.    A*  J.,  ChriH- 

church 
Dcnth.n  hy  Famine  (lr<?Und),  KMnm  njotwi  for, 

11^3 
L'iud,  CuUiv.iiion  i^ftluj  (Irt^hiud),  1340,  1341 
Navy  EMimati'H,  1003 
Nttty,  State  of  the,  5«4 
Poor  Removal  Aet,  Pajicru  movod  fdr^  721 

Hawi!s,  Mr*  B.,  Lambtih 

Berbii't — Alle^t^d  Mipc-omlutil,  a<ft 
Emipiints,  An-HiiiLanef^  to,  UlU 
Emipwtiou,  Voluntary,  84 1^,  854 
Toiwgo,  4<H 
Weit  Indie*— Imniigmtton,  'Ii)i 
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Hay,  Sir  A.  L.,  Elgin,  Xaime,  drc. 
Factories,  2R.  127 
Wick,  Riot  at,  832 

Hesley,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Oxfordihire 
A^cultunl  Statistics,  Leare,  llfXl 
Agricultural  Tenant  Right,  2R.  385 
Deaths  by  Famine  (Ireland),  Returns  moredibr, 

1103 
Drainage  of  Land,    Com.  cl,  1,    WIS;  d.  6, 

1123 
Labouring  Poor  (Ireland),  3R.  448 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Ke^.add.  eZ.  1130 

Herbert,  Right.  Hon.  S.,  Wiltshire,  S. 
Agricultural  Tenant  Right,  2R.  384 
Army  Estimates,  654 
Drainage  of  Land,  Com.  rl.  6,  1125 
Nary  Estimates,  590,  504 

Hlvdley,  Mr.  C,  AshUm-under-Lyne 
Army  Enlistment,  Leave,  660 
Education,  606 
Factories,  Com.  766 

HoBROUSE,  Right  Hon.    Sir  J.  C,  iVbt- 
tingham 
Prize  Money  (India),  1330, 1340 
Railways  (India),  1339 

Jlolyhead  Harbour  Bill,  c.  IR.*  1336 

Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.,  Maidstone 
Drainage  of  l^aud,  Com.  c/.  1,  1118 

Hope,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Southampton 
Emigration,  Voluntary,  858 

Hosiery  Manufacture, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Sir  II.  Ilalford;,  1 103  ;  Res. 
1105 

J/osiery  Manufacture  Bill, 
c.  U'ave,  1100;  1R.»123'J 

Howaki),  Mr.  P.  II.,  Carlisle 
PruHsia — Now  (.'oiiNtitutioii,  30W 
lO'jij'iHtratioii  of  VotiTx,  Leave,  419 

Hudson,  Mr.  0.,  Sunderland 
Railway  liills,  Kcs.  3il9 

Railway  ExiM-nditure,  Retunis  moved  for,  713 
Kailway^*  (Irelamll,  2K.  78 

IluMK,  Mr.  J.,  Monfrosfe 

Agricultural  Statistics,  I..cavc,  1100 

Army  EMtimates,  «;J5 

1  British  Museum,  250 

Hud^rct,  The,  337,  376 

Castlebar  Union,  i>r>l 

(Vacow.  Res.  H«l,  1200,  1201,  1213 

Death  Punirihnient,  Re|M'al  of,  1095 

Deaths  l)y  Famine  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

1103 
Drainage  of  Uind,  405;  Com.  1114 
.luvenilr  OlK-ndors,  l/<'ave,  43>< 
Lain  Mirers  on  Public  Works  (Ireland),  006 
LindiMJ    Pro|>erty   (Irelan*!),   Com.   620,   1025, 

1047  ;  Kep.  add.  d.  1120 


Hno,  Mr.  J.- 
Legacy  Duty,  Con.  miyfed  fer,  1140 
Loan.  The  Kev,  54S ;  C«.  614^  CUy  «• 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  1197 

Military  AceommodatioB,  WuImm  — Wii  fc^ 

505 
Mint  Prowcntions,  Plqr  fiir,  1S4S 
Nary,  Sute  of  the,  6«5 
Poor  I jiw  Commiirioe,  S9X 
Private  Bills.  Eipensea  oC  Ccmb.  mmmk  %t^ 

301,393 
Pnblie  Worics  (Irehmd),   t1«wii  mmm  «£  & 

949 
Railway  Committee,  1SS8 
Registration  of  Voters,  Leare,  420 
Slave  Trade,  The,  1993 
Tobago,  404 

Wednesday  Sittings,  249 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  Papers  mowd  ftr,  443 
Immigraticn  of  Irish  PmmerM^ 
I.  ObserTatioDs(Eari  FhxwiUiaa)^  1 

Immigration — West  Indies^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Barkly),  248 

Inclosure  of  Commons  BiU, 
c.  1R.»  1336 

India, 
Priz€  Moiunt,  Questioo  (Major  Iatw^XISM 
Rail  ways,  Qnestion    (Earl  of  ] 
206 ;  (Mr.  Biackinnon),  1939 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Oxford  Unhoern^ 
Cracow,  Res.  1186 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of,  1090 
Factories,  2R.  167 
I^bourin^  Poor  (Ireland),  3R.  446 
I>e;racy  Duty,  Com.  moved  for,  1146 
Mortmain,  Law  of,  Amendment,  LeaTe»  446 
Railway  Bills,  Res.  403 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  3R.  Amend.  46t 
Seed,  Grant  for(IreLand),  628 
Sites  for  Churches  (ScotUnd),  Com.  moKJ  fH 
689 

Ireland, 
Am  ft  fur  Dtbt,  see  ^rre^f  /or  IMUt   |J|^ 

land}' Hill  ^ 

Cattldtar  Union,  Observations  (Earl  ( 

;i  ;  (Question  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  22 ; 

vations  ( ViiH>ount  Duncan),  949 
Condition  of.  Remarks  (Mr.  J.  O'CotinellJt  J 
Cultivation  of  thf  Land,  Question  (Sir  D.  11 

rey.s),  Gou  ;  (.Mr.  R.  D.  Browne),  676  s  S^ 

marks  (Mr.  J.  O'ConnelU.  962 ;  (Bmu  €m- 

tain  Harris),  1340  " 

Di^athf  im  Famin*'^  Return  moved  for  (llrw  W. 

S.    U'hrien).    1101;    (Lord    G.    Fimt^i^ 

1148;  Motion  withdrawn.   1156 
D^ftitutr  JWtons,  see  Destituie  P<er9omB  CA» 

land)  Bill 
Deftitution,  Observations  (Mr.  R.  D. 

251 
Lhmatjhad''^  Hadtonr^  Question  (Har^VMl  6l 

I^ndondcrry).  505 
Kjfctmaitt  in  Mauo,  Question  (Vi 

monts),  36 
Knwrration  from.  Observations  (Mr. 

078;  Petition  (UrdSUnley),  1327 
Fin'  Arinr,  Sal<  of.  Petition  (Lord 

1327 
Fhhntrt'd^  ImiMirtatiim  of,  QuesCkMi  (Mr.  ] 

tcr>,  247 
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Ireland — continued. 
Gahvny  EhcHon,  TA^'.Res. (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien), 

1070  ;  Res.  neg.  1073 
LninujraHon    of  Paupers,    Observation  (Earl 

Fitzwilliam),  1 
Lahourers  on  Public    Worht  Question  (Mr. 

W.  S.  O'Brien),  C04 
Labouriinf    Poor,   see  Labouring  Poor  (Ire- 

I^ind,  Cultivation  of  tJie,  Question  (Sir  D. 
Norreys),  600  ;  (Mr.  R.  D.  Browne),  «76  ; 
Ucinarks  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  962;  (lion. 
C:ii»tain  Harris),  1340 
L'tit'Lfl  Propcrtij,  see  Lauded  Property  (Ire- 
lond)  HiU 

Jjiinds  I'f  t/if  Lotulon  Companies^  Observations 
(Manpioss  of  Londonderry),  499 

M*dical  Relief,  Question  (Earl  of  Clancarty), 
524 

PiHtr  Imws,  Petition  (LoihI  Brougham),  1004, 
1133 

Poor  Iaiivs,  see  Poor  Law  {Ireland)  Bill 

Poor  Hat*' 8^  see  Poor  Pates  (Ireland)  Bill 

Poor  Belief  see  Poor  Belief  (Ireland)  Bill 

Poor  Belief  Supervision,  see  Poor  Belief  Sw- 
pen'ision  (Ireland)  Bill 

Port  Patrick  Harbitur,  Question  (Marquess  of 
Londonderr}'),  505,  606 

Provisions,  Conveyance,  of,  in  Vessels  of  War, 
Address  moved  (^\r  S.' Crawford),  544  ;  Mo- 
tion tun.,  54H 

Public  \Vorh,  Sus/husion  of.  Question  (Mr.  W. 
S.  O'Brien),  27.  1137  ;  (Viscount  Clements), 
309  ;  Observations  (Hon.  K.  P.  Bouverie), 
t>40  ;  (Duke  of  Buckingham).  1135 

Ballwaifif,  Petition  (Earl  Fitzwilliam),  065; 
(Lord  Stanley),  1327 

Ifaihvai/s,  see  Bailwai/s  (Ireland)  Bill 

ll^Tof  Works,  Question  (Mr.  J.  E.  Dcnison), 
S34 

SrM,  (rranf  for.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne), 
310 

^oil.  Cultivation  of  the,  Question  (Sir  D.  Nor- 
reys),  006  ;  (Mr.  R.  D.  Browne),  676;  Re- 
marks (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  962;  (Hon.  Cap- 
tain Harris),  1340 

State  of  Petition  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton),  828 ; 
Remarks  (Earl  of  Lucan),  1073 

Tenant  Rights,  sec  Tetvint  Bights  (Ireland) 
Bill  •" 

Tenants,  see  Tenants  (Ireland) Bill 

Vagrancy — Limitation  of  Belief,  Question  (Mr, 
Gregory),  1242 

Wymo',  Cajttain,  Question  (Lord  Brouffham), 
498 

James,  Sir  W.  C,  King sUm-upon- Hull 

Emigration,  Voluntary,  860 

Poor  Law  Auditors,  837 

Poor  Removal  Aet,  Papers  moved  for,  722 

Private  Bills,   Expenses  of.  Com.   moved  for, 

392 

James,  Mr.  W.,  Cumberland,  E, 

Eton  Montem,  The,  1341 

Landed  Property  (Irehind),  Com.  1065 

Jervis.  Sir  J.,  see  Attorioey  General. 
Tlic, 

JoLUFFE,  Sir  W.  G.  H..  Petertfield 

Agricultural  Tenant  Right,  2R.  386 


Jones,  Captain  T.,  Londonderry 
Poor  Rates  (Ireland),  2R.  504 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  1354 

Juvenile  Of  enders-^ Administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law, 
I,  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  188 ;    1012  ;— 
Case  of  John   Oekham,  Return    moved    for 
(Lord  Brougham),  821 :  1136 

Juvenile  Offenders  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  430;  1R.*676 

Kerr,  Mr.  D.  S.,  Downpatrick 
Emigration,  Voluntary,  848 
Provisions,  Conveyanoe  of,  in  Vessels  of  War, 
Address  moved,  547 

Labouchere,  Right  Hon.  H.,  TaunUm 
Arrest  for  Deht  (Ireland),  2R.  1113, 1114 
Cracow,  Res.,  1223,  1224 
Cultivation  of  the  Land,  968 
Deaths  hy  Famine  (Ireland),  Return  moved  for, 

1150 
Destitution  (Ireland)^  260 
Factories,  2R.  174 

Flaxseed,  ImporUtaon  of  (Irekud),  24T 
Irehind,  Condition  of,  541 
labourers  on  PuWic  Works  (Ireland),  604,  605, 

Labouring  Poor  (Ireland),  Com.  <^  1,  295  ;  3IL 

445,  446,  448,  449 
Land.  Cultivation  of  the  (Ireland),  677,   1840, 

1341 
landed  Property  (Ireland),  Com.  630,  1085 ; 

Rep.  add.  el  1129 
Poor  Iaw  (Irehind),  611 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  1391 
PubUc  Works  (Ireland),  Suspension  of,  SO,  309, 

949, 1137. 1138  ;-Waget  on,  1240 
R^dief  WoriM  (Ireland),  834,  885, 886,  «37 
Seed,  Grant  for  (Ireland),  310,  528,  529 
Tenant  RighU  (Ireland),  Leave,  502 

Labourers  on  Public  Works  (Ireland), 
c,  Romaiks  (Mr.  W,  S.  O'Brien),  604 

Labouring  Poor  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Com.  d,  1,  293 ;  Rep.*  305 ;  3R.  445 :  I, 
1R.M98J  2R.  597;  Com.  826;  Bm>.  896; 
3R.*  1004 

Lancoiter,  Ducky  of, 
I  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  514 

Lancaiior,  JugUees  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  679 

Land,  CuUivation  of  the  (Ireland), 

c.  Qneetion  (Sir  D.  Nomyi),  606 ;  ( Mr.  B.  D. 
Browne),  676 ;  Renuurks  (Mr.  J.  O^onnefl). 
962  ;  (Hon.  Captain  Harris),  1840 

Landed  Ptcperty  (Irdand)  Bitt, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Roebnok),  392;  Con.  694: 
Amend.  (Mr.  Boebuek),  10S5,  [0.  q.  A.  121, 
N.  26,  M.  951 1065:  el.  4,  Amend:  (Mr,  Q. 
A.  Hamilton),  1066;  Amend,  meg.;  Amsui. 
(EariofLineoln),  1181,  19S4;  si  6,  Ammd. 
(Mr.  Qro|an),A.;  Amend,  neg.,  16T0;  Bm. 
1126:  odd.  €L  (Viseoont  Newry),  1116;  Si 
meg.  1130;  add.  d.  (Visooonl  CowtoiiiyL  A.; 

d,  mg,,  1181 
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Lands  of  the  London  Companies  (Ireland), 
c.  Observations  (Marquess  of  Londonderry )» 499 

Lansdowme,  Marquess  of 
Business  of  the  Session,  508,  512 
Crown  Jewels,  The,  1236.  1239 
Destitute  Persons  (Ireland),   Rep.   179;   SR* 

299,  300,  301,  304,  387,  389 
Education,  1326 
Juvenile  Offenders,  1020,  1021 
Labouring  Poor  (Irehmd),  2R.  600;  Com.  886; 

Rep.  896 
Medical  Relief  (Irehmd),  527 
Oxford  and  Birmingham  Junction  Railway,  1228 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  513 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  1232 
Poor  Removal  Act,  Com.  moved  for,  661 
Portugal,  Civil  War  in,  182,  186 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  1135 
Railways  (India),  208,  209 
Railways  (Ireland),  667 

Law,  Hon.  G.  £.,  Cambridge  University 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  492,  405 

Layard,  Major  B.  V.,  Carlow  Bo, 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  1383 
Prize  Money  (India),  1339 
Railways  (Ireland),  211.  48 

Leader,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Westminster 

Factories,  2R.  296 

Lepeoy,  Mr.  A.,  Longford 

Destitution  (Ireland),  264 
Emigration,  Voluntary,  847 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  623 

Legacy  Duty, 
€.  Com.  moved  for  (Dr.  Bowring),  1138  ;  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  1148 

Legal  Quays  {London)  Bill,  c.  IR.*  391 

Liddell,  Hon.  H.  T.,  Durham 
Navigation   Acts  Committee — Nomination  of 
Members,  2G 

Life  Insurance  Bill,  c.  IR.*  948 
Lincoln,  Earl  of,  Linlithgow,  #C'c. 

Drainage  of  liaiul,  ('om.  rl.  1,  1115,  1110 
lianded  Proiwrty  (Ireland),  Com.  034;  rl.  4, 

1067,  1069;  Amend.  1131,1132,  1224:  Uep. 

add.  cf.  1127 

LiNDSEY,  Hon.  Colonel  J.,  Wigan 

CanteAs  in  Barrack:),  Addren^i  moved,  952,  962 

Loan,  The  Xeir, 
r.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  543  ;  Com.  Oil 

Loan  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  827;  2R»  948:  Rep.»   1079;  3R.» 
1100:  /.  IK.*  1132;  2R.»  1225;  IWp.  1325 

London  (City)  Small  Debts  Bill, 
r.  211. •  527 

Londonderry,  Marqnoss  of 

IK"*titute  Persons  (Irvhind),  3R.  387,  389 


LOMDOMDKRBT,  MuqUeM  i 

Donaghodee  and  Port  PAtriiikHwkMn^fii^m 

IreUnd,  Stata  of,  1076, 1077      . 

Lands  of  the  London  Compuiies  (InlaMiX  Mt 

500 
Poor  Law  (Irchind),  1010,  ISM 

Lucan,  Earl  of 
Castlebar  Union,  S.  13 
IroUmd,  Stmte  o(  107S,  1075,  lOTt 


Lynbhcrst,  Lord 

Oxford  and  Birminghjun 
1226,  1227 
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Magaulay,  Riffht  Hon.  T.  B 
Roman  CathoUo  Relief,  2R.  47S,  484,  warn 

McCabthy,  Mr.  A.,  Cork  City 
Galway  Election,  The,  1071 

MACKiNiroN,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Lymmgi&m 

Emigration,  Voluntary,  846 
Railwayt  (India),  1339 

Macnamara,  Mr.  W.  N.,  Clare 

Distress  (Scotland),  316 
Relief  Works  (Irehmd),  836 

Mahon,  Viscount,  Hertford 
Cracow,  Res.  1183 

Manners,  Lord  J.,  Newark-ngpaH-nrnM 

Factories,  Com.  784,  797,  803 
Mortmahi,  Law  of,  Amendment,  LeaTe.  4|§ 
Poor  Relief  (IreUnd),  Com.  1885 
Portugal — Insurgents,  307 

Marine  Mutiny  Bill,  c.  IR.*  1336 

Markets  and  Fairs  Clauses  Bitl, 
c.   IR.*  245;   2R.*  445;  Rep.*  501;  tti 
1106;  I.  IR.*  1132 

Marriage  (Scotland)  SilU 
c.  Uave,  386  ;  IR.*  387  ;  2R.*  1023 

Mahhlakd,  Mr.  H.,  Sioclcpari 

Factories,  2R.  171 

Maule,  Right  Hon.  F.,  Perth 
Army  Service,  liCaTe,  659.  660 
Army  Estimates,  642 

Cnnteens  in  Barracks,  AddreM  iiiOT«d,  IBf 
Military  Schools.  306 
Sites  for  Churches  (Scotland),  Cmh. 
690,  700.  701 

Medical  Relief  (Ireland), 
I.  Question  (Earl  of  Clancarty),  524 

Merchant  Seamen  s  Fund^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  1137 

Mile-s  Mr.  P.  W.  S.,  Bristol 

Poor  Removal  Act,  Papers  mored  lor,  714 

Miles.  Mr.  W.,  SomerseHkire^  JP. 
Agncultural  Tenant  Right,  SR.  384 
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Military  Accommoitationt 

c.  Returns  moved  for  <Mr,  Hiliuft),  506 

Military  Honours , 
c.  Question  (Sir  De  LAoy  ETana),  Off 6 

Military  Schools, 

c.  Question  (Sir  De  Imsj  Eruna),  300 


MiLNEs,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Fontefract 

Arrest  for  Debt  (Ir+ land),  311,  1109 
Cracow,  Res.  1157 

Landed  Property  (Ir«bnd),  Com.  1062 
Switzerland,  307 

Mint  Prosecutions,  Patf  for, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hnmo),  1913 

MoFFATT,  Mr.  G.,  Dartmouth 
Budget,  The,  373 

MoLESWORTH,  Sir  W,,  Southvark 

Cracow,  Res.  1179 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  1396 

MoNAHAN,  Mr.  J.  11.,  (ialway  Borouffh 
Arrest  for  Debt  (IrcUiutK  2)1. 

MoNTEAGLE,  Lord 

Brewing  from  Sugnr,  :?tt,  :il  ;  Uom.  JS^U 

Castlebar  Union,  1ft 

Emigration  (IrebinJ},  1333 

Labouring  Poor  (Irelnndj,  2R,  5fl7;  Cam.  828 

Railways — The  Curiraey,  Ecturn*  moved  for, 

211 
Railways  (Ireland),  673 
Rum  Duties,  21 

Montem,  The  Et07i, 
('.  Question  (Mr.  Jiuili^n),  1341 

Morpeth,  Viscount,  YorkMre,  TK  J?. 
Drainage  of  Land,  Com,  W.  1,  U  Ifl  :  c^  S,  I  MO 

Factories,  Com.  7^4 
Wellington  Statue,  The.  1341 
Westminster  Bridg*:,  300 

Mortmain,  Law  of. 

See  Pious  and  Charilixbl^  Pm-pQ§tt  BiU 

Mount  Cashell,  Earl  of 

Destitute  Persons  ^IreUnd^  3R.  303 
Emigration  (Ireland),  133^ 
Ireland,  State  of,  1070 
Labouring  Poor,  Rep.  S07 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  1010 

Muntz,  Mr.  G.  F.^  Binniugliam 

Budget,  The,  377 

Landed  Property  (lr**lAiid),  Com.  10^4 

Railways  (Ireland),  :>El.  UO 

Mure,  Colonel  W.,  R^^nfreti^shirG 

Sites  for  Churches  ^S(.-ott»in(]),  Com*  mOTC^i  for, 

707 

Mutiny  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1239,1338 


{INDEX} 

Napiek,  Ecar  Adrairal  Sir  0.,  Mar^Uhone 

Army  Eatiinatea,  *J4l 
Miltt  ftry  Uonoitr«,  BA3 
Natt  £atLmateE^,   0^7 
Nftvj,  SUto  of  thf!,  648,  «til^ 
Rn^iBlr^tion  of  Yotura,  litare,  420 

NavigatxQti  Acts, 
c.    Nommatjoii    of   Mpmbon    of   Comfnittctt* 
Amend,  (Mr.  Wawn},  lJ5j  Ami.'ud.  withdrawn,  S?T 


Na^uffdtion  and  Trade^ 

I.  ObaervntioQ*  (Earl  of  Ellenborou^h),  833 

Navy  Estimates,  c.  5C7,  9^4 

Navif  State  of  the^ 

r.  Obflenatiwis   (Sir  C.   rf*pier),   6iS  ; — ITar- 
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O'CoNNKLL,  Mp.  J. — continued. 
Labouring  Poor  (Ireland),  3R.  449 
Landed   Property  (L*eland),  Com.  632»  1042, 

1062 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  620,  1367 
PubUc  Works  (Ireland),  Wages  on,  1240 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  485 

O'CoNNELL,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kerry 
Budget,  The,  381 
Cracow,  Res.  1224 
Galway  Election,  The,  10Y2 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Rep.  add.ch  1126, 

1128 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  621,  1409 

O'Ferrall,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Mdare 
Arrest  for  Debt  (Irehind),  2R.  1108 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Rep.  add.  el.  1129 

Offenders,  Custody  of.  Bill, 
I.  \R*  694  ;  2R.  898  ;  Rep.»  1004  ;  3R.  1130 

Ordnance  Estimates,  c,  980 

Osborne,  Mr.  B.,  Wycombe- Chipping 
Railways  (Irehind),  2R.  37 
Seed  for  Ireland,  Grant  for,  310 

Oswald,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow 
Drainage  of  Land,  Com.  cl,  1,  1116 

Oxford  and  Birmingham  Junction  Bail- 
way, 
I.  Petition  (Earl  of  Ripon),  1226 

Pakingtox,  Sir  J.  S.,  Droitwich 
Juvenile  Offenders,  Leave,  430 

Palmerstox,  Viscount,  Tiverton 
Cracow,  Ros.,  1022 
I'ortugal — Insurgents,  308 
l^russia— 'New  Constitution,  308 
RuHsian-Dutch  Loan,  1157 
Slave  Trado,  The,  1023 
Switzerland,  307 

Parker,  Mr.  J.,  Sheffield 

Lo«rary  Duty,  Com.  moved  for,  1115 

Parliament,  New  Houses  of 
I.  Remarks  (Lord  Hrougliam),  613 

Peciikll,  Captain  G.  R.,  Brighton 
Navy  Estimatos,  684,  1(M»2 
Onhianec  Estimates,  993 
Poor  Laws  (In»land),  liOave,  297 
lU»gistration  of  Voters,  Leave,  423 

Pkel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamworth 
(Vacow,  Res.  1211 
Factories,  2R.  174;  Com.  808 
(lalway  El«»ction,  The,  I07I 
iM-imhMl  Prop«»rty  (Ireland),  Com.  1049 
Military  Honours,  iioS 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  019 
lUilwavM  (Ireland),  2R.  06,  89,  100 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  491,  492 


Pious  and  Charitable  PurpoMes  BiB, 

€.  Leave,  440 ;  IR.*  446 

Poor  Law  Auditors,  • 
c.  Question  (Sir  W.  Junes),  88T 

Poor  Law  Commissioners, 
€,  Question  (Mr.  Roebuck),  599 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland), 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  1004,  IISS.  IML 
c.  Limitation  of  Belief— Voffranef^  QvmImb 

(Mr.  Gregory),  1242 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  I^ave,  297 

Poor  Rates  (Ireland)  BiU, 
c.  2R.  503  ;  Observations  (Mr.  P.  Serope)^611 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Com.  010 ,  1244  ;  Adj.  Debate,  1345 

Poor  Relief  Supervision  (Ireland)  B%tt^ 

(No.  2)c.  1R.»527 

Poor  Removal  Act, 
I.  Com.  moved  for  (Duke  of  RichmoiHi),  6ttt 
c.  Papers  moved  for  (Mr.  Bankee),  707 ;  Mo- 
tion iwtj.  726 

Port  Patrick  and  Donaghadee  Harhomn^ 
I  Question  (Marquess  of  Londonderry).  8115 

Portugal,  Civil  War  in, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Beaumont),  180  ; — c.  Immm^ 

gentt  (Lord  J.  Manners),  307 

Prisons  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  694;2R.»  895;  3R.  lUS,c.  IE.*  1130 

Private  Bills — Expenses  of, 
c.  Com.  moved  for,  (Mr.  Hume),  391 

Prize  Money,  (India), 
c.  Question  (Major  Layard),  1339 

Provisions,  Conveyance  of,   in   Men    •/ 
War, 
r.  Address  moved  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  544  :  M^ 
tion  negatived,  543 

Prussia — New  Cotistitution, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  P.  IIow:ird),  308; — Camtmtt^ 
cial  Relations  with,  Questi«m  (Mr.  Finch).  300 

Public  Undertakings  Clowes  BiU, 
See  CommitfioMrs  Chtttts  Bill 

Public  Works  Ireland,  Suspension  o/i 
f. Question  (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien).  27, 1137 ;  (Vii- 
eount  Clements),  309  ;  Obeorvations  (Hoo.  B. 
P.  Bouverie),  949;  <Duke  of  BucUngtea)^ 
1135  :— <*.  Wages  on.  Question  (Mr.  J.  0*Cai- 
nein,  1240 

Punishment  of  Death,  Repeal  of, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.   Kwart),  1079.  [A.  41,  N.  81, 
.M.  401  1098 

PiTSEY,  Mr.  P.,  Berkshire 
Agricultural  Tenant  Rigbt,  2R,  383.  385 
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RADyoR,  Enrl  of 

Banking  (Scotland),  Correspondence  moTed  for, 

523 
Labouring  Poor  (Ireland),  Rep.  806,  897 

Railway  Bills, 
c.  Res.  (Rt.  Hon.  E.  Ellice),  393 

Railway  Committees — Selection  of  Memr 
hers, 
c.  Obsorrations  (Rt.  Hon.   E.   EUioe),  829  ;— 
(LordG.  C.  H.  Somerset),  1887 

Railway  Expenditure, 

c.  Observations  (Mr.  W.  R.  CoUett),  609  ;  Re- 
turns moved  for  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  726 

Railways — the  Currency, 

/.  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  Ashburton),  209  ; 
— Oxford  and  Birmingham  Junction,  Petition 
(KarlofRipon),  1225 

Raihimys  (India), 
I.   Question  (Earl  of  Ellenborough),  206 ;    e. 
(Mr.  Mackinnon),  1839 

Railways  (Ireland), 
I  Petition  (Earl  Fitzwilliam),665  ;  (Lord  Stan- 
ley, 1327 

Raihrays  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  2R.'Adj.  Debate,  37,  [A.   118.  N.  332,  M. 
214J  123 

Rating  of  Tenements  Bill,  (No.  2), 

c.  1R.»305 


Rawpox,  Colonel  J.  D.,  Armagh  City 

Destitution  (Ireland),  27^ 

Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Com.  el.  4, 1068 

Redesdale,  Lord 

Brewing  from  Sugar,  Com.  243 

Register  House,  General  (Edinburgh)  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  1137;  2R.»  1336 

Registering  Births,  &c.  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»305;  2R.»  1022 

Registration  of  Voters  BUI, 
c\  Leave,  406  [A.  38,  N.  58,  M,  20],  430 

Relief  Works  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  {Mr.  J.  E.  Denison),  834 

RicARDo,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Stoke-upot^Trmt 
Navi/?ation    Acts  Committee,   Nominatioii  of 

Members,  25 

Rice,  Mr.  E.  R.,  Dovor 

Harbours  of  Reftige,  980 

Poor  Removal  Act,  Papers  moved  fair,  tl6 
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d),  898 ;  Com  Amtnd. 


Brewing  from  Snjmr,  Com.  840 

Criminal  Law,  A&iinistration  of  tli»— Javsiule 

Offender!,  201 
Cufltody  of  Oibndars,  2R.  989 
Poor  Remoyal  Act,  Com.  moved  for,  660 
RaUways  (India),  209 
Secondary  Punishment,  989 

RiPON,  Earl  of 

Emigration  (Ireland),  1336 

Oxford  and    Birmingham   Jmistion  Railway, 

1225 
BaUways  (Ii«laiid),  809 

RoDEN,  Earl  of 
Destitute  Persons  (Ireland),  aB.  808 

RoBBUCK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  BiOh 
Bishops,  Tiie  New,  406 
Budget,  Tiie,  842,  863 
Destitution  Oreland),  271,  272 
Factories,  2R.  146,  164 
GoTemment  Measurof,  The,  1028,  lOH  ^^h 

1058  J^ 

Landed  Property  ( Mbid), 

1025, 1044 
Poor  Law  Commission,  529 
Poor  Relief  (Irdand),  Com.  1809 

Soman  Catholio  MeUefBiU, 
e.  2R.  451,  [A.  109,  N.  99,  BL  9]  49< 

RimlhOm,  Tk€. 

I  Questi<m  (Lord  Monteagle),  21 

Russell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.,  Lcndm 
Annual  Duttos,  1848 
Bishops,  Tho  New,  405,  498 
British  Museum,  250 
Budget,  The,  850 
Craoow,  Res.  887,  ISit 
Cultivati<m  of  the  Land  (IrriandJ^  977 
Deaths  by  Famine  (Iralaiid),  BotarM 

for,  1102, 1154 
Destitution  (Iretand),  979,  i90 
Education,  007 
Emigration,  Voluntary,  855 
Eton  Montem,  The,  1848 
Free  Trade  in  Com,  }941 
GoTemment  Measores,  1084 
Landed  Property  (Irelaiid),  Com.  (194,  ^8, 688, 

684, 1085, 1058 
Loan,  The  New,  544 
Militai7  ^0llours,  656, 658 
Narigatioo  Aeto   Committee,  Nomimitkm  of 

Members,  96 
KaTy  Estimates,  598 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ui^ 
Poor  Laws  (Irelaiid),  Lmvo,  987>  He 
Poor  Rdief  (Maud),  Oml  616,  619,  184, 

1844, 1414 
Prorisions,  GoiiYeyaiifio  oC  hi  Y^prii  «f  Wv, 

Addrois  movod,  848, 847, 048 
B«UwayBilIa,9«.04  ^- , 

RaUway8(Iroli^J&m 
Begistiate«rj^ 
RoasiaB-Dsleh  Lm,  tOl 
Sites  for  ChBiohsa  (Soollml),  OmiI.  mfftil  ipr^ 
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Soil,OaWni«imiorth«,M6 
Yagimiiey-LimitirtioB  ontaUafCBiiaiid),  1848 
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Russian-Dutch  Loan,  The, 
c.  Question  (Hon.  J.  S.  Wortley),  951;  (Mr.  B. 
Escott),  1157 

RuTHERFURD,  Right  Hon.  A.,  see  Advo- 
cate, The  Lord 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
IJrewuig  from  Sugar,  Com.  243 

Sandox,  Viscount,  Liverpool 
Cracow,  Kos.  879 

Kailway  Committees — Scloetion  of  Members, 
831 

Scotland, 

Bnnkimf,  Corrcspondcuco  moved  for,  (Earl  of 

Egllutoun),  520 
IHsUens,  Observations  (Mr.  E.   Ellicc),  310  ; 

Explanation  (Mr.  II.  J.  Baillie),  607 
General  lifijister  House  (E^ijinwgh),  see  Gnve- 

ral  Register  House  (Edhiburgh)  Bill 
Marriage t  sec  Marriage  {Scotlami)  Hill 
Registering  Births,    see    Registering    Births 

(Scotland)  Bill 
Sites  for  Churches,  Com.  moved  for  (lion.  E. 

P.   Bouverie),  679,  [A.  89,  N.  61,  M.  28] 

707 
Wick,  RioU  at.  Question  (Sir  A.  L.  Hay),  832 

Scott,  Hon.  F.,  Roxburghshire 
Legacy  Duty,  Com.  moved  for,  1147 
Sites  for  Churches  (Scotland),  Com.  moved  for, 
705 

ScROPE,  Mr.  G.  P.,  Stroud 
Arrest  for  Debt  (Ireland),  211.  1110 
Castlebar  Board  of  Guardians,  22,  950 
1  )i8tres8  ( Scotland ),  310 

Labourers  on  Public  Works  (Irehind),  005,  033 
Poor  Rates  (Ireland),  211.  504  ;  Observation, 

611 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  622,  1270 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  1138 
Seed,  Grant  for  (Ireland),  529 

Secondary   Punishment,  see   Custody  of 
Offenders  Bill 

Seed  for  Ireland^  Grant  for, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  310 ;  (Sir  II.  II. 
Inglis),  628 

Session,  Business  of  the, 
I.  500  ;  Observations  (Lord  Stanley),  506 

Shaw,  Rip^ht  Hon.  F.,  Dublin  University 
Arrest  for  Debt  (Ireland),  211.  1108 
Budget,  The,  301 

Cultivation  of  the  Land  (Ireland),  974 
D<^uths  by  Famine  (Ireland),    Keturus  moved 

for,  1101,  1154 
DeMtitution  (Ireland),  276,  290,  291 
Factories,  2R.  174 
Juvenile  Otfi'n<ler.s,  I^'avc,  439 
liabouring  P{H)r  (Ireland),  311.  447 
I-nnded   Prop<'rty  (Ireland),   Com.  033,1038; 

/•/.  4,  1068 
!*o<>r  Law  (\>niniiMsion,  .')36 
Poor  Keliof  (Ireland),  C«m«.  618,  624,  129.''t 
Honian  Catholic  llelicf,  2K.  472 


Sheil,  Right  Hon.  R.  L., 
Mint  Prosecutions,  Pay  for,  1248 

SiBTHORP,  Colonel  C.  D.  W.»  ZrtnooI» 

Agricultural  Tenant  Kight,  3R.  385 

Sites  for  Churches  (ScotUmd^^ 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Hon.  E.  P.  Boav«ri»)^f|lL 

[A.  89,  N.  61.  M.  28]  607 

Slave  Trade,  The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  1023 

Small  Debts  (City  of  London)  Bilh 

c.  2R.»  527 

Smith,  Riglit  Hon.  R.  V.,  Nortkampim 

Budget,  Tlie,  372 

Emigration,  Voluntary,  837,  861 

Navigation    Acts   Committee,    Noroinataoa   il 

Members,  27 
Poor  Removal  Act,  Papers  moved  lor,  717 

Smollett,  Mr.  A.,  DumbartanMkire 
Ordnance  Estimates,  903 

Soil,  Cultivation  of  the  (Ireland), 

c.  Question  (Sir  D.  Norreys),  000 

Somerset,  Richt  Hon.   Lord  6.   C.   BL 
Monmouthshire 
Railway  Committees — Selection   of  Bfenko^ 
831,  1337,  1338 

Speaker,  The  (The  Right  Hon.  C.  S.  Lt- 
fcvre),  Hampshire,  N, 

Eton  Montem,  The,  1342 
Factories,  2R.  149 
Railway  Committee,  1338 
"VVedneitday  Sittings,  249 
Wellington  Statue,  The,  1341 

Spooner,  Mr.  R.,  Birmingham 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  483,  484 


Stanley,  Lord 

Brewing  from  Sugar,  2R.  10, 21  ;  Com. 

218,  221,  224.  233 
Business  of  the  SeMiion.  500,  .506 
Custody  of  (menders,  2R.  926,  043 
iH'stitute  Persons  (Ireland).  3R.  300 
Emigration  (Inland),  1329.  133U.  1334 
Fire  .\nns,  Sale  of  (Ireland),  1327 
.Tuvcnile  Otfenderv.  1012 
I-'incaster,  Duchy  of,  514.517 
Riil ways  (Ireland),  1329 
Secondary  Punishment.  026,  043 


St.vnley,  lion.  W.  0.,  Anglesey 
Poor  Removal  \ct,  Paper*  moved  for,  791 

Strancjford,  Vi.'*count 
Crown  Jewels,  The,  1235 

STRK'KLANn.  Sir  Cf.,  Preiton 
Faclorien,  2R.  109 
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Strutt,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Derby 

lUiilway  Committees — Selection  of  Members, 

831 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Newark-upon- Trent 
Distress  (Scotland),  310 

Stuart,  Mr.  W.  V.,  Waterford,  Co. 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  1370 
Railways  (Ireland),  2R.  59 

Sugar,  Brewing  from,  Bill, 
I.  2K.  19  ;  Com.  212  ;  Amend.  (Lord  SUnley), 
218,  [o.   7.  Contents,  35.   Not-Contents,   27, 
MS)  244;  Rep.*i5.;  3R.*  299;  Royal  As- 
sent, 387 

Siu/ar,  Distilling  from.  Bill, 
/.'2R.  19  ;  Com.*  244  ;  Rep.»  t&.  ;  3R.*299  ; 
Royal  Assent,  387 

Supply, 

Army  Eatiniates,  035 
Naiy  EttiniaUt,  567,  994 
Ordnance  Estimates,  980 

Svntzerland, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  M.  Milnes),  307 

Tenant  Rights  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  502 

Tenants  in  Tail, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ferrand),  249 

Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  c.  IR*  1022 

Tenements,  Rating  of,  Bill, 
f.  (No.  2),  1R.*305 

Tiiesiger,  Sir  F.,  Abingdon 
Legacy  Duty,  Com.  moved  for,  1147 

Thompson,  Mr.  Alderman,  Westmoreland 

Budget,  The,  372 

TnoRXELY,  Mr.  T.,  Wolverhampton 
Doath  Punishment,  Repeal  of,  1080 

Tobago, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  404 

Trade  and  Navigation, 
I.  Observations  (Earl  of  Ellenborough),  822 

Trelawxy,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Tavistock 

Factories,  2R.  108 

Vagrancy — Limitation  of  Relief  {Ireland), 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Gregory),  1242 

Verner,  Colonel  Sir  W.,  Armagh  Co. 
Destitution  (Ireland),  257 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  1409 

Vesey,  Hon.  T.,  Queen's  County 
Emigrants,  Assistance  to,  1241 
landed  Property  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  4,  1067; 

Rop.add.cL  1130 
Poor  Relief  ( Ireland),  Com.  1381 

Voluntary  Emigration, 
c.  Motion  (Right  Hon.  R.  V.  Smith),  837 ;  Mo- 
tion, ryg.  801 


Voters,  BegistraHtm  of,  BiU,        » 
e.  Leave,  406,  [A.  88,  if.  58,  HL  90]  iSO 

Wakley,  Mr.  T.,  Finshury 
Poor  Removal  Act,  Fapen  moved  for,  788 
Registration  of  Voterii^Leave,  428 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B.»  Badnorshire 
Cracow,  Res.  Adj.  1929 
Railways  (Ireland),  2R.  52 

Warbubton,  Mr.  H.,  Kendal 
LegMj  Duty,  Com.  moved  for,  1146 

Ward,  Mr.  H.  G.,  Siejfield 
Factories,  Com.  761 
Navy  Estimates,  567,  888,  889, 1004 

Waterworks  Clauses  BiU, 
e,  1R.»  945  ;    9R.*  4^  ;   Rep.*  501 ;  dR.» 
1106;  I  1R.*1139 

Watson,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Einsale 

Roman  Catholie  Rlilt(  9R.  451,  499,  496 

Waww,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Shieldi  (Souih) 
Navigation  Aoto   Committee,  Nomination   U 
Biembers,  Amend.  25 

Ways  and  Means — The  Loan, 
e.  Com.  611 
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